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I«/hnile Pouget, who corsidered themselves to be disciples of Proudhom, were
imstrumertal in transformimg the CGT from & "trade-unionist" to a "syndicalisi”
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Chapter 1: Introduction

The inclu.gtrial revolution in the advenced countries of the West in the
latter part of the nineteenth century brought with it the rise of 2 new in-
dustrial end commersiel €lite and new social problems with regard to the dif-
ficulties of & growing industrial prcletariat. The ettempts to mitigate or
solve these problems included Tory or Bismerckian paternelism, Christien cha-
rity or 1llpersl humenist reform, the escapism ol Utopien philosophers, trade-
union reformism and ideologies of proletarien revolution. For the woriking-
class, most of these solutions implied the continmed subordineation to their
superiors whether these be capitalists or the parliamentary or revolutionary
leaders.

The more class-conscious workers rescted to their probdlemetic socisl sie
tuation by forming political and economic associations committed to develo-
ping the political voice or improving the meterlal conditions of the working
class. The political organizetions usually were initiated by bourgeois intel-
lectuals who continued to hold leading positions in the parties as these grew
stronger although treir constituency was usually wholly proletarisn. The eco-
nomic organizations, the uclonse, on the other hand, were developed spontane-
cusly, largely by the workers themseives, to struggle for immediate ends such
ag better wages and working conditions. The unions, although legitimized in
the world-view of the politicians, were denigrated to ar inferior stetus in
relation to the party which was to be concerned with the ultimate endm-politi-
cal powver and revolution tkrough conduest of the state.

Within this general framework, the French exampie presents an anomaly in
comparison with most of the other countries. Although the Cermen and Britisk
union leaders may, at times, have been more reformist then their political

leeders, treir ultimete gocls remeined the sace——tke conguest of the state by



the socialist party, socializetion of property and direction of economic
life by the state in the interests of the people. In France, on the other
hand, the szgdicatsl refused to be co-opted by the sccialist parties, deve-
loped & different conception of revolution and wished to destroy the state in
the interest of liberty rather than to use it for social revolution. A4s ex-
pressed by & contemporary syndicelist, Plerre Monatte, "The Confédéretion is
totally unidue in the interretional working class movement. It is the only
organizaiion whick, while dsclaring itself to be reveoluticnary, has no con-
nections with even the most advanced political pa.rtiea.“‘2 A unigue ldeology
~~anarchosyndicalisz--vhich was radically opposed o &ny political socialisz
arose from the gyndicats.

The question which will be examined below is the origine of the anti-po-
1itical and anti-statist ideology of the French syndicalist movement. Were
the political and soclal conditions and confiicts in the Frarce of the Third
Republic & sufficient reason for the development of such & movement? Or did
syndicelism, as an ideology, grow largely out of the anerchisis' critique of
ourgeois society eand the state and thelr conception of the future free socl-
ety, @ sysiem of 1deas which originated with Proudhon? In other words, does
the specific historical context exrlain adeGuately the phenomenon of syndicé-
lism or wes & certein set of ide2s indispensitie in the developmeni of the
new ideology?

The former view was held by meny leaders of the sjyndicalist movement.
Typicel is the attitude of Victor Griffuelhes, secreiary-general of the gﬂf_é_—

1. The Fremch term for union will be retained in this thesis because syn-
dicat implies & gnalitative difference from trede-urion, an &sgociation
which has more limited 2spiratioms.

2, Tenri Dudief, Le Syndicalisme Révolutionnaire (Paris, 15€5), p. 135




dération Generale dn Travail (CGT), who claimed that “the working class move

ment....results from long practice, deriving much more from events than from
specific Il.ea.d.ers."3 Similarily, enother syndicalist theorist, Hubert Lagar-
delle, claimed thet "syndicalism is & new social t}.iemfry""4 with 1little relation
to the ideas of earlier intellectuals. According to this view, the syndicats
developed a distaste for the vying socielist parties which were struggling
for the control of the new gyndicats for the sole purpose of using them as 2
base for electoral propageunda and as & source of party funds. The political

- gocialists, interested primarily in gaining power, beczme opvortunists, appea-
ling for tkec votes of the whole population rather than remaining purely pro-
letarian parties.5 The syndicats, on the other hand, believed that economic
action in the forms of strikes and sabotage directed toward obtairning immedi-
ate ameliorations of tkeir condition was primary.

From their confilcts with the soclialists &and with the state during strike
action derived the growing anti-stetism of the syndicats. The state was con-
demed as a bourgeols institution and the parliamentary system as a ruse
which would lead to the co-opting of the workers within thai order. As la-
gardelie put it, "Is not perliamentary action the prectice, par excellence,
of coilaboration between c:lassses?"6 Reacting ageinst a powerful cemirallzed
state, the syndicalists developad a revolutiocnary ideology based on economic
ection, vhere the real power of the workers lay, culaineting in ihe general
strike which was to be the uitimate revolutionary weavon. Tkhe basis of the

3. Victor Griffueltes, L& formstion dn syndicalisme frercais in Le Mouve-
ment Soclaliste, Dec. 15, 1907, p. B73.

L. Hebert Lagerdelle in Syndicalisme et Socialisme, Conference Interne-
tisnale (Paris, date unkmown), p. 52-

5. Ibid, Pe 39-

6. Herri Iubief, op. cite, P. 150.



new society was 8lready being built in the syndicats and the Bourses du Tra-

veil (the labour exchanges under worker control).

The central thesis of thie "empiricist® explanation for the zrowth of
the syndicelist ideology is that practice preceded ideas; 1t wes from the
syndicallist orgenization~-"the natural cadres of the class strugglesethe ex-
tension of the work-shop, that the psychology of the producers is formed....
that their union becomes reality."7 From this "natural® base, &n ideology
was developed 28 well as & revolutlonery morelity and the basic cells of the
new soclety.

The other explapation stresses the importance of the a8narchist tradition
deriving from Proudhonist principles. There 1is indeed & close similarity be-
tween the amarchist and syndicalist analyses of the nature of the capitelist
state, the imporiance &ccorded to the workers! 8s§ociations end the urderlying
principles and organization of the future society. Anarchisis such as Torte-
lier and Pelloutier were among the first to clearly develop the syndicelist
idelogy. Fermand Pelloutier, the most significant leader of the anarchosyn-
dlcalists, and Edouard Berth, & theorist of the movement although unconnected
witk it, strongly affirmed Proudhon's paternity of the movement. Berth even
went so far as to claim that Proudhon!s "pretended an&rchism....is really what
we now cell syndicalism....in its spirit and its immate 'cemiem.’tes.""g Apar-
chists were very numercus among the leaders of the CGT and the Bourses du
Travail and in the syndicalist publications, heving moved into the syndicats
en masse Giring the 1890's.

7. EHobert Lagercelle in Le Parti Socialisie et la CGT, La Bibliothique
Socialiste (Paris, date unknown), p. 20

8. Edwuard Berth, Les Nouveaux Aspecis du Socislisme (Peris, 19CZ), p. L3




But, given this enarchist predominance in the development of syndicalism,
this does not necessarily imply that they remained true to their previous com-
mitmente Indeed, certain anarchists within the movement believed *hat syndi-
celism was a totally novel ideclogy. ILagardelle cleimed that the emphasis on
the group &s the creative basis of soclety was & radical departure from the
suppose& libertarian faith in the individual or the socislist relience on the
etate.9 Others refused to accept the self-image of the syndicalists 88 & uni-
fied anti-politicel and revolutionary force. The It2lian &ansrchist, Enrico
Meletesta, pointed out that meny workers were still engeged in politicel ac-
tion cutside the syndicats &nd thet & large proportion of the syndiqués were
reformists. He concluded that true anarchists might work in the syndicats
but must remain independent in their unltimate loyalties.lo

But others believed thet the syndicalist organizations represented the
revoluticnery bese for wkich the libertariens had been striving for fifty
yeers. Monatte claimed that the years in the wilderness where the anarchists
ned hidden in their "ivery tower of vhilosophicsl specalation"u, aliepated
from the workers, were now overe. ne argued that "syndiczlism....h8e recalled
anarchism $0 the awdreness of ite worklng class origims; on the other haxd,
the anarchists have contributed greatly towerde pitting the working class
movement on the patd of revoluiion and to popularizing the ides of direct
action."? Pelloutier's conception of the syndicat is purely anarchistic:

"Laboratory of class conflict on the indnsirisl level, detached from electow

9. Hubert Lagardelle, Scurces du Syndicalisme in Plans, Feb., 1932, pe 15.

10. Henri Dubief, Ope cite, ppe 140-1.
11. Ibid, pe 137e

2, James Joll, The Anarchisis (London, 1G6%), p. 20%.
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rel cempaigns, favourable to the genersl strike with &ll its coansequences,
administering itself without authority, the syndicat is thus the organlzation
vhich is both revolutionery and libvertarizn and which alone can counter and
destroy the harmful influence of the collsctivist politicians."13

Proudhon was recognized as the seming]l thinker of the movement by meny
enarchists within the syndicats. Léﬁn Jouhaux credited the continued impor-
tance of his. philosophy to his "proletarian tnstinct™™; as & conscions
perceptive worker himself, Proudhon expressed the sentiments of the working
class better then the “bourgeois" theoriste. Berth claimed, "I have & grest
respect for Froudhon; for me, he is much more than an intellect ard an in-
telligence; he is a conscience, & man....in the full sense of the word."15
Pelloutier, the most significant theorist within the movement, claimed Prou-
dhon as the primary inspiretion of anarchosyndicaliem.lb

But, notwithstanding the extent of the influence of Prouchon on tke new
syndicalist movement, the growth of two similar arnti-statist proletarian
ideologies fifty years apart does reflect on the nature of Freanch goverc-
nent znd society. In post-revolutiomrry France, the central government had
grown even stroager then the alreedy very centralized ancien régime. Iocal
government was very limited in functicns; the centrel government and tu-
regucracy interceded ir the deily lives of the people to &n oppressive ex-

13. Jean Maitron, Eistoire du Mouvement Anerchiste en France (Peris,
1955), p- 255-

1k, Geages Lefranc, Eistoire des doctrines sociesles dans 1'Furope con~
temvoraine (Paris, 1967y, De O

15, Faouera Droz, P.~J. Prouchon (Paris, 1909), P. 1.

1£. Fernand Pelloutiar, Histo'ze des Bourses dn Traveil (Paris, 19%6),
pp. 228, 262-k.




tent.l-{

Radicals and socizlists who had gained control of municipal governe
ments during the 1880's and 1890's found their freedom of initiative severely
restricted by national laws, police and bturesucracy. The attemrt to gain
power nationally through parliamentary methods was hendicapped by & still
predominantly rural and conservetive popul2ticne This was as true in the
France of Proudhon's time which elected Louis Napoleon as president in 1848
a8 it was during the first helf of the Third Republic when predominantly
conservaiive or moderate assemtlies were elected.

Similerily, the Frence of Louis Napoleon ané of the Third Republic wae
commiited to defending the institution of property and maintaired & laissgez-
faire capitaliet economic policy whick implieé *he total freedom of tke
pairon to dispose of his property as he wisked without considering social
consequences. The state acted as the gudrentor of these institutlions, as
Proudhon sadly discovered inm 12u8. The anarchosyndicelists similarily bve-
came aware of the "bourgeois" nature of the state through the suppression of
strikes and demonstreilors by the police and 2rmy. The workers believed
that they could not expect to improve their situatlon by collaborating with
tourgeois perliamentary imstitutions. From this derived their anti-electo-
ralism, their anti-militarism and arti-petriotisc.

The significance of Proudhon for the anzrchosyndicalists wes thai he
realized the nature of the workers'! plight and the means of change relevamt
t¢ that situatior before most of his contemporaries. Only ir his later

17. Dentel Helévy, Essais sur le mouvement ouvriér -en France (Paris,

date unknown), pp. P0-95. EHalévy discusses the extent to which
lawg restricted the early development of the syndicets and also the

power local officisle of the central goverzment utilized to suppress
the syndicais and to force opposirg sides in an indumstrial conflict
to sudbmit to arditration.




years did he gain support for his anti-statist ideas among the working cless.
Eis ideas of association and economic action as basic to saclsl activity were
adapted to a mcre industrial age by his immediate followers.

The thesis whick will be developed below is that the syndicats were cone
fronted, in their formative years, with socielist parties commiitted primarily
to politicaei action in a vein attempt to galn power in a vasically antieso-
cialist society and with a highly buresucratized centrel government concer-
red with defending the property end interests of the bourgeoisie. The syn-
Gicalists became progressively alienated from a belief in political means of
effecting chenge and, under the leadership of & largely enarchist élite, de-
veloped a philosophy based on economic direct action. By purely syndicalist
metbods, the workers were to act freely, outelde the legitimate political
chennels, to attain the desired ends of immediate improvements of their si=-
tuation and the ultimate aim of revolution through the generai strike. Most
of the lea@ers were influenced by Froudhon, elther directly thorugh the rea-
ding of his worke or indirectly through a contimucus tredition from the sig-

netories of the famous Manifeste des Soixente of 136%. From their anti-

stetism derived their theories of direct action, association as the basis of
revoluticnary action &nd the future socisty and their federalist decentra-
lized organigetion. For 811 of these ideas, the anarchosyndicelists were, in
some way, in debt to Proudhon.

First, we will exa2mine the development of the syndicats and the Zourses
du Treveil and their stieinment of independence from the parties. In later
ckapters, we will return to the anarchist teadition as it developed from its

Proudronist originse



Chapter 2: The Developmert of Symdicalism: 1880-1910

To examize the assertion of the "empiricist" school that syadicalism
arose from practice asd mot from & previous system of ideas, we will outw
line, in this chepter, the development of the syndicats from the first years
of the Third Republic. The industrisl and political conditions in France
were & sufficient cause for the typs of movement which developed. However,
we will attempt to show, in later chapters, that the anarchist ideology
experienced & renalssance in being applied to & movement which already
shared many of the libertarians' prejudices.

The development of the syndicalist organizetion in France was retarded
by a number of factors peculier to that country. The economic backwardness
and the small size of the average factory in France in comparisorn to England,
Germany, Belgium and the United States was of significant importance. The
Commine had been followed by a hardening of government opposition to the
syndicats which, while still always illegsl, h2d enjoyed healthy develop-
ment during the Empire, especially in the latter yeers. A law of August,
1868, had allo¥ed for the toleration of the syndicats but they still had no
legel right to exist, &ccording to the Le Chépelier Law of 1791 which for-
bade all @ssociations. Locel officiels could decide, on their own discree
tion, to suppress any gsyndicat which wes felt to be potentially dengercus:
"For example, 811 the gyndicats of Lyons were dissolved by a simple deci-
sion of the prefect of the IRI:.Q"ma....’1

The movement which developed in the 1870's was therefore cautlious and
concerned itself primarily with insurance &nd self-belp funds. These

1. Léon de Seilhec, Syndicats Ouvriers, Fédérations, Bourses dn
mravail (Paris, 1902), p. 28.
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Matualists, cleiming Proudhon as intellectual perent, represented the con-
tinuetlion of the reformist wing of the Prench section which had defended
the institution of property at the First International Congress of 1868.

As expressed by the Badical, Barberet, the workers were to develop COODET R
tives and syndicats committed solely to improving the ecomomic lot of the
workers; the strike was rejected 2s 2 weapon.2 The syndicats were to use
only leg®l bourgeois methods, not chellenging the cepitalist nature of soci-
ety. Thelr apolitickl attitude wes not part of any ideology but resulted
from a fear of the hostility of the state to their initiatives.

These reformist attitudes were propageted especilly by two positivist
syndical leaders, Finance and Keufere Consistent with their views, these
leaders accepted the justice of the anthority of the state and the capita-
list &lite and urged tue syndicate to be &political, to provide unempby-
ment ®&nd sickness funds &nd to negotiate amics&bly on the issue of wages with
the patron. Within the syndicat itself, Finance argued for an suthority
based on competence: "Only & minority of workers in each corpor8tion pos-
sesses enough social consciousness to devote itself to the general improve-
ment; besides, among these, only & minoriity has the necessary &ptitudes for
1¢.=>iulership."3

These conclusions underline another constant element within the early

Prench syndicalist movement. Only & minority of the workers ever belonged

2. Georges Lefranc, Le Mouvement Syndicale sous 1& Troisiéme Répube
ligue (Paris, 1967), ppe 22-7-

3. Léon de Seilhac, op. cit., p. 96.
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to the syndicat .h But the size of the association is no relisble indicator
of the extent of militéncy of the workers because many more Joined the strikes
than belonged to the orga.niza.ti:ms.5 Usually, the syndicats followed rather
than led strike movements.

4 more political and revolutionaTy ideology appesred suddenly in 1878
Jules Guesde initiated the first explicitly Marxist party end immediately set
to work to capture the new syndicalist movement for his cause. The early
success of the Guesdists &t the 1879 congress of syndicats at Marseilles re-
veals that mBny syndicelist le2ders were not satisfied with the reformist
path; the former passivity of the syndicalists was based on & fear of re-
pression and did not reflect their tenperament.e Explicitly revolutionary,
the Guesdists were supported by the majority on & motion supvorting collec-
tivism, by which wes meant collective ownership of property, &s the revolu-
tionary goal. In the Marxist Weltanschauung, the syndicats were recognized
as the inst'ruments of propagendia and revolution but were to be clearly under

the control of the political leadership of the party.7

4. Paul Louis, EHistoire du Mouvement Syndicale (Paris, 1947), 7pp.

23%-l4. In 1912, the meximum proportion of syndigqués to workers wes attained
before the wvar. Only 1,060,000 workers of & total [, 630,000 workers in

France belonged to the syndicats.

5. Je Ae Estey, Revolutionsry Syndicalism (London, 1913), pp. 81,
143; Maxim Leroy, La Coutume cuvriére (Colin, 1913), p. 33. In the
1890's, the greatest mamber of strikes occurred in the textlle indnstry
wvhich was the least organized. The strikes were seldom led by the syndi-
cats who supported them only after the facts In 1902 and 1906, the miners!
Strikes in the northern cofl regions were largely spontanecus and were not
initiated by the weak syndicats.

6. The majority was composed of & conglomerate of revolutionery fec-
tions which wes united solely in opposing @ passive reformist policy. 3See

G. Lefranc, gE- Cit-, Pe 330

7. On Marx's attitude on the relation between the intellecturl leaders
and the syndicats, see Michel Collinet, Ia Tragédie du Marxisme (Paris,
191;8), PP. 71" ’ 101’ 1)-!>2ﬂ30
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But the reformists, led by the P§dération du Livre®, refused to accept

this defeat &nd, at the following congress, gained a majority on & motion to
exclude intellectusls and other non-syndiqués frem the gathering. The refor-
mists wished the gyndicats to remaiﬁ @political, incorporating &1l political
tendencies and not to become cells of the Guesdist party. But the majobity

of federations wished to remdin tied to the party, forcing the reformists to

secede to form their own short~lived Union Syndicale. But it wes these refor-

mists "who carried on the tradition of trade-union independence in the ‘.1.880'9.“9
However, the dominance of the syndicalist movement by the Guesdiste was
quickly broken 88 the @narchists seceded from the party in 1881. They wére
followed by the "Posgibilists” led by the former anarchist Paul Brousse who
refused to recognize the "Pope" in London, Marx-lo The three socialist
parties, the Guesdists, the Possibilists and the Blanquists strugzled for eon~
trol of the evolving syndicalist movement. In 1890, the Bossibilists esplit

on the question of interference in syndical affairs. The ouvrieristen

ving
of the pRrty, led by the worker, Jean Allemine, believed in the need for
syndicelist independence &nd grev more &nd more sceptical of the utility of
perlismentary action,la The Allemanists followed the lead of the syndica~
lists in policy and were &1so significant members of the syrndicats. However,

8+ The Fédérstion dn Livre, henceforth referred to as Livre, was the
organization of the printers and bookbinders.

9. J« C. Butler, Fernand Pelloutier and the Emergence of the French
Syndicalist Movement, 18801306 (Ph. D. thesis, Ohio State University, 1360),

P. 29.
10. Sylvein Humbert, Lew Possibilistes (Paris, 1911), p. 10.

11. The concept of ouvrierisme implies & distrust of non.worker ele-
ments within proletarisn orgénigations and @ belief that workers? interests
can only be safely entrusted to workers.

12. Maurice Charnay, Les Allemanigtes (Paris, 1912), passim.
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they may have disagreed with the more apolitical members of the syrdicets
in meinteining that at least some political actiom was desireeble.

¥het was the likely reaction of the symdicats to the struggle of the
conflicting socialist parties to gaim imfluemce with or comtrol over the
corporéte movement (whea memy comflictimg opinions, from Catholicism to
anérchism, were represented within the symdicats themselves)? It is evidemt
thet the growirg desire to banish politics from the movement amd to be com-
ceraed with ecomomic ends alome resulted from the impossibility of reaching
political accord. The wisdom of the moderates who had seceded from the
Guesdist~controlled movemeat became more evideat. An evem siromger anti-
political semtiment developed whem the sEdiqués realiged how little socia~
list deputies or mumicipal coumcile could actuglly accomplish within the
bourgeois order; for méay, reformism wks judged bamkrupt amd omly apolitical
syadical actiom was regerded as fmitful.13

The syadicalist movemeat hed growa steadily i» size durimg the 1880's.lh
Maay trades developsd their orgemizatioms to & sufficiemt exteat to form
national federations. The forms were however still quite rudimeatary; oftem
the symdicats formed oxly after & strike had already beem called aad disap-
peared after its comclusion, whether or mot it was successful. Most strikes
were spoaténeous aad vere mot supported by the syrdicat until after the fact,
0ftem, the leaders lacked self-comfidence amd celled upor irntellectuels of
journalists to spsak for them with the peiroz or the loc2l ‘t:::re"-’-u::rf-’«:y.l5

13. Robert Goets-Cirey, 1a Pemsée Symdicsle Framgaise (paris, 1948),
PR 35-38.

14. Ia 1880, the nmber of syadicats and members is estimated at 438

and 60,000 respectively. By 1893, these had growa to 1900 amd 402,000.
See Paul Louis, op. cit., pp. 125, 1h9.

15. Daaiel Ealévy, 3Zcs2is sur le Mouverszt ouvrier ez Framce (Paris,
date uakmowr), bp. 0.
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Such iatcllectuals were sometimes later elected as deputies from that reglom.
But this early deferemce quickly wimed as parlismentery socialiem seemed to
prove imeffective. The developmeat of natiomal trade federatioms led to &
rev revolutiomary coasciousnese of the workers as & class. It was withian the
syadicalist orgemization rather thaax withim the parties that & actual workimg-
cléss leadership developed. Although the federatioms were avowedly decemtra~
list, an élite developed within the cemtrel bodies which was comsecious of the
theoreticel amnd revolutiomaery precedeats of the workers! movemeamt amd which
developed & theory of its owa to fit the mev imdustriel situatiom. This 8lite
vag able to disseminate its views through variocus syrdicalist publicatioms
although, it must be admitted, these imfluemced omly & smell mimority.

It was as much this growing sertiment of ouvrieriste self-sufficiexcy,
as well as the fear of police surveillance, that led most of the gymdicats to
neglect to register their orgeaizatioms amd its officials with the local pre-
fect im mccord with the mew law of 1884 regardimg associatioms. Previously
illegal, the symdicats were givem the legal right to exist if they agreed to
register. Maay symdicelists feared co-optiom amd charged that the law "was
an imfamous memoeuvre to brimg the labour movement umder the coatrol of the
state."16

A mev attempt to form & matiomal federatiom, the Fédératiom Natiomale

1
des Symdicats 7, wag mde by ceriaia reformists with & first comgress at

Lyoms in 1886. However, revolutiorery socialists &ad amérchists also atfea-

ded ag delegates and the Guesdists were able to brimg it umder comtrol &t the

16. Js Coe Butler, OPe cito, P 62.

17. The Nationel Federation of Symdicets (FES)
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second comgress &% Moxtlucon. Thus, & primerfly politicsl party which re-
gerded the syndicate &s corporetive and retrograde ia character aad as & dis-
traction from the revolutiomery task comtrolled that movement. This anomaly
weg bourd to lead to friction.ls The Guesdists regerded the strike as & unse-
less weapon &nd valued the syndickts primarily for their utility for propagande
and &s & source of funds. Thus, the syndicalists' immediate emds such as the
improving of the workers' lot would have to aweit the fimel revolution. Few
syrdicalists were willing to accept this. (In practice, even the faithfully
Cuesdist syndicBts were as concerned with strikes and wege increases as were
those that were less political.) The Allemarist wing of the Possibilist perty,
above all, favoured syndicel liberty from party cortrol and, sigmificsaitly,
were also the most proletariam of &ll the socialist perties with fewer mem-
bers that were intellectusls.

The struggle which developed between 1890 amd 1894 over the issue of the
general strike represemted the decisive struggle as to whether the gyndicats
would be free amd apolitical. Already, in 1888, at the Bordesux Congress of
the FHS, & motion that "urges the workers to separate themselves from the
politicisms who lead them to ez'l.'o.'n."']'9 hed been passed. The antiewpolitical
elements had come under the influence of the &rarchiste who had seized omto
the gemeral strike as the ideal zpolitical weapon im the hamnds of the wor-
kers.ao The FNS congress &t Calals in 1890 had accepted this as the nltimate
veapon but because of the opposition of the Guesdists it wes mnot est&blished
as symdicalist doctrize umtil the latter withdrew.

18. For Guesde's views, see Le Patti Socialiste et 1a Confédération
Générale dn Trevail (Paris, date umkmown).

190 Léon de Seﬂm, op. cit., Pe 26110

20. The role of the amgrchists im this period will be discussed in
depth im Chapter H.
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A mew development im the labour world, the Bourses du "ravail, imtro-

duced & new wealth and unity and & mew radicalism ixto the moverzeat iz the
1890's. The Bourses originated as labour exchamges ia which gtudies of the
labour situstion iz a locelity mede statistical iaformatiom available which
helped workers to find employment. The first was chertered with mamicipal
funds by the city goverameat of Peris im 1886 sad was estcblisched the followe
ing yeer. The gyndicats had beer able to demsad that it be umder worker come
trol; the mnicipality hoped that suck megmsmimity would temper the workers!
radicalism; & participating official claimed at the operimg of the Bourse
that the workers mow had "the meams to struggle agaimst capital with am equel
and legal arm. nel

The Bourses, or Unioms des Symdicats, as they were called in some cities,

developed rapidly im the rest of Framce. Origiaally comtrolled by the local
syadicats, the directimg courcils gradnally becéme imdepeadent and self-perpe-
tuating. Because of the type of militaat which the Bourses attracted, because
of their relative fimaacial streagth i» comparisom with the symdicets, amd
beceause they represented workiamg class umity &cross gét_ie:_r_ lines, the aew

Fé€dération des Bourses was able to cleim equal importamce with the FNS withinm

the syadicelist movememnt. The Bourses were fulfillimg the symdicalist dnties

of services for the workers which the FES had assumed tut had never fulfilled

~

2
because of & primary political oriemtatioxz. < Vaillert, & protegorist of aa

independent symdiceélism &lthough he himself wae a politieal socialist, claimed:

21. Fereand Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses du Travail (Paris, 1946),
Do 25.

22. Ibido, TDe 129-30.
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“The political groups....provoked the formetion of the symdicets,
hoping to use them for their own growth and domimince. Thue, they
were themselves obstacles to the progress of the corporate orgaai-
zetions. The corporate orgeaizatiom appekred to be comdemred at
birth....vhea the Bourses du Traveil came to create & milieu where,
outside of &ll political interfereace aad of 811 struggles &momg
groups, they were ab%e to grow freeiy, formimg the cadres of the
working class army."e3

The Bourses graduslly added to their furctioms, especially umder the im-

petus of the dymamic secretary of the Fédération des Bourses du Travail, Fer-

2824 Pelloutier. They provided iasurance amd other funds, libréries and
courses of imstruction; they also became the propagémde bage for symdicalism
and orgamized local strikes. Pelloutier develbped & philosophy whereian the
principle of workiag claes unity, embodied ia the Bourses, was exalted as
leading to "the will to drown corporete egotism im imtercorporative solida-
rity."au

Pelloutier amd his comfrére, Aristide Briamd, laumched & campeigm &t the
congresses of the FNS ard the socialist parties im 1892 to establish the geme-
ra]l strike as the tactic which would umify the socialist movement while they
urged that poIlitical action be sbemdommed. They were successful at the FES
congress at Marseilles agaimst Guesdist oppositiom although the latter were
able to pass & motiom affirmimg the utility of political actiom. PAltkough
(the syndicalists] ackmowledged the need for the proletariat to be fepresem-
ted in Parliamemt, few 8mong them are willimg to s&crifice symdicat umity to

thaet eade To &lmost 811 of them, the Gemeral Strike wes the symbol of a

2
stromg aad unified symdicelism.” 2 Guesde was emraged at this defeat and

23. Quoted im February, 1893, from Le Parti Socialiste iz J. C. Butler,
OE. Cito, Pe 1250

o4. Georges Lefraxc, op. cit., »e 57.

250 Je Co Butler, OE. cito, P 168-
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became evem more hostile to the utility of amy type of strike; he claimed,
"No corporzte actiom, mo matter how violert, whether it be a limited or a
geaeral strike, cam tramsform society; even whem the strike is victorious,
or tke morrow, the salaried workers will still be salaried amd exploitation
wdll remaia. 26

Pelloutier predictably failed to urge the gemeral sirike tactic om the
Guesdist Comgress. He them resigmed from thet party to vhich he had mever
belorged im spirite. The gemersl strike was agein affirmed at the 1893 Con-

gresg of the FNS at Paris and wes &lso accepted by the Fédération des Bourses

which came uader Pelloutier's leadership inm 1893. This issue became the uni-
fying theme im the syadicalist movement. Unity was possidble after the seces-
sion of the Guesdists after the 1894 congress at Namtes. (This wes comsis~
teat with their practice of &bandomning bodies which they could mot domimate.)
Unity of purpose w8 fimally achieved betweer the Bourses amd the FHS in the

nevw Comfédération Gémérale dn Trza.vail,27 a federsl union vhich was finally

attained, after mény disagreemeats, im 1902.

Tne syadicalist movemeat, im 1895, slready comiaimed all the elements,
both im orgamizatior and ideology, that it would have before the FPirst World
War. From this base, it could growv stroager i muzbers amd militancy umtil,
im 1906, the bourgeois régime feared for its existemce durimg the wave of
strikes and CGT propagaada for the May dey gemeral strike. The CGT militants
derived iheir vorld-view, their ideals amd their hopes for the future society,
in large pert, from the amarchist movemeat. Amarchist publications ard active

mnembers withia the syadicalist moveneat served to u2ify amd give 2 comsistency

26. Sylvein Fumbert, Le Mouvemeat Symdicale (Paris, 1912), p. 80.

27. The Geaeral Comfederatiom of Labour (CGT)
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of ideas to the movemeat which it would probably have lacked otherwise.
Guesde recogrized and comdemmed this influemce while mamy syadicalists were
urder the illusion that they had developed & totally movel philosophye.

The Guesdists were especially emraged by the semseless actioms of those
amarchists who believed in "propageada by the deed", that is, through bombs

and assesymations, which had led to the severe lois scélérates of 1893. These

laws limited syndical imdepeademce by fimally forcimg the umions to register
while meny orgasmizatiors were repressed. Severe press comtrols amd stiff
pemdlties against @8ssociations suspected of Macts of propageada disruptive
of pudlic order were hstituted."zg To that end, the Paris Bourse was for-
cibly closed from 1893-96.

Such laws coavimced meay symdicalists thet if the goverameat could mot
co-opt them, i} would atiempt repressiom. This omly served to siremgthen
their satlwstatist prejudices amd a2dded to their belief that the state was
primarily conceraed with deferdimg privilege.

The Allepanists were 2lso in agreement wiitk this growing sentimemt amd
hed, by this time, totally rejected attemptimg to gaim political vower. After
the sigmificant socizlist electorsl gaims iz 1893,29 ®the Allemamists had
sharply warred the Socialists &bout the limits of their role, seeing ia vic-
tory the opportuaity, mot for reforms, but for the spread of revolutiomary
propa.guda."Bo However, it mat 2ot be thought that 211 the sEdiqués vere
im accord with the growiag eamti-political seatizemt. A4lthough mexy of them

28. EHarvey Goldberg, Freamch Socialism amd the Comgress of Loadom
(The Eistoriam, 1957), p. YWT.

29. Ian 1893, the various socialist parties geimed approximately fifty
seats, more thaa double their previous representatiom. See Georges Welll,
Eistoire dn Mouvement Social em Fraace, 1852-1G2: (Peris, 192t), ovp. 262,

29%.
30. Harvey Goldberg, op. cit., P Lll,




20

azreed that politics should be excluded from the syadicats, they themselves
wished to be free to support & political party. The moderates who degired
politically-initiated reform were totally im accord with the sttempts of Jean
Jaurds aad Alexamdre Milleramd to thet emd although the revolutiomary leaders
of the CGT opposed such solutioms.

These conflicts came to & head duriag the mimistérialiste crisis of

189%-1901. The Dreyfus a&ffair led to such violeat repercussioms from the
Bight that the Badlcal premier, Waldeck-Roussesu, decided to call upor sup-
port from the moderate wing of the socialists for his mimistry. EHe chose the
reformist socialist, Alexamdre Millerand, as Mimister of Commerce and gaimed
the support of the mom~revolutiomary wiag of the Socialists. Now the radical
élite of the CGT was presemted with & clear example of socialist collabors
tion with the bourgeois regime which they hRd warned azaiast as imevitable if
socialists submitted to the legal parliameatary process. Pelloutier led the

Fédération des Bourses to comdemm ministérialisme im 1900, After am imitial

interest im the initiatives of Milleramd, evea the moderates, led by Eedfer,
grevw sceptical, largely because they wished to remain imdependent from state
control.

Millerand was gemuimely imterested im brimging am end to the alieamation
of the workimg class from the political process aad iz improvimg the lot of
the workers through political reform. He attempted to legislate maximum
workiang hours, to imitiate sociel welfare programs and to improve the weak
legsl status of the gymdicats through providiag for compulsory arbitration
under state auspices between cepital amd labour.

The syndicats were sympathetic toward the attempt to pass the "social'

laws but remained sceptical toward perlismemtary reforms withim the bourgeois
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order. But they were totelly opposed to the workers! commcils which were to
be created iz order that the workers could deal om equal legsl termsﬁ with
the patron. They believed that the coumcils would lead to am acceptamce of
the exds and ideals of the ruling t:la.sa:"2 and were thus & ®threat to the in-
depeadence and §'._l_a_a_ of the trade uions.ﬂ33 They preferred to remain in a
state of war with the ememy rather tham to comciliate comflicts. The:stromg
hostility of almost &ll the symdicalist ledders to the Milleramd reforms rew
vedls the stremgth of the revolutiomary semtiments.

The Socialists, om the other haad, were badly divided, with meay com-
timaing to support Milleramd who still called himself & socialist although
the goverameat im which he participated emgeged im such actions as expelling
all foreizm socialists from Framce, removimg Socialist mRyors who refused to
submit to ceatral directives aad Socialist professors from the umiversities,
sad formiag an alliaace with Tesrist Russia..ju Millerand, Eubert Lagirdelle
charged, was leadiag the workers to & state socialism: "The social politics
of the minister id only oae of govermment control.'35

Millerand!s reforms emded i» total failure before a comservative assem-

3l. See M. Montet, L& Réforme de 1a Loi sur les Syndicats im Le Mouve-
meat Socialiste, September 1, 1900. Moutet recogmiged that this "legsl®
existeace wonld lead to & co-optimg of the symdicats imto the capitalist sys-

tem to struggle for their share of the material goods of society while the
revolutiomary goal would be forgosicz.

32. Georges Sorel, L'Avemir Socialiste des Syadicats (Paris, 1901),
Pe 62~
3% J. C. Butler, op. cits, Dpe 367.
Hnbert Lagardelle, Mimistérialisme et Socialisme im Le Mouvement
Socialiste, April 19, 1902, Pe 123+

3B. Ibid., p. 7.
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bly and Semate. The Comseil Supérieur du Trawa.il36 » which was formed, was

regerded with great scepticism by the syndicats &s imdicated by the large

munber of absteatioms im the votiag for delegatea.37 The imstitution became
& dead letier within & year &s the cabinet declared it to be only & comsul-
tative coumcil with no power to establish mirimmum wages. The total bamkrup-

tcy of mimistérialisme geve revolutiomary syndicelism & stromg propegamde

issue. Hnbert Lagardelle, the influentig]l editor of Le Mouvemenrt Socisliste,

»ovw tot8lly supported symdicalism rather tham political socialism &g the sole
meaas of revolution.

The crisis of socialism was heightemed by Ednard Bermsteia's critiaue of
Marx's amalysis of capitalist development culmimatiag im the imeviteble pro-
letarian revolution, & schem2 oa which most socialists based their faith.
Realizing that legitimate political action could lead to mothimg but compro-
mise with the esteblished order im the memner of Milleramd, Bermsteia sugges-
ted that socislists recogmize the fact that they had become reformists. ¥With
all their revolutiomary slogams, melther the Germaa SPD mor the Freach socia-
lists were to resolve the gulf beiweern word amd &ctioa before the painful truth
became apparemt iz 1914 whea they rallied to the state in matiomsl defemce.

On the other hamd, to gaim their o=ds, the symdicalists were to rely ox
the revolutiomsry meams of "direct actioa®™ outside of the legal political
process. Such actlon vas dremdticelly ceérried out im 1900 whem the workers
agitated to force the Assembly to &bolish privete labour exchamges. Thess

3. The Superior Coumcil of Labour wes composed, equdlly of represea-
tatives of labour, patroms &ad goverament.

37. Victor Griffuelhes, Le Comseil Supérienr dn Travail ia Le Mouve-
next Socisliste, October 15, 1903, pp. 2384k,

38. EHEaberi Legardelle, Mimistérialisme et Socialigze in Le Mouve-
neat Socialiste, July 15, 1901.
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had loxg been & grievance of the workers because they served primarily the
employers' imterests amd because they blateatly represented their work as a
commodity. Although the Assembly assented, the Semate blocked the bill ia
1902. New demomstratioms im 1903 fimally forced the Semate to pass & limited
bill which allowed the mmnicipalities to suppress private exchanges. This
fitted in with symdicalist theory; apolitical action had forced the goverm-
meat to ameliorate the situatiom of the workers amd helped pave ‘;che way for
the eventual ultimate action, the gemeral stri.ke.39

In the CGT coagresses, the revolutioaary symdicalists were &ble, coms-
taatly, .to defeat the reformists, led by Ketifer, om every issue. Uader the
urging of the an2rchist leaders of the syrdicats, the CGT developed campaigms
vwhich were totally ia comfiict with the legal gradnalist primciples of the

reformiste. Typicdl were the campaigms of aati-patriotism aad amti..milste-

rism under the urgiag of the amsrchist secretary of the Bourses du Travail

after 1901, Georges Ivetot, or those urgiszg limited general strikes om May
dey or for specific issues. At the Comgress of Bourges im 1904, the revolu~
tiomaries used the amarchist idee of "comscious mimorities" to defeat & mo-
tion by Livre to base represeatatiom im the CGT om the relative stremgths of
the member federatioms. Keufer, who charged that the cemtr&l coumcil wes
cortrolled by the amarchists, belleved that the reformists would comprise the
majority 4f proportiomal represextation were imstituted. Bmile Pouget rejec-
ted this by statistically provimg that the proporiioz between reformists aad

%0
revolutionaries would mot be significaatly charged under such & sgsten.

39. A. Luguet, I8 Suppressioa des Bourses dn Placement ia Le Mouvement
Socialiste, November 15, 1904.

40, Emile Pouget, Le Comgrés Syadics]l de Bourges im Le Mouvement

Sociﬂ-liste, lg)h, Yol. 2: 2, P. 62.
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The argument used by the revolutiomaries was thet "democracy gives comtrol

to the uacomscious, to the tardigrade....and smothers mimorities which em-
body the future. The symdicalist method....does mot take account of the mas-
ses which refuse to will; oxly the comscious are called upoa to decide amd
ncf,."m' At this comgress, it was &lso decided to plan agitatiom for the
eight<hour day.

Early ia 1906, the CGT commemced a campaigm whose umderlying theme was,
thay after the May day gemeral strike, a1l the workers would refuse to work
more thaa eight hours & day. The authorities became alarmed whea this was
coupled, im March, with & spomtémeous mimers' strike., 'The mimes of the Nord
and the Pas-de-Calais aad comtiguous regioms had beem & festerimg labour probe
lem for years. ,This was strong Guesdist territory ead the symdicets were re-
latively undeveloped. Griffuelhes, ihe secretdry-gemerel of the CGT, expressed
hig opimiom om this paradox by the dictum: "where electoralism is strozg, the
syrdicalist movemeat is weak,"ue claiming & simileridy ‘uetweén the submission
of the people to the party after earlier acceptimg the authority of the
priest ia the stromgly Catholic rural areas of the 'ch'd..)'!.3

The strike movement was doubly hammered by the existemce of two rival
syadicets, the larger beirg reformist ard omly the smaller more militamt
syndicat being affiliated with the CGT. At times, clashes broke out betweea

Wk
the two rival groups. The strikes broke out &fter disastrous mire acci-

)-!-lo Ibido, PPe )45—60

k2, Victor Griffuelhes, Voyege Révolutiommaire (Paris, date umkmowa),
Pe 57

u3. Tbid.,

L. L'Eumarité, March 21, 1906.
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deate, completely imdependent of comtrol of their leaders. They spread from
one mine to amother umtil the whole regiom wés up im arms. The Radical Jus-~
tice Mimister, Clemexcean, motiithstending his earlier claim of symp&thy

for the workers, revealed his frue colcurs as he sext im the army to protect
private property aad to defead those who wished to returs to work.

The activity in the Nord emflamed the CGT aad lemt & mew urgeacy to their
campaiga, Nevw strikes 'bfoke out among the posimen ard the type-setters im
April. Thoroughly alarmed, the bourgeoisie begem to fear that the fimal re-
voluticaary strike wés imminemt amd many moved out of Paris or stocked up
with supplies as Mey day approached. But the strike im the Nord was or the
wvaae toward the emd of April amd Clememcedu aitempted to imtimidate the wor-
kere by cellimg 20,000 soldiers imto Paris, ready for any evemtuality. This
led Griffuelhes to reflect bitterly om the "memtrality" of the goveramemt:
"One might believe oneself im Tsarist RBussif....all goveramemts, whether
they are composed of Clemencezu, Brised or Mélime, have the same methods.

)1}
Only the actors cheage." 5

O» the eve of the strike, the govermmemt arrested Griffuelhes ard Lévy,
the two key leaders of the CGT after allegedly fimdimg proof of complicity
betﬁen right-wing extremiste &xd symdicalists who were izteat om & coup
d'état. Although this wes patemtedly false, it served its purpose at the
critical momemt. The strike failed ia its purpose; +the police and army
stopped azmy demomstratioms amd most workers were evertually forced to returs
to work gaimimg only part of their emds. Mamy workerg were &ble to obtaia
work-days of 8%_-, 9 or 10 hours in comtrast to previcus work~days of 10-13

46
hours. The syndicalist leaders believed that they had geimed part of their

45, Georges Leframc, op. cit., p. 135.

46. M. Dommamget, Histoire éu Premier Mai (Peris, 1953), pp. 220-T.
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main objective——"to spread amomg the greater workimg mesges the ideas that
éximate the militants amd tke symdical orga.li.sa'cion."u'7

4 segnent of Livre had won the mime-hour day in & mammer which is of
great 1deological imterest. At first, Keiifer had attempted to gein his emds
by pesceful megotiatioms through mixed commissioms. He admitted that this had
failed miserably: "The abortiom of the mixed commissioms is the abamdomment
of all peeceful aegotiatione axd the begimning of & period of comflict. I do
not hide the fact that this is a defeat for our tactics amd for myself who
has always defemded 1t..."u8 On the other head, the more revolutiorary Pari-
sian wing of the Federatiom used the meams of direct actiom durimg the May
day movemeat amd geimed their emi.s.).L9 Here was corfirmed what the revolutio-
neries had alweys claimed would be the case: ing any labour struggle,
evern the reformists would be drivem to use more aad more violemt meanms to
gein their emds from imtramsigemt employers.

That & comception similar to the Soreliam "myth" was wmot emtirely fo=
eign to the symdicalist leaders ie attested by Paul Delesalle's statemeat
about the eight-hour day &gitation:

iThe movement had ite owa value. It shows us the effort of which
the working class is capable. The eigni-hour day Question shemld
be regarded omly as & sprisgboard which allows us to imteasify our
propagazde during & specific period of time. Above all, it is
only & pretextsgor ection amd agitation, & meems of keepimg the
spirit aweke."

47. Victor Griffuelhes, Guoted iz £donard Dolléaas, EHistoire dn Mouves
memt Ouvrier, Vol. 2, (Parig, 1953), pe 138.

18, f£mile Pouget, Les Pésultats du Mouvement dn Premier Mai im Le
Mouvement Socigliste, July, 1906, D 285.

49, Ibid., P. 286

50. Georges Lefraac, op. cit., p. 128.
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The import of this view is related to the idéo~réaliste world-view of the
syadicalists; from actiom derives aa idea, an ideal comception of the world,
which leads to further actioa to attain this 1deal.51 This is totally fo-
reign to the Marxist materislist world-view to which the socislists &dhered.

That the spirit had imdeed been awkkemed is attested by the extent of
syadicelist militamcy &t the famous CGT comgress =t Amiems im October, 1906.
4 stromg aati-militariem emd aati-statism, resultimg iam part from the harsh
state repressions from March to May by the supposedly prowlsbour Radicel
goveranent and by the &cquiescaace of may Sociglists ia the defeat of May
wvag evideat. Lagerdelle had been quick to point out the camtradictiom be-
tween the defence of the legel rights of Dreyfus by the Mdemocratic' forces
including most Socielists and their acquiesceace im the arbitrary umjustified
arrests of Griffuelhes aad Lévy.sa The whole state appéeratus stdod condemmed
in the eyes of the revolutiomary syndicalists; their alleged “meutrality"
was no¥ without basis--the gtate existed to defemd capitalism amd the Socia-
lists acquiesced, havimg become reformistse.

However, the symdicelists reaslized that the Socialists had beex strerg-

thexed by & mew unity amd the rejectiom of mimistérialisme im 1905 emd the

attraction of cooperation with the Socialists was strong for meay reformists
whthin the CGTe The Comgress opemed with am attack by the Guesdist, Remard,
on the Pamarchist dictators" of the CGT who h2d beer respomsibdle for the
unsuccessful May day strike movement. EHe demanded thet the CGT recognige
the mecessity for politicel activity. The reformists wefe sympathetic but

51. This central conceptior of the amarchist-gymdicalist traditiom
will be discussed im the followimg chapters.

52. EHubert Lagardelle, I1a Démocratie Triomphamte im Le Mouvement
gocialiste, May 15, June 15, 1906,
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realized that political affiliatiom would trigzer umdesireable ruptures
within the movement. The CGT ageim affirmed symdical imdepemdemce amd the
primacy of ecomomic activity divorced from the parliamemtary system, Only
through political meutrality would there be & unified syadicelism. On the
other hand, am imdividuel was to be free to act accordinmg to his politicel
prejudices outside the gymdficats. The revolutiomaries were alsc able to de-
fend their policies of amti-militarism and arti-patriotism successfully.
Thus, thve amarchist-leaning leaders of the CCT were successful ox muet issues
but were forced to &ccept the féct that imdividuals were to be free to sup-
port political groups om their ewn &ccount, which comnflicted with the aaar-
chist comtention that the symdicalists should totally reject activity ia the

arid political sphere. The Charte d'Amiens, which was supported &lmost um-

enimously, became the cemtral creed of the symdicaelist movement im pre-war
yeers. This doctrime was discussed amd amalyzed by the imtellecturl leaders
comnected with the CGT in mpay books amd articles durimg later years.53

The CGT developed further after 1906 from its set doctrinal amd orgeai-
z&tional bage. New federa&tioms, such ag those of the civil serveats and
teachers, joimed after harsh repression by Clemenceen. The latter was deter-
rined to brimg the workers within the politicel communrity btut or his owh
terms--they had to accept the reforms as proposed through govermmeatal imi-
tiative and to forego the method cf direct action. Briaad, the traitor to
the syadicalist movemert, who hed joimed the cabimet im 1906 and wes repmdi-
ated by the Socialists, was of the same mimd. Vigorous state actiom robbed
the sysdicate of amy mew gaims oa their owa terms. Ix 1909, & limited geme-

ral strike in the P. T. T. (the postdl amd telegraph workers) broke out al-

53. The ideas of this charier will be discussed im depik iz Chapter 6.
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though Clemeaceau had werned them that state employees could mot federete or
strike. Mamy were fired amd the strike emded &8s & failure. Im 1910, amother
limited gemeral strike, this time of the rail\éy workers, was ca}led by their
federatiom but failed miserably as onrly & smell mumber of workers walked off
and as the cemtral committee was arrested.

A nmew generation of syndicalist leaders succeeded to positioms of autho-
rity during the latter part of the decede. First, Louis Niel amd thesLéon
Jouheux succeeded Griffuelhes &s secretary of the CGT im 1909. Jomhaux had
developed his idees totally vithin the symdicats and succeeded in maintaining
the CGT im its doctrimal amd tactical traditiom but added mothimg mew before
the uar.5)+ Pierre Momatte, an amarchist amd & jourmalist, bezs8r to take over
the leadership from Lagardelle aad Pouget iz prop8geting symdicelist idess.
He became the comrsciemce of the movement whea he defemded the amti-patriotism

of Yvetot as elucidated im the Charte d'Amiems, im 1914, whex Pouget and

others were ready to come to terms with the regime ia national defemce.
Although the symdicalist orgamizetion, ite leaders and sympsthizers have

been discussed facilely as if the ozly reslities to coatemd with were the
goverameat, the capitaliste amd the politicael socialists, other forces were
also developing which likewise threatemed bourgeois demccretic society.
FatiomRlist amd clerical counter-revolutiomery forces threatened the republic
from the right. The coopsrative movement &lso aspired to be the vehicle of
liberation from cepitalism. Like symdicelism, it was also & mom~politicel
movement and claimed the loyelty of mamy om the left. However, the symdice~

lists believed that cooperatives could mever challemge the fumdameatal capi-

talist mdturs of society.

54, Georges Leframc, op. cit., Dp. 143-50.
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New forms amd developments in the arts amd literature provided aa
added critique of the bourgeois perliementary status quo. These reacted
8zeinst the same iwdustrial revolution amd its comcomitant miseries and
starvation from which revolutiomary syndicalim‘f{el‘rleé]‘nongh seldom explicitly
ideological, the literature amd art of the period expressed 2 revolt ageimst
and disgust with the comtemporary order which could oxly 2dd to the nmcer~
tainty and wariness of the govermment of the bourgeoisie amd the comfortable
classes. The movels of Zola, Frénce amd Octave Mirbeau, the umsympethetic
end cold new art forms, the growth of revolutiomary thettire aamd of & poetry
which lended rebellious umtamed heroes and eermed their authore jailwternms,-?
all signalled that thelrs wes am age of pessimism, of dark revolutionmary
expectations.56

The working class wes inevitadly izfluenced by the Bohemian and intelw-
lectual circles whose ideas ofter filtered dowm to them through the syndi-
calist press aad periodicales. The egoséa of the situation of the workimg
class could lead to & wider class comsciousness &mong the workers and the
poetry and songs of the literati could imepire them to admiration but these
did not, im themselves, comstitute & revolutlomary formla. We mRy regard
these imtellectuals solely &8s allies amd mot &s part of the symdicelist
milien or as comtributors to & revolutiomary ideolozy.

The intellectuels who exercised the greatest imfluemce among the wor-
kers ia the developmeat of the symdicalist ideology were mot the iiterati tut
the amarchist leaders and journalists imside the movement. The "empiricist"

55. A. F. Sanborm, Paris aad the Social Revolutiom (Boston, 1905),
Ppo 117-366.

56. Ibid, Pp. 239-3%0-
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hterpretations7 is irzedequate to explain the complexity of the symdicalist
ideology emd the types of programs and cempaigms carried out becsuse it meg-
lects the cemiral role of ideologically committed leaders who shaped the
mltiform temdemcies of the workers' movement, im its early stages, into &
uriform ideology.

Meay symdicalists imherited the amarchists! aliemation from bourgeois
society and jealously guarded their imdependence. The extent of this faith

iz themselves is best epitomized im the Charte d'Smiems emd im the el&bora-

tioms of its basic themes by the symdicalist leaders, motably Pouget, Grif-
fuelhes, Moratte aad Ivetot azd, to & lesser extemt, Jouheux, Panl Delesalle,
and others.

However, it was mot through these syndicalist militants that revolutio-
aary syndicelism was imtroduced to the world. The key imtellectuals with
vhom syndicalism is intimately comnected iz the popular mind are Georges
Sorel amd, to & lesser exteat, Edouard Berth and Hnbert Lagardelle. While
often accurately describing the movemeni with which they stromgly sympa-
thized, these imtellectuals all too readily read imto their accouats ele-
ments which more accorded with their owm irrationalist prejudices than with
the nature of syndicalism. Sorel admired the moral fervour emd devotiom
with which such & militast as Pelloutier attacked the problems of the wor-
king class. However, Sorel was, himself, committed primarily to his owe
intellecinal ideal of social regeameratiom father them to the worki=mg class,
proper. FYor this reasom, & specisl account must be reserved for these
intellectuals who have ofter, misiexzenly, beem regarded &8s the creators of
anarchosyndicalism.5s

57+ See Chepter 1, pe 4.

58. See Chapter 7.
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The key individuel im the early stéges of syadicalism wes Pelloutier
from whom both Sorel amd the later symdicalist lesders took mich of their
inspiration comcernimg the tactics emd goals of the symdicalist movemeat,
Pelloutler was able to combine the social givea, the rudimeamtary symdical
orgeaizations, with certaia tactics amd primciples imherited from the amer-
chist traditiom such &s the gemeral strike, the primacy of eincation aad the
nrecessity for propageada by word aad deed, imto a consistert ideology uriting
ideas ard action. The importamce of the zmarchists: Pouget, Briamd, Torte-
lier, Delesdlle amd, especiglly, Pelloutier im the development of the symdi-
calist ideology will be discussed below.))

But the situatiomn of the workiag class and the solutions for the amelio-
ration of their miseries had already beem amticipated by the father of Freach
anarchism, Pierre-Joseph Proudhones It is to him that Pellontier, Pouget,

Sorel, Berth &ad meay others loocked for their primary imspiratioz.

59. See Chapter 5.



Chepter 3: Proudhom and the Society of Groups

Proudhon was probably the most effective Fremch critic of parliamenta~
rism aad capitelism im the mimeteenth cemtury. His thought cam be umderstood
both as & reaction againmst the domimaat themes of the Emlightemment with its
abstrect conception of mam amd society but elso &s heir to its optimistic
view of humas progress aad the perfectibility of mam. From his vaatage point
in the Framce of the mimeteenth cemtury, he was &ble to assess the practical
application of liberal primciples im constitutions ard laissez-faire capita-
lism. Eis comclusiom was that liberal society was little improvemeat over
the aristocratic and momarchial system because it wds also cheracteriszed by
limited privileged élites and oppressed amd powerless masses.

Unlike other socialists, Proudhon saw mo use for govermment which, by
anture, he regarded as an oppressive amd élitist imstitutiom. Like the symdi-
calists, he claimed ’ahat.the only necesséry socigl boads are those bHased on
face-to-~face interaction im the workshop éad in exchange. Distrustizg 2b-
stract concepts such &s fraterzity and commmuity, Proudhoa wes the imdefati-
geble enemy of those socialists who proposed to esta&blish & mew order hesed
on universdl primciples to which society must be subjectede Im this, Prou-
dhon's attitude was iatimately im harmomy with that of the more revolutiorary
Freach workers who grew imcreasiagly suspicious of sympathetic bourgeois im-
tellectuals and politiciams durimg the mimeteenth century. Im calling for the
abolition of 8ll goveramemt, Proudhom voiced 2z opizniom which became more &nd
more widespredd amomg workimg-class circles im the latter part of the nine-
teenth century. This sentimeat evemtually found expression im the fia de siéw
cle syadicalist movement of which Proudzor was the most significaat prophet.

To aralysze Proudhor's influesce on, 2ad coatribution to, the workisg
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class movemeat, we must understand mot oxly what he suggested &s the alterma-
tive to parliamemtarism aad capitalism but also his basic critique of that
order. Im his attacks om the state aad oa capitelism, we may already discera
his fumdementally differeat criteria for what should be as compared with the
Utoplans and Marx. Proudhonr wes basically a morelist, obsessed with the ideal
of Justice in Immam relations. Comtrary to the Utopiams, Justice cammot be
attained through developiag some artificial Utopia; it must be struggled for
within society and must develop from existimg comditioms. Comtrary to the
positivists ard Merx, it cammot be aweited as the imevitable emd of history;
the struggle for Justice demends & moral commitmeat from the imdividual and
the group.

Individual mern, in his dally occupBtioms amd im his aspirations, is at
the centre of history. Neither the theological God-cemtred comception of rea~
lity nor the abstract metaphysical or the sciemtific views fulfilled this cri-
teriom because all of these related society as & whole to some higher priamci-
ple. For Froudhom, what is esseatiel is how the imdividu’l perceives the
world sad attempts to improve it rather tham the universel systems of the
intellectuals.

The central comcept of Proudhon's philosophy is the idea which develops
in manls comsciousmess from reality amd from actiom but which, through mea's _
reason, becomes something which caa be, am ideal. Because of the close ia-
teraction betweea idea amd act, "the social freality] is 1ao-réaliste."

The idea is somethimg which is givem, unlterior ito scientific imvestig@tion.

1. Pilerre Amsart, Sociologle de Proudhon (Peris, 1967), p. 162.
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"The coxception, the faculty of discoverimg amd expressimg the diversified
urity, is the ulterior, immediately given, amd thus imexplicable, primitive
fact of science aad the universe."a The Imman mind performs the creative
fumction of generalizimg from semse perceptions umtil the outside world can
be categorized in a2 ratioamal whole,3 or &8 Proudhon would say, izto groups
of series. This structuring of the outside reality im the mind is mot purely
ar imdividual but is 8lso & social collective phemomemor. BRezlity, as under-
8tood by the collectivity, is social, formimg & comprehemsive worldeview amd
unites the Me aand the non-,-'Me.u

But the idea cam mever be fixed: "The idea, with ite categories, is
born from action....This meams that 811 kmowledge, imcludiag the & priori
and metaphysics derives from work,..“5 Ia other words, man is the creator
of social reality and all its elemeats; the sciemtistic views of social
reality aad humam evolutior im which men is subject to immtable historical
laws are rejected. Marxien ecomomic determiaism is foreign to this view.

Proudhon's philosophy of history is based om the conflicting antinomy

2. P.-J. Proudhor, Philosophie du Progrés (Paris, 1946), p. 126.

3. P.-J. Proudhon, De la Création de 1'Ordre dans 1'Fumsaité (Paris,
1927)1 P 235’

4, P.-J. Proudhom, Philosophie dn Progrés, pp. 127-8.

5. Pe=J. Proudhor, De la Justice dams 1a Révolution et dems 1'Es11se
(Paris, 1930-35)’ III, Po @-

§. The closeaess of Proudhom's conceptioa to that of the more idealist
school of sociology, the Symbolic Iateractiomists, who believe that man's

actions are based om 28 ghared symbolic urderstandimg of socizl reality (as
opposed to the functiomalist school) suggests one reasom why there is a
revival of imterest im Proudnom ir Framce today.



%

between opposite absolutes.! The contizual tensiom betweem the preseat res-
1ity based on false primciples and the ideal, of which mam gradually becomes
corscious, results im & contimmally chamgiag equilibrium. But, umlike Hegel,

there is mo end: "The antimomy cémmot be resolved. There lies all the ime

perfection of the Hegeliam philosophy. The two terms of which it is made up
are balamced, either amomg themselves or with other antimomies...®

Withis history, the motor im society which leads to & more just form is
maxls ratiorality which demolishes the false absolutes which are used to de-
ferd privilege ard to stifle progress. Here, Proudhon approéched the existen~
tislist dilemma but is mot satisfied with & aihilistic relativism. Akia to
Saertre's concept of emgigement, mar must work for & sociel order more comsig-
tent with his owa moral tmmets—principles which mém freely accepts; i=
other words, mea ig obliged to help create & more just society,-9 The arti-
ficisl dreams of & future Utopia ir the mimds of the philosophers, which
lead inevitbly to mew absolutisms, are revealed to be chimeras. "The philo-
gophical problem is resolved; it wonld be true to s&y that the philosophical
movement 18 accomplisghed; 1imstead of systems which derive from arbitrary
conceptions amd which result iam fatal comtrédictioms, we will have & vprogres-
sive science with am imcreasiag 8pprehemsion of such comcepts &s Being, law
and Unity. "10

The concept of the ide2] which mex comsciously works towerd is the gua-

7. Proudhom's rotion of absolutes is ekin to Mex Wever's comcept cf

ideal types which are mever attaimed in reality; see P.-J. Proudhoa, Da
principe Féderatif (Paris, 1921), pp. TU=8.

8, E. de Iubac, The Ua-Marxisn Socielist (New York, 19:8), p. 153

O, Herbert Read, Anarchy aad Order (Lomdor, 195%), pp. 17,

z°

10. P.~J. Prouchom, Philosophie du Progrés, ppe. 128-0.
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1 "Homanity moves faster im ideas tham ia their

raatee of man's liberty.
12 '
realization." Because of this ideal, the elements of reality which com~
flict with 1t are Pimpossible"; im other words, mea's passion for Justice iz
achieving that ideal will eveatually result ia the abolitiom of these evils.

All social imequality amd their comsequent evils derive from the use of
force. Paradoxiczlly, the right of force, or war, wis mam's earliest means
of determining Justice. A vital fumctiom of the priests was to legitimigze ihe
rule of the militery €lite through divine sanctior. Justice, as defined by
the Church, was absolute amd ulterior to society.

"A1]l religioms entrust the primciples of right amd truth to &

transcendent beimg by whick they creete & divorce aad hierarchy

between the gods and mem. It ie im the nature of religioms to

imstitute am unequel relaiion vetween the saécred amd the profame,

the divine and the humar: {his umequal amd hierarchical dichotomy

is tramslated im the political order by the hierarchI of rulers

and ruled amd by particular privileged hierarchies." 3
Legitimization of authority by the supermatural through the agemcy of the
priesthood 8lso led to the "mystificatioa" of the pecple as to the real
source of power amd 8uthority.

But Justice mist a8lso &ppeal to buman re®som, the fatal germ which would
evertually lead to & rejection of all euthority. In the middle ages, the
power of the kimg was aever &bsolute; he was &g equally boumnd by isws &and
customs &s were his subjects. "The head of state, at first imviolable, ir-
responrsible, &bsolute, as & father, becomes amemable to retson aad declines

to first subject of the law. Fimelly, he becomes & simple agent or serveat

14
of Liberty itself."  As law perfects itself, it slowly breaks dowm absolute

11. Georges Sorel, Essai sur 1@ Philosorhie de Proudhon (Révue Fhi-
losophigue, Juze, July, 18%), De 338.

12. Demiel Halévy, L& Vie de Proudhom (Paris, 1948), p. 379

13. Pierre Amsert, op. cit., Pe 17%

14, P.-J. Proudhon, Du Primcipe Fédératif, p. 7.




aunthority.

Thus authority, by its very mature, must be absolute ard unquestiomned
1f it is to survive. Mature criticel mar will mot tolerate his extemded
childhood beceuse of the immiment justice im the minds of men.15 The polar
opposite to absolutism, as embodied im Religiom, is Revolutior wnich will
ultimitely liberate men. ¥hat Proudhor had in mind was mot the sctual events
of the Fremch Revolutiom btut the conceptiorn which he amd meay of his comtem-
poraries had of the Revolutiom and its motivating ideas.16

Revolution, &8 opposed to Revelationm through the Church, defimes Justice

as evolving rather than absolute. Justice is immizent in mem ead evolves

with him: "Justice is humea....we wromg it by relatimg it, closely or dis-
tantly, to & primciple superior or aaterior to hnmanity."n The idee of jus-
tice in the minds of mea sets up & dislectical conflict between social reality
aad the "idea of a society in emilibrinm."ls. Justice becomes imcreassingly a
reality as well as ar idea..19

Two opposing world-views comfromted each other im 1789. The ideas of the
bourgeois revolution were "to substitute the ecomomic amd imdustriel regime

in place of the gevermmeatal, feudsl amd military regime,"eo through the jus~

tification embodied im "the rights of mam. The forms of goveramert coacomi-

15. M, Barmel in C. Bouglé, Proudhon et Notre Temps (Parie, 1920), p. 4l.

16.. J. Je Chevalier, Cours d'Histoire des Idées Politidues: P.-J. Prou-
dox (Peris, 1964), p. 228.

17. George Woodcock, Pierre-Joseph Proudhon (Lomdor, 195€), p. 206.

18. Plerre Amsart, op. cit., P 16.

19. P.-~J. Proudhom, De 18 Justice dams 18 Révolution et dexs l'fglise,
1117 D. 300.

20. Pe=J. Prondhon, Idée Gémérale de 1 Révolution &n XIX° Sidcle
(Paris, 1868), pe 177.
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tant with the Roussesuviaa ideas vere democratic republics or conmstitutiomsl
monarchies which were esteblished after 1789. dJustice, for the bourgeoisie,
meant the political amd legel equelity of the members of society im the umi-
tary state while property wes decléred to be irviolable becamse it was the
guerantor of the liberty of the imdividusl agsinst the state.

What was Prondhon's cemtral criticisms of the "bourgeois" idea of Jus-
tice? (We shell see later that the syndicalists imherited Proudhom's esti-
mations of parlismemts, the state and capitelism.) What he condemmed was the
development of mew 8bsolutisms from the abstract ideels of the revolutiomeries.
A mev authority of represemtetive govermmemt, &8s absolute as that of the am-
cien rééme, made impossible the ultimate success of revolution in liberatioz.
Proudhon's great adversary was Roussesyg, the prophet of the social comtrect,
whose ideas influemced the actioms of the comstitutionalists. A mew suthority
of perliament@rians had been erected; he comdemmed "what is today called

direct goverament, 2 meass by which, evem ia the &bsence of royalty, aristo-

cracy aad priests, the &bgstrect collectivity of the people could still be

used for maintairnimg the parasitism of the mimority ard the oppression of the
ma jority. "21 The social coatract of Rousgseen is mythicel and is or the ab-
stract political level, which bas mo relation with social reelity, rather thaa
or the functional ecomomical leve1.22 Even within & smell city-etate, which
was Rousseau's ideel, the mimority would be forced to submit to the will of
the majority; tims the "collective being® is mot only & "rezsosizg beizg....

Enu'c also] a veritable person with its own reality, imdividmelity, essence,

21. Tbid., pe 122.

22. Ibidn, P 120.
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life aad its own peculier ma.son,"z3 wvhich limits the freedom of the tmdivi-
dual iz the interests of the whole. Withia a' huge st&te such as France, &
smell €Iite of deputies was created which wes mot amswerable to its comsti-
tuents for & period of time but which became the absolute authority.an
¥hile the political structure made possible the developmeat of a new
authority group, the ecomomic organizatiom also spawmed & mew &lite which was
absolute in its own sphere. The comstitutionalists made the rise of a capi-
talist 8lite possible by declering property to be sacrosamct amd by forbiddimg
asgociation, in comformity with the liberal principle of liberty of work.
Capitel tended to become the momopoly of & few; to imcrease profits, salaries
would be lowered aad the state céuld always be counted upor to suppress wor-

25

kers' imitiatives ard strikes, The will to power a0 lorger was evidemced
primarily in war tut ia the exploitation of those without property by the
new administrative élites.

The ideology of the mew &lites rested om both religious amd ratiomelist
beliefs. The bourgeoisie utilized Providemce a&s revealed in ecomomic pro-
gress to justify the miseries concomitamt with :v'.:u.*.us'cz:ia.lizaxi:.'wr.t.‘?6 Proudhon
was also critical of the liberal economists who accepted as imevitable the
poverty of the workers and held out hope only for the future felicity to
which imdustriel progress would lead. This critique was later remewed by

Eropotkin amd the amarchosymdicalists. Proudhon rejected the ecomomists'

23. IbidO, Pe 152-
24, Ibid., p. 158.

25. P.-=J. Proudhomr, De la Capacité Politigue des Clasges Ouvriéres
(Paris, 1924), pp. 377-8.

260 He de Lubac, 0D. cito, Pe 1990
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"excessive cult of liberty" as an end im itself; however, he claimed: "I

wert apd claim liberty tut it is not emough. I also demand truth, mutuality

éad justice im my relatioas with others."27

Proudhor attacked the umequal distributior of property as the chief
source of social imjustice and oppressiom. The idea of &bsolute property is
"impossible" beceuse, although ideelly, in the ideology of the liberals, it
defends the liberty of the irdividusl ageimst the stete, its ownership is
limited to only & fev and omly they are relatively i‘ree.28 The idea of abso~
lute property conflicts with the idea of work which is the source of all
wealth, imcluding property: "Work is the only source of velue....&rd this
proves....that the producer has the right over the fruit of his efforts."29
If the means of production &re not owned by the worker, & portion of his work
is aliepeted from him apd becomes pert of the cepital of the patron. Thus,
"property is theft"3° ; the idea of absolute property must be replaced by the

31 L The

idea of possession of the means of productiorn by those who use them.
cultivetion of the soil....developed am orgémic rapport between mar ard his
possessions..."32 ¥het must be retained im the future society is "a necessary
immutable and &bsolute element im propertye...individnel ead transmissibdle

27. Proudhon, gbuted from Cepacité Politique... in Gaétan Pirou, Prou-
dbonisme et Symdicflisme Bfvolutiommaire (Paris, 1910), p. 131.

28. P.-J. Prouchom, Qu'est-ce que la Proprieté (Paris, 1G€6), pp. 185~
2&.

2G. M. Harmel in C. Bouglé, op. cit., pe 43.

20. Pe=J. Proachon, Qu'est-ce gue la Propriété, p. 57.

3. Ibid., P 307e

%2. Pierre Ansart, op. cit., . 35.
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possession, susceptible of chamge.but not of aliemation, foumded ta le.'bou.r..'l33

Al though Proudhor's attitude seemed to mellow betweem 1840 and 1860, from
regarding property &8s theft to property as imaliemahle, he remeined comsistent;
to ensure equality, property must be divided amorg all workers and under their
exclusive coatrol. Im his later years, he expressed concern that this pro-
perty be inaliemable from those who used it, even in the interest of the "so-
cial collectivity" which he regarded &s an abstract comcept which would lead
to new forms of ¢.':1:~,1_)ression.3)4

Comsistent with the developing Justice, the idea of the ideal future
society grows within the minds of the workers. Withiam the functional asso-
ciatioms of the working class, the mew morale of the future is born: "%o or-
ganize work is to find the matural series of workers.. .35 The besis of
the future society is the workshop, "the school of truth,...of justice,...
of loyalty,...of accepted discipline; the output depends upon the agreed
organization of work."36 Within such associations, the absolutism of the
individual ego is comntered by thet of the other; "Before his equal, abso-
iute like himself, the unlimited aad tyrammical exigeacies of maa are immedi-
ately checkes:i.,"37 recessitating the negotietion of opposiag absolutes in com-

promisey, Thus, Proudhor was no extreme Stirmerien individualist who denied

33. George Woodcock, op. cit., p. 58&.

e
34 P.-J. Proudhon, Idée Générale de 18 Révolutiom au XIX Sidcle,
p. 158.

35¢ Pe=J. Proudhon, De l8 Création de 1'0rdre deas 1'Humenité, p. 325.

36. Jacques Remmes, Symdicalisme Frascais (Paris, 1948), p. 20L.

37. Pierre Aasart, op. cit., p. 185,



43

the social needs of mex. But associations must remein purely functiomel;
they must never become ends iz themselves.

Between associatioms, reciprocal trade would be carried on. "For there
to be & relationship between imterests, the interested parties themselves
mst be present, answering for themselves, meking their demands and commit-
meats, acting....Ia the last analysis, everyone is im the govermment so there
is no government."38 The functional orgemizatioms of work and exchenge would
be the basic social relations, mot the artificial governmental structure hee-
ded by & parasitic class. The lynch-pin which would integrate productiom im
the future society was epitomized in the ided of "mutuality, the principle of
reciprocity of excheage between workers' agsociatioms without intermediaries.”39
In such an organization, the Christian ideal of Preciprocity of love" would be
realized im "reciprocity of service.“uo Although Proudhon did mot want to
give a blueprint for the fature society, his attempt to establish his Bemgue
du Peuple, ir 184, does indicate the gemeral form which he wished it to fake.
All associations would deposit thelr goods at the bark in exchange for tokeas
which were velued in the mumber of mane~hours invested im the product--the
"just price". With these tokems, they could mdke their owm purcheses; free
credit would be &vailable to associations which wished to initiate new induse

tries.

Within the new associstions, a new morale develops which counters the

3¢. Jemes Joll, The Anarchists (Lomdom, 1964), p. 7.

39, Edmond Lagarde, La Reveache de Proudhomn, ou 1l'Avemir éu socialisme
mtuelliste (Paris, 1305), p. 29%.

4. H. de Imbac, op. cit., p. 206.
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- idea of Work to that of the bourgeoisie, Property, which will ultimately

4
result in the abolitiom of the rule of Capital. Contrary to Marx, this

nev comsciousness does mot arise irmevitably from specific material condi-
tions, but only through the efforis at education aad self-improvement of the
workers. Such comsciousmess can develop &t any time; a specific level of eco~
nomic developmert is mot & prerequisites In the first place, the worker must
overcome the moral and physicel degradation imposed on him by the mechime.
Max must become master of the machime rather thaz a fumctiomel part-of & ma-
mfacturing process. But he mst also repudiate the egotism and envy whick
he has learned from the rich. A new commmel morale must develop within the
workshop.ue Throuzh self-educatior, the worker must learn to urderstamd the
industrial process within his own work~place aand 8lso the political and eco-
momic structure of the whole society such that he will ultimately be abie to
participate im the decision-méking of & fumctiomal society without the need
for aunthority.

The question of the role of authority was the central bone of corntention
between Proudhon and both the liberals and the state socialists, whether they
were Jacobins or Marxistss: Proudhom exclaimed, "¥Whoever ca&lls for power to
orgénize work has lied, because the orgamization of work must be the decay of
capital aad pwer."Lt3 Also, "the social revolution is seriously compromised
if it comes through & political :r:evolnt.’ton.")-“-'L The workers become progres-

Y1,. Po~J. Proudhon, De 18 Justice dans 1a Révolution et dams 1'Eglise,
111, p. 139

42. James Joll, ope cit., Pp. 68.
)-'.-30 Daniel E&Iévy, gEo Cito, Pe 391-

4. George Woodcock, op. cit., e 75.
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. slvely alienated from the state because of its fumction of legitimizing amd
defending the irstitutioms of cepital and property. The Rousseenvian idez of
"popular sovereignty'is dangerous because, im practice, it had been used to
Justify representative gc':vermnern;.)-l'5

Like capital in the ecozomic sphere, celegeted political power is a
"surplus, the aliemation of collective p:mer."h'6 "Since the state is only
the alienated expression of the power of the collectivity, a change im govera-
mentdl personnel would not lead {o the desired results.“h-{ The tendency of
aathority is to extend itself irdefinitely: "ihoever is in authority aspires
to render himself if.nviala.‘nle...“u8 This condemmation would apply to state
socialists as well as to liberals; ZProudhon feared the coacomitart cemtral-
ization of the former even more: "Ceatralization is expensive, rapacious by
nature; the functions of the state grow comntiruelly at the expense of indi.
viduel, corporative, communal and sociel initiative."ug Proudhon had great
faith in the spoatameity and good semse of the imdividuel and thus refused to
submit the workers to & new state orgzrization which would presumably work in
their interests. He exclaimed, "It is mecessary to conquer power Tmt not to
ask aaything from it; to prove the parasitical mature of capital by repha~
cing it with credit; to found imdividual iiberty by organiging the initiative

of the ma.sses.“so The individual mist mot be hampered by unnecessary social

45, Georges Sorel, Matérieux d'ume Théorie du Prolétariat (Paris,
1929)’ PP 375-6'

46, Peed. Proudhon, De 18 Justice dans 13 Révolutionset dams l’ﬁglise,
II, De 2660

47. Pierre Amsart, op. cit., p. 104.

48. P.-J. Proudhon, De la Cepacité Politigne des Classes Cuvrieres, p. 32l.

49. Ibid., D. 297.

50. Jacques Remnes, op. cit., z. 35
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coatrols: "The 'I' feels itself to be free and active; it believes im iis
epontapeity and its creative poteantial; mnothiag is more 1;ru.e."51

The gulf between Proudhor amd the Yscienmtific! authoritarias socialists,
of which Marx is the prototype, is obvious. Although their amalyses of capi-
talist society were quite similar, the forms of the workers' movemerzt and the
rature of the future society emvisaged by Proudhon and Marx differed radical-~
ly, "If for Mery, the proletariat was the class destimed by the immutable
laws of history to triumph, for Proudhonr, the proletariat was to be the class
whose toll amd sufferings made possible @ mew moral as well as a mew social
order,"

There were few persons whom Marx hated more thea Proudhon. Marx's anger
resulted not only from the letter!s strong imflueace or the Freach workers
as contrasted with that of Marx tut also tecause of his Jealousy of Proudhon
for intpoducing certain ideas which Marx himself intemded to discuss. Marx
shared Proudhox's ideas oa property, om the relation between work end cepital
aad the mature of political amthority. The peasom for the break between the
two occurred in 18UE when Proudhon refused Marx's imvitatiom to joim a uaion
of socialist intellectuals. Proudhor, here, a2lready imdicated 8 distrust of
Marx's authoritarian temdencies; he rejected the forming of am intellectual
elite vwhose purpose was to guide the workers, & proceeding which Proudhoz
implicitly rejected because he believed that the workers alone must create

the revolution. The last straw was Proudhoa's Systeme des Comtradictions

£comonmiques of 1847 im which he discussed the fateful coatradictions withiz

the capitalist order which herelded its collepse, & subject which Marx Kin-

51. P.-J. Eroudhomn, De la Créatioam de 1'Ordre dazs 1'Bumanité, p. 271.

52. James Joll, op. cit., De 676
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self was pursuing anrd in which maay of the ideas which Marx later discussed
already appeared.

The conflict between the two philosophers had beem preceded by Proudhon's
rejection of Hegel's deification of history. Man is mot pert of am abstract
Humanity which is realizing its Idea in History tut is & free creative imdi-
-»rfldnal.":'3 Man is mot, collectively, a divinity but simply a mam with &
creative potentials But if he rejected the German Idealist holistic world-
view, he also repudiated the sciemtistic amd holistic worldeview of Comte anrd
Marx; "there are no universal historical laws because there is mo universel
science.“sh To search for progrees in the whole of history is fruitless; oaly
in more limited ereas of humas endeavour such as sciemce, imdustry or the pro-
gresgive realization of Justlice cé&n progress be discerned. Although ecomomic
development is importeant ir the ultimate liberation of the p::‘ole‘l:za.r:ia.‘l:,55 this
is not sufficiernt; man must be able to tramscend reality, to emvisage aa
ideal future society and to work comsciously for it before he does become
free., ihere is nothing inevitable &bout historicel developmeat; progress
depends or the workers realizing their ideas, consistent with the developing
Justice. Thus, Proudhor is scorrnful toward & positivist view of society:
"Society is mot governed by & determirism....There is a life, a soul, a free-

dom which escapes precise measurement and & material conceptioa. Materialism,

as related to society, is absurd."56 The loss of faith im sciemtistic history

53« H. de Lubac im Albert Béguir, Traditioms Socialistes Francaises
(Neuchatel, 19u4), p. 73 - ~

54, P.-J. Proudhom, De la Création de 1'Ordre dams 1'Fumenité, p. 359

55. Ibide, De 36le

56. Gaftam Pirou, Proudhonisme et Syndicalisme Bévolutiomnaire (Paris,
1910), p. 122.
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and sociology, and concomitantly, im the Marxiam prophecy of revolution, led

mapy socizlists to return to Proudhor after the critique of Bermstein and

Sore1.57

Proudhon was not omly & forceful philosopher but, &s 2 worker himself,
understood the psychology of the French proletariat. Proudhon claimed that
the workers did not need to read him to umderstand him: "The people do mot
read my works but they hear me."58 In fact, meny workers were well aware of
Proudhon's idels through wulgarigatiom by the vopular presé and by word of
mouth. ERumniag through Proudhon's works is "the love of ome's craft and a

mystique of work. w2

A glance &t Proudhon's ideal city reveals that his in-
stincts, his proud imdependence and his love for his work were similar to the
attitudes of the free medieval 8rtisan.60 But thie attitude was 2lso thet of
neay of the Freach workers who resented authority amd the power of the rich.
Proudhonts ide®l had, "&s foundatior, the workimg class conditiom amd psycho-
logy. “61 To affirm that Proudhon's ideal society was based om craft production
in small shops (such was the dominamt pattern in France at the time) is mot to
deny his continued relevénce in & more industrial sge. Proudhor accommodated
himself to industirialization by acceptimg the workers' associations in larger
indnstries, which were just startimg to develop, &8s the organizatiomal base
for a free society of producers.

Proudhor regarded the revolution of 1848 zs the first significent stage

57. M. Harmel im C. Bouglé, op. cit., P. U0s
58. f£douard Droz, P-J. Proudhon (Peris, 150S), pp. 38-O.

59. Hdouerd Dolléans end G. Dehove, Eistoire du Travail en France
(Pal'is, 1953)' I’ Pe 337'

60. Deniel Balévy, op. cite, Do U401.

61. Edousrd Dolléams, Proudton (Paris, 1948), p. L73.
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or whick the workers imtroduced their ideas. The bourgeoisie had wom soci-
ety to their ideas efter 1789 but had, im the process, lost their cless com-
sciouszesg. They were thus hostile to ary suggestion that classes still
existed. But the spontemeous orgenization of workers! associatiors during
the revolutior indicated & new comsciousress within the working class; for
the Proudhon of 1848, ®this nascenmt autogestion of workers! productive as-
sociations was the 'revolutionery fact', mot the political revolutiom.”

The 1848 revolution distinguished the workinmg class as "a separate body,
breathed aa idea, & soul into it, created rights for it, suggested ideas of
all sorts; right to work, abolitiom of salaried work, recomstitution of pro=
perty, &ssociatior, abolition of poverty, etc. Im ome word, the proletariat
.s..has suddenly become.s.something; like the bourgeoisie of '89, it espires
to become everythin, ."63 In his famous Toast to the Revolutiom, Proudhon ex-

claimed,
"Revolution of 1848, what is your name?
~-My mame ig Right to Work.
«¥hat is your flag?
--Lesociation.
--Your motto?
--Zquality in Property
--¥here to you lead?

--To Frateraity."
Fotwithstanding his anti-parliamentarism, Proudhoa allowed himself to

be elected im 1848 but quickly sew his scepticism virdicated. The eomser=
vetive Assembly had no sympathy with the misery and the mew clasg consicus-

ness of the workers. The sop throws to Louis Blamc and the Iuxembourg Come

62. Damiel Guérin, L'Amarchisme (Paris, 1965), De 52.

63e P.=J. Proudhom, De la Capacité Politigue des (Clesses OQuvriéres,
Pe 620

64. Jacques Bourgédt, Pe-~J. Proudhon, pére éu socielisme frenceis,
(Paris, 1943), ppe 124=5e
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mission, the Nation®@l Workshops, soon failed. The Assembly was concermed
primerily with keeping the workers iam check ever though the latter hed car-
ried through the February revolutloa which mede parliamenkary rule possible.
Almost alome, Proudhon deferded the aspirations of the workers wholeheartedly
during the desperate and hqpeless June rebellion. He tims earmed the emmity
of the great majority of deputies; including the Jacobins who, as Proudhon
believed, were prima@rily interested im their share of power. To the bour-
geolsie, Proudhor became the vilified periek who defemded the urweshed revo-
lution8ry masses.

But Prouchor was mot umcritical toward the workers. Although he rea-
lized the desperate reasons for the Jume rebelliom, he comndemmed it as "e
revolution without idea.s”65 in contrast with the February revolution. EHe
cerried on his own efforts at ecncatior through editimg & jJcursmel, Le ngré—

seatent du Peuple, im which he spread his ideas about association amd credite.

It was during this tumltuous period that he initiated his bank which sooxn
failed. Proudhom Quickly lost faith in such & bamk as the weepor to over-
come capitalism.66 The ignoreuce of the peovle was especislly revealed in
the election of Louis Napoleom &s presidemt. Proudhon wis very disillueiomed
at the outcome of the politicel developments of 18U8-51 amd reflected bitterly
on the workers' apathy after the coup d'€tat by Louis Fapoleom. For Proue
¢hom, "what the evemts of 18US-5l had shown wes the complete bankruptcy of

6
conventioral political amd ecoromic thought." 7 Only through a process of

65. George Woodcock, op. eit., pe 119

f6. ¥. Bourgaim, "Des Bapports ertire Proudhoa et Karl Marx", Revue
d'%conomie Politique, March, 1893, p. 19im.

67. Jameg Joll, ”—t»Cit-’ PDe 73‘h.
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self=education would the workers evemtuslly arrive at politicsl maturity;
they could mo lorger depend om bourgeois tutelage--"the most sure educator
of the people is the people the:::selves."68

A part of the bourgeoisie mst be comverted to the proletarian idea
‘such that they might assume the technical amd educative roles in the future
societys iicreasingly, the bourgeoisie divides imto the "industrial amd
mercantile feudalism amd the middle class.“69 The latter, which ircluded
intellectuals amd artisars, was fated to merge into the proletariat beczuse
of the tendemcy of industrial society to move toward two strictly defined
classes, a limited oligercky and a messive proletarizt with no intermediary

class.

But Proudhon's hopes were dashed, by 1864, as the petit bourgeoisie

chose to merge into the liberai parliamentary system which slowly developed
in the second detdde of the Bmpire, either as deferders of the official re-

gime or as supporters of the Opposition. They had submitted to the oppres-

eive Imperial regime amd eccepted the world-view of the haute bourgeoisie,

wishing to remBir free to imvest for persomel profit tather them to work ia
P!

the interests of am associatiom.
Proudhox contimmed to spread his zospel of electoral abstertion amd did

gain sigmificamt support becsuse of & growvimg hearty distrust in political

68. %douerd Dolléems amd G. Dehove, op. cit., D. 340.

69, Pierre Amsert, ops cit., Pe Tl

70+ P.-Je Proudhor, De is Capacite Politimédea Classeg Cuvriéres,
D. 2”0

71. Ibid., p. 22€.
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methods of chémge amorg the working class; the 1830 and 1848 revolutioms had
shaken the faith of the more revolutiomary workers im the wisdom of trustimg
Assemblies and deputies.72 The manifesto of a group of workers im 1864 re-
veals both & growing class corsciousmees aad the stromg iafluemce of Proudhone.

The Memifeste des Solzente expressed a distrust of bourgeois parliameatarians

who were comcerred orly with their owa particular iaterests; workers should
elect workers who shared their imterests amd aspiretionse. They claimed,
"Uaiversal suffrage has made us politicelly adnlt, but it still remeins for
us to emamcipete curselves iaoci.xa.ll;r-”73 Working class deputies st work for
the attaiamentc6f the ideas of the workers: the right to work, free credit,
freedom of association. Omly through social equality would politicel equality
become more tham am abstractioms. Except for the comtimued belief ia parlia~-
pentarisn of the Sixty, Prouchor himself oould have writter this mamifesto.
Amother development which reflected his profoumd influemce on the workiag
class was the spomt@meous growth of mtusl &ssociatioms, im the early 1860's,
in accordaace with Proudhox's ideas: productive associatioms, credit soci-
eties which offered very cheap loams and workers! associatioms under the
guise of self~help agemcies. Workers oftem came to Proudhom to ask for ad-
vice. The gquestion must remain opem &8s to the extext to which the workers
were directly imspired by Proudhoa amrd the extemt to which Proudhom axd the
workers shaered commox aspiratioms.

Proudhoa wrote his last importsat work, De la Capacité Politigue des

Clagsses Ouvriéres, im respomse to this marifesto. At last, the workers had

72. G-eorge wOOd.COCk, EE. 01to, PPe 250—10

73. Ibid., pe 261.
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become politically mature: "To bave political caplcity is to hive comscious~
ness of omeself &s & member of & collectivity, to affirm the resultant 1dea
ead to pursue its realizatior. Whowver fulfils these three comditioms is
c:apﬁ'.‘nle."-ﬂl Proudhon leuded the declaration of the Sixty: "To distingnish,
define and be ourselves...To bresk away legitimately is the sole meems which
we have to affirm our right amd to meke ocurselves recognized as a political

party oM 75

But goverameat exists to defemd capitalist imterests amd the wor-
kers have mothing to g@in from parliamemrtary politics. To the Sixty, Proudbom
declaged, "Oxly through separatioa will you conquer; =o represeatatives, mo
cand.id.ates."76

By 186k4, the workers had arrived at "self-comsciousmess,...the expressiom
of their idea, but had not yet deduced, from their theory, a practice which
suited their situation."n To that end, the workers must develop their orgé~
nizations imto the basic cells of the future society. "Far from conceiviag
itself as a party with & politic&l role, the workers'! party should seperate
from the bourgeois parties, concentrate om the problems of production &=d
create, without hesitation, the workers' ecomomic orgarigatioms whick will
characterize the socialist society."7g In a statement which the ararchosya-
éicalists could wholly endorse, Proudhor cleimed:

7%, Pe~J. Proudhon, De la Capacit€ Politigue des Classes Ouvrigres,
Pe Ne

75 Ibid., 2o 237s

76+ Pe=J. Proudhom, Correspomdamce, XIII, (Peris, 1875), pPe 265

77+ Pierre Amsart, op. cite, pe 159.

T8, Ibid-, Pe 208
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"Every industry amd emterprise which mecessarily employs & large

xumber of workers with differemt specialfies is destinmed to become

the mucleus of & socliety or compiay of workers....A railway, & minme,

a factory, & ship, etc....are for the workers vho occupy it what

the hive is for the bees; it is both their imstrument an? their

home, their country, their territory ard their property." 9
The zational stete amd patriotism, as the bourgeoisie conceive them, were
totally foreigm to the world~view aad experieace of the workers.

The character of the workers! associations wes thus vital im the achie-
ving of the social revolutlon and iz the success of the future orgeaization.
"Do not the workers' societies serve as the womb of the social revolutios...?
Are they mot the school which is always opem, which is bot: theoretical amd
practical, vhere the worker learas the science of production ard distribution
of wealth; where he studies without books and masters, omly through his ex-
perience, the laws of this industrial orga:nization...?"so Within the associa~
tiom, the morale of the future society must develop, besed or reciprocity and
contract and tolerétimg differemt religious and pelitical 'beliefe.81 The orly
moral primciple which need be retaimed and from which all social obligations
derive is the Golden Bule of the Christian traditiome Through moral educatioa
and propaganda, the workers must attempt to conduer the majority to their idea.

Education of the youth, &pprenticeship, must become an imtegral process
withia the workshop under the leadership of the associatioa aund mast cormbine

theory amd practices Work itself is the source of the morale of the imdivi-

82
dual; "the time will come whem, from préctice, he will advamce to theory."

79+ RQuoted ix M. Earmel, Ce Bouglé, op. cit., pp. Wi=5.

80e Pe=J. Preucho=, Idée Gémfirale de la Révolutionm au XIX® Siécle,

Pe [7-
8le Ibid., DPpe. 178, 23’4, 268-

82. Pe~J. Proudhon, De la Création de 1!'Qrdre dems 1'Fumazité, p. 43C.




55

Education must thus take place withiam the workshop and mot iz the classroom
where only eaa @bsiract comception of reality cam be imparted. "If the minimg
school is something other tham minimg itself accompaaied by studies related to
the mineral imdustry, its purpose is not to traim miners tut the administrators
of mimers, aristocrats.”83 The worker must leara to understand the whole pro-
ductive process ard is not to be traired solely for ome limited role. Only im
this mamner will the individual be prepared for his future role in &n associg-
tion of free producers where he will have to participate in decisiom-~meking.
The importance which Proudboe &tteached to the agsociations in the future
functiomal imdustirial soci8ty reveals the political structure which he hoped
would develop. He claimed, "We wigh these associatioms to bes....the primary
amaclei of a vast federation of companies &nd societies, umited in the common
bond of the democratic and socigl rm‘blic."85 Governmeat wes destimed to
disappear: "The revolutiorxary mission is to dissolve govermment im the imdus-

trial orgenig8tione..- #86

But imdustry, by its very mature, is decentralist
and federalist. The local &ssociatiors would opers&te the factories while
the local commume would &dminister the schools amd other meeded social ser-
vices but would aecessaérily be secorndary to the imdustrial organizatioz.
Proudhon defimed this orgamization as am-8rchism: "While the commmity re-
naing the dream of most socitlists, amarchism is the ideal of the ecomomic

school, which tends to suppress &ll goveramertal functions &rd to constitute

&7 .
society on the sole bBses of property and free iebour.® Amerchism itself,

83¢ Pe-J. Proudhon, Idfe Générale de la Révolution eu XIX® Siécle,
De 2%.

gt. Georges Weill, Eistoire du Mouvemeat Social em Framce, 1852-1%4,
(Paris, 192h)s P 39’

850 Deniel méri‘, 0P cit', P L‘n

g6. M. Barmel im C. Bouglé, ope cite, P. UY6.
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as am absolute, "is am unrealizeble ideal, im its fullmess, but our duty is
to approximete 1t."88 The fumctlomal bords of mutuslity betweea 2ssociations
orgenized on the local level, and hierarchically, oxn rezionel &nd matiosmal
levels are the only aecessary political ties; represeatatives must always
be answerable to the associations which they represent aud cam meke mc ini.
tiatives without the consent of the former. All political &nd ecomomic cone
tracts would e true rether thaz &ssumed bomds, mutually &greed upon by the
participating parties.

Federalism would allow the matural differences amomg people to develop,
free from the arfificial centralized political culture of coatemporary
France.89 Frauce would be able to return to a matural furctional organizé-
tion which would be characteriged by "smsll property-holding, honesf medio-
erity, & more amd more equdlized level of fortume, equslity; France re-
turned to her genius &nd her moralg."

Prondhon had mo sympathy for the umitary centrelized state and thus, to
the disappointment of mamy of his friemds, comdemmed the mational &spiratioms
of the Italiams, the Poles aad the Germams. "He had mo sympathy with the
demands for 'matural fromtiers? aad mational self-determina.tion.“gl Earope,
like Framce, should also be decemntralized into & universal federal system;

he was no defender of the ceatral 8md easterm European &utocrecies.

88. Edousrd Drog, op. cit., p. 178.

89. P.-J. Proudhor, Du Primcipe Fédératif, pp. 188-9.

90. Ibidc, Pe 179.

9i. James Joll, ope cite, p. T7e
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But the most importami questior remaius: how will the worker attain his
idea gf & free society? Proudhon was mot very specific on the me8as of revo
lation becanse he realized that the omus would ultimately rest on the sponta-
aeous actioas of the proletariat--both in carrying through the revolution
&ad orgénizing the future society. Proudhom oaly wished to offer the basic
orinciples on which he believed that society should be foumded. There is &
cansilerable bely of opiriom which comsiders Proudhom to have beea & pacifist
and @ reformist, concerzed primérily with evolutiomary cha.nge.92 Proudhon's

distaste for violemce is cited. His L& Guerre et 1& Paix is an an@lysis of

the canses of war in which he concluded that the imcreasing wealth and equa~
lity withix societies amnd the growth of the idea of Justice lessemed the meed
for war and violeace in determining justice and would evemtuplly result ia
its abolition. Proudhom feared thet & revolution might be compromised through
the use of dubious meams. Ia 1245, he claimed, "The workers, omce they are
organized aad mRrching through work to the comgquest of the world, should in
2o eveat mBke am uprising, but become &l1 by invadirg all through the force
of pz‘i:nt:i.ple.’93
Certain of his followers, later called the Mutualists, believed that
solely through the orgemizationm and growih of & system of free exchaénge amd
" credii, as advocated by Proudhom, would the capitalist system decline and
wither away because its methcde amd habits, such as usury and parasitism,

were clearly inferior. Howsver, Proudron himself seemed to have givea up

bope ia ike efficacy of credit methods ia achievimg chamge, after 18U43.

P. See, e. g. G. Woodcock, Pierre-Joseph Froudhozm, p. 75; G. Weill,
cp. Cit., Tpe 83; G. Guy-Gramd im C. Bouglé, op. cit., pe 9
Ge Piroa, Op. cite, Part 2.

S3. George Woodcock, o0p- cite, P 75
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Most often, Proudhon's opposition to strikes is cited. He believed that

limited strikes were powerless before the police ard capitsl power of the
enemy, that capital could always outlast strikes and that, even if the strike
were victorious, the workers would thus be becoming- reformist, accepting the
materielist values of the empleyer. Wages would mot depend om the juet price
but on the stremgth of the syndickt, thus conflictiag with the ideal of jus-
tice. Strikes were mothing more thaa an aping of the egotism of the bourgeoi-
sle, a morality which the workers must tramscend. ¥hat was gained by ome
group of workers ia a strike would result im increased prices for the rest of
the working classe.

But the protegonists of the "reformist® Proudhox igmore too mény &spects
of his ideas. Proudhon, the harsh critic of the bourgeois and parliamentary
synthesis, believed iz the justice of the proletariem ided and the need %o
realize it. Although Proudhom, like most people, disliked violemce, he va-
liaatly defended the 1848 revolutioneries. He, himself, said, "I would com~
sext to killing if I felt mysel? truly mortified."” Proudhon vas very mich
aware of the deprived and desperate state of many workers and their stromg
hatred of the rich. He prophecied that terrorist {ribunals similat to the
German medieval Vehme might develop ia reaction to goverament repressions.
Here, the "private justice™ of the violeat amarchists of the 1830's found its
first expressioz.

roudhox wes ‘oo much of & realist to belleve that he could forecast the

form and nature of the revolution. He realiged that a revolutiom depended on

g4, P.-J. Prouchom, De la Capacité Folitigue des Classes Ouvridres,
pEe 372-99.

95. P. -J. Proudhom, L8 Guerre et la Paix (Paris, 1927), p. 7-

9%. Georges Sorel, Matérieux d'ume Théorie du Prolétariat, vp. 427-%.
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specidl circumstances and arose omly on & chamce confluence of eveats. To
succeed, the revolution must be carried out by a comscious aad sport&neocusly-
ting working cléss which, imbued with mutnalist and federalist ideas, would
tear down the whole enthority structure. "He was er_pegt ing the revolutionary
mtatior from arn Initiative, from & action, from a practice of the workiag

class."97 Iz Ia Guerre et 1a Paix, Proudhon declared that the prolet&riat

would comguer, either leg8lly or by force: "Force and might are to the arms,
to work, to the mRsses: &t presemt, arms, work amd the mBsses are of no &c-
counte...The indnstrial democracy will smash, in the mame of the right of
force, the symoaym of the riéht to worke...the suzerainty of morey in order
to ¢onstitute ecomomic equality....This will be justice: force will omce’
azaiz be in the right."® Only after the fimsl success of the social Tevo-
lotion would wer fimelly become outmoded; its result would be equality im
social situation amd would take away any purpose for struggle. "Force is,
in the last resort, the ornly mears of realizetion of the Id.ea."99
Proudkon Gid mot totally exclude the perlismentary method of achievimg
socialism baut he believed that the proleteriat "would do better, for its
jdea, its dizmity and its interests, without always deviating from legality,
to take on amother attitude.'loo Proudhox®s insistence on the need for the

workers to separate totally from bourgeois imstitutioms, methods and morality

jtgelf implies more tham &n escape from the world &s it is. This is &8 revo-

97. Pierre Amsart, op. cit., pe lh.

98. Cited im E, Fourmiére, Les Théories Socislistes du XIXe Sidcle
(Paris, 192%), p. 376.

9. F.=J. Proudhon, De la Création de 1'Ordre dens 1'Eumenite, p. Ll12.

-

100. Georges Sorel, Matérieux d'ume Théorie du Prolétariat, p. 2L0.
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lutiomery & step as that of the early Christiams who believed that they were
not of this world and thms broke radically with ite mores, beliefs and imsti-
tutions.ml The workers must weit and prepare for the final revolutiom wh.en,
through the superiority of their ideas, they would become everything. For
Proudhon, the means of revolutiom were still undefimed; he was waitiag for
the developmert of & working class practice, from the syndicats, which would
promise the evertusl realizatiom of Justice. This idea first appeared eight
years after his deeth in 1865-=the general strike.

Such & comception had elready beem ixtimated im Proudhom's discussiomx of
the possible metas of resistence opem to the revolutiomary cluds after their
suppression im Merch, 184g. This resistamce could teke the forms of either
open imsurrection or methodical mation~wide resistimg of certral ‘dmimistre-
tion.loz Such "legel resistamce” could teke the form of refusing to pay
taxes and to submit to cemtral officials om the locgl level until the govera-
rcent rescimded its oppressive laws. Proudhon caught & glimpse of the possi-
tility that such activily could lead to & fimal dissolutiorn of all authority
as the people would soor awaken to the infirm beses on whick all goveramemt
rests.lo3 France would them dissolve imto its matural comrmmal bases of orge-~
nizetiorn. The strong similarity between this comception and the genersal
strike is evidemte.

Proudhon's voice was one of the mény which spoke out 8gaimst the amorse
lity and materialism of bourgeois society. Uniike the aristocretic and

culturally-minded courter-revolutionaries, Proucdhon's concere was with the

101. Sorel makes use of this image in Réflexions sur la Violence.

102. P.=J. Proudhom, Les Confessioms d'un Bévolutiozmaire (Paris,

1929) »y P- 296'
1030 Ibid., PP 297—303.
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impact of imdustrialism amd capitelism or the workers although he was also
aware of and condemmed the culturel degradatior which accompanied bourgeois
values. He mst be primerily regarded &s & moralist; the old world must
collapse because of its lack of justice: "The o0ld world is im dissolutiom
.+..(ne car only escape it through am imtegral revolutiom iz the ideass amd
hearts of the people.“lou' The dilerme was primarily morzl rather then mate-
rial amd mar must become more moral before soclal change cam be effected.
The new order must develop from the freedom ard autonomy of the locel
economic unit: "The urge for social justice cam orly develop properly amd
be effective whern it grows out of man's semse of persoral freedom apd is
based on ‘h}:xark;."]'o5 The jusﬁ society can nmever emenate from am emlightened
elite as the reactiomary or commnist authoritariams believed; it depemnds
on &r intelligent mass movement which must &abolish &ll vestiges of authority
end privilege. But Proudbor's vigourous amerchism never 1ost touck with the
social reelity of mam's imterdependence which increeses im an industrial so-
ciety, 8n inderdepemdence which Max Stirmer &nd mény of the i&ter Freach
anai‘chists tended tc mimimize. Througk Association exd Matuelity, men con-
sciously crestes the necessary bomds with his fellow men or the basis of
equality rather ihar hierarchy.
Iz the following chepters, the dévelopment of the Freach smarchist

rovement and ite &daptations of Proudhorist primciples will be discussed.

ll]9.0h. Quoted from Proudhon's Carmets in Edouard Dolléams, Proudkon,
Pe .

105. Budolf Rocker, Amarchosyediceliem (Indore, India, 1928), p. 28.




Chapter 4: The Amarchist Movememt: 1865-1890

The amarchist movemert which developed ir Frznce afier Proudhom's death
mey be divided into two distimct groups, the Mutualists amd the Bakuninists.
Both traced their imspiratior to Proudhor and both comtribtuted certain ele-
merts to amarchosyndicalism. This dichotomy resulted from the epparent un-
certainty as to whether Proudhon was essentially & reformist or a revolutio-
DETYe

The Mutualists, among whom were numbered the authors of the Manifeste
des Soixante, believed that they could comquer through such peecsful means as
exclusively proleterian politicel action ard mutualist production ard credit
associations. They agreed with Proudhon's argumente agaizst strikes; strikes
would be suppressed and could lesd only to greater misery. The workers vcu.ld-
remain "the victims of & sociel order which they must change, mot by imsurrec-
tions which accomplish little, but by & tramsformetion of their actual situs~
tion."l The proletariet must improve their circumstemces through production
cooperatives: "The Cooperative is the collectivity which orgemizes itself im
order to give to the individmal all the mears of extendimg his liberty of &c-
tion, to develop his individual uitiative..."a Suck a view indicates the
relative lack of concentration of Fremch industry at that time since the Mu-
tuslists still believed thet the workers could initi&te their own viable ver~
tures withir the ce&pitalist system. Many Mutuslists were &rtisams in small

independent workshops.

Like Proudhor, the.Mutualists agreed on the primscy of the fumctiomsl

1. Je-L. Puech, Le Proudhomisme dems l'Association Imtermationale des
Travailleurs (Paris, 1907), p. 180,

2. Georges Weill, EHistoire du Mouvememt Sociel en France, 1852-102L
(Paris, 124), p. 105.
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group over the indivigmel: "Ia the @ssociation, the general interest wes the
superior principle to which the individuel submitted himself..."3 Betweea
associations, mtual excheémges would be initlated. They also stromgly die-
trgsted bourgeois imtellectuals; Tolain, ome of the Sixty, claimed, e
mst corsider all imdividuals from the privileged classes &s enemies, whether
they be capitalists or hold d.ip].on:‘as."’+

The Mutualists were among the imitiators of the First Workers! Interma-
tionmel in London in 186k amd they domimated the first Comgress &t Gemeve in
18€6. They ceme well prepared with policy st@tememts whick, Marx remérked,
were imbued with "the emptiest Proudhoniea ideat;."5 Like Proudhor, they &greed
that the workers must develop their idea &mrd orgeamizeétion before ia.':tion.6
They agreed with his comceptiom of work @&md exch@nge: "The work of today
vhich is not comsumed will be the capital of tomorrow; <thus the most perfect
equality mst pi'eside at the exchange of produce. ! As witk Proudhon, &sgo-
ciatione mist accommodate all political &nd religious beliefs.

But the relatively passive doctrine of the Mutualists quickly lost its
attraction with the more revolutiorary workers; strikes and physical confrom-
tatiops with the state occurred despite the hopes for peaceful change among

g
the reformists. At the following Interastiomal Comgress at Lausamne im 1867,

30 JO-LO Puech, OEO cit-, PP- 129'30.
L, Ibid., pe 135

5, fdouard Dolléame, Bistoire du Travail em Framce (Faris, 1953),
Vol. 1' p. ﬂs.

6- JemLe PU-OCh, Og- cite, Do 1560

7. Ibid., pe. 122.

€. The role of the Mutualists im the esrly formetiom of the symdicats
was discussea iz Chepier 2. By the 1870's and 1830's, the Matudllsts were

kO moTe tham reformist trade-~vmiomists although, after the Commune, they bhad
2lso rejected participation iz perliememtery politics.



group over the imdividmel: "In the @ssociation, the general interest wee the
superior principle to which the individuel submitted hime;elf..."3 Betweea
associations, mtual excheémges would be initiated. They also strongly dis-
trasted bourgeois intellectuals; Tolain, ome of the Sixty, claimed, FWe
mst comrsider &1l imdividuals from the privileged classes &s enemies, vhether
they be capitalists or kold diplomza.s.“)4
The ?htunlists were among the imitiators of the First Workers! Interma-
tiomal in London im 186L amd they domimated the first Comgress at Gemeve iz
1866. They ceme well prepared with policy st&tememts which, Marx remarked,

vwere imbued with "the emptiest Proudhonian id.eas."5 Like Proudhom, they egreed

that the workers must develop their idea ard orgamiz&tion before action.6
They agreed with his conceptionm of work @md exchénge: "The work of today
which is not comsumed will be the capital of tomorrow; thus the most perfect
equality must preside at the exchange of produce."7 As with Proudhon, &ss0-
ciations must accommodate all political &md religious beliefs.

But the relatively passive doctrine of the Mutuelists quickly lost its
attraction with the more revolutiorary workers; strikes and physical coxnfrom-

tatioms with the state occurred despite the hopes for peaceful chémge among

8
the reformists. At the following Intermatiomal Comgress at Lausemne iz 1867,
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4, Ipid., pe 136

5. %dovard Dollfams, Eistoire du Travail em Framce (Parie, 1953),
Vol. I, p. 315.

60 JemLe Puech, Og- CitO, De 156.

7. Ibid., Pe 122.

€. The role of the Mutualists im the early formetiom of the symdicats
was discussea in Chapter 2. By the 1870's and 1820's, the Mutualists were

%0 more tham reformist trade-uniomists although, after the Commume, they had
also rejected participation in perliemeatery politicse.
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Mutualism was rejected as & revolutiomary weapom. Although the imfluemce of
revolutionary Marxism wes significamt in affecting this chamge, the more re-
volutiondry Proudhonists who regérded Bakumin as leader were also importamnt.
Michael Bekunim was am exiled Russiam roblemam who had come urder the
influence of Proudhon early im his career,‘in the 1840!'s. Baimnin's attitude
tovard Froudhon 1s somewhat equivocale Im his Confession to the Tsar, & du-
tious source for his true attitude, he called Proudhoa & utopian, although &
remsrkable intellect.g Bakunin had been influenced, to some extent, by the
scieatism of Marx amd he reproached Proudhon for mot hevizg adequately stu-
died scientific problems and for developing & metaphysical philosophy:lo
On the other head, Bakunin affirmed that, before Proudhon, all socialists
had developed ar authorisarian and abstract comception of the ideal post-re-
volﬁtionary society; Proudhom, for the first time, pleéced the onus for the
nature of the future society squarely oz the workers'! shoulders; the society
wes to be besed on free workers! associgtions réther tham subjected to arn
authoritarien state-n But Bekumin vas firstly ar activist rather thar a
theoreticiam; "it was Proudhon who provided Bakunir with the theories aad
concepts whick were essential to him iz his later creation of a species of
anarchist doctrine when this became neceseary for Bakumim im his duel with

12
Marx."

The many sides of Baknain's idees and actioms &re, hovever, Quite contra-

dictory. Om the ome haad, ais public promouncements &nd writings give evi-

3. M. Bakazin, Confession (Paris, 1932), pe 83

10. Je=L. Puech, op. cit., p. 24ba.

11. Dapiel Guérim, Xi Dieu ni ¥aftre (Paris, date unkmown), ppe 171-2.

12. Zugene Pysiur, The Doctrire of Amarchisc of Michael A. Baimmniz
(Milwaukee, 1955), Pp. 32.
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deace of an almost purely Proudhonist critique and aaBlysis of cepitalist
society and orgemizatioa of the ideal future society while, on the other
hand, his secret instructioas to his followers coacerning the formation amd
activities of comspiraiorial secret societies reveal a very differeat autho-
ritarien element. Also, his universelism and Gati-matiomalism conflicied
with his Pamslavism end his velient defence of the Fremch during the Framco-
Prussian war.

Bakunin was the revolutiomary agitator per excellence. The development

of a destructive revolution&éry mentelity was mich more importemt theér comstuc-

tive orgﬂnization.13 The revolutiomary imperative demended first the total
destruction of the old order before recomstruction could profitably be carried
oute "Fo carry out & radicel revolutiom, it is necessary to attack positioms
and things, to destroy property and the St&te."lh Although Bakumin, like
Proudhon, did claim that the workers! counter-organizatioas, the trade-umions,

"bear in themselves the living germs of the new social order which is to re-

place the dbourgeosis world,“15 these were secordadry im his world-view. The
distinction between Proudhorn amrd Baknnim is bedween the classes from which
they expected the revolution to originate; for Proudhon, thet class was the
indeperdent self-educated working class which woulld comsciously work in com=
cert to build the ideal society wkile, for Bakumin, it was the oppressed
peasénts and workers who néd notking to lose, & desperate instinctive revolt
to appropriate ome's owr ghare of the spoils of socieiy.

Primary ia Bakunin®s comceptior of the revolutiorn were the secret com-

13. Jemes Joll, The Amarchists (Lomdom, 196%), pe 11k

14. Daniel Guérinm, op. cit., p. 227.

15. Rudolf Bocker, Auarchosyndicalism (Imdore, Imdia, 1938), e T78.
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splretorial groups who would incite the masses to revolt through underhamded
means amd who would lead the revolution to a successful exd. Such groups
were to be characterized by urduesiiomning obediemce and strict orgaxi!.za’cion.]'6
Al]l meams were considered legitimete im imciting the revolutiom: terrorism,
perjury 8nd the use of criminals. The fleeting influence of the Russianm
terrorist, Nechaev, im 1868, had left its mark.

But Bakupin's ideas about these comspiratori’l groups were kmown oziy
by his closest followers; the mass of his -snpporters kney only of his anar-
chist and federalist ldeas as expressed through his articles and personal
discussion. The state and authority were regérded as beiag implicitly evil.17
Bakunin followed Proudhon in discussing the rale of religiom im legitimizing
and absolutizirg the imposition of rule through force.]'8 "If God exists,
méa is & slave; but mea should &nd can be free, thus God does not exi:n‘..”l9
The revolutiorn mst usher ia equality through the total destruction of all
positions of amthority. As opposed to the Jacobim cemtralists, he claimed,
"] detest commmism because it is the negation of literty and I caa conceivs
of mothing which is uman without libverty. I am mot a communist becaunse
commaism concentrates anddbsorbs all the capacities of society withia the
State while, &8s for me, I desire the &bolition ¢f the State. n20

Revolutiomery tactics mst be directed towards desiroying the faitk of

the people in authoriiy. To that end, Bakunin supported the use of sirikee

es a means of affirming the class siruggle 2nd &s a propageazda tectic rather

’

10. Eugene ?YZiur, OE- cito, pu 9}‘103.

17. I. L. Sorowitz, The Amarceists (New York, 136%), p. 127.

18. Deniel Guérin, 0p. cil., DPpe 2552,
13. Idid., e 275

20. Daniel Guériz, L'Azarchisze (Faris, 1565), p. 26.
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than &8 ends-im~themselves as the symdicalists were to do later‘- Ee claimed;
UStrikes are valuable because they destroy ia the mimds of the now exploited
and enslaved masses of people the belief in the possibility of aay compromises
or desls with the ememy; they destroy at the roots that which is called
bourgeois Socialism, thus keepimg the people free from aay emtamglememts in
the politicel and ecomomic combinatioms of the propertied classes."al Libera-
tion depeads om the wilful actiom of the workers resther than on "socialist
sciextigts and professors"22 who, like Marx, the "socialist Bismarck", still
believed im the "eult of the state."23

4s opposed to larx, Bakunim "wanted the orgemization of society amd col-
lective or social property from the bottom up by free &ssociation &nd mot
from the top dowa by amy tgpe of authority."zl" Instead of a dictatorehiv of
the proletariat, Bakumia affirmed the meed for & radicéily decentralized or-
gamization: "Each imdividnal, each assoclation, each communme, ea&ch provimce,
each regiorn and each natioa heve the apvsolute right to dispose of themselves,
to essociate or not to éssociste, to ally with vhomsoever they wish, to bresak
alliances without reg8rd either for sn..celled historical rights or for the
coavenience of neighbburs."25 Organization must be related to work patterms
rather then to the state autbority siructure: "ILabour is the sole source of
all values, utilities and wealth in gesmeral; man, who is primérily & social

2l. G. P. ¥Bxinoff, Tre Poiitical Philosophy of Baimnin (Glencoe, Il-
1imois, 1953), p. 384

22. L. I. Krimerméa and L. Perry, Patierzs of Amarchy (Few York, 19%6£),
oe 7.

230 Ibido, P Sllv.

24, Georges Leframnc, FEistoire des dccirimes sociales dazs 1'Zurope
comtemporaine (Paris, 1960), De 11l.

25. Daniel Guérim, Ni Dieu =i Meftre, ps 197.
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being, mst work in order to live."

The unitary mational sfates are artificial creatioms of military poien~
tates and must disappedr with the revolution. "The state....is the most fla~-
grant megation, the most cymical amd complete negation of mmanity. nel Baky-
=in's Panslavism did mot imply the erection of new natiom-states btut libera-
tion from the Germsam, Austriax amd Bussiam autocracies on the basis of a
commimal Gecentralization. "The state, however popular it may be im form,

28 But, like

will alweys be an imstitution of dominatiom end exploitation.”
Marx, he believed thet individusl and group ownership of property must dis-
solve into commmual comtrol. The emarchists im the First International called
themselves "collectiviste", implying communel imdepeadence, 2s opposed to the
Marxist and Jecolis statist ”com::.'u.nisi;s",29 Agsociations of workers would
direct all industries while strictly limited elected officials would a&dminis-
ter conmnunal imstitutions.

Unlike Marx, Bakunim believed in the revolutiorary potential of the peaw
sénts. Revolution does mRot depend om the level of industrializationn out, &8
Proudhoz h8d claimed, or the extext of comsciousness of the ided of the future
society in the minds of the peasants axd workars.sl But Bakunin was also in~

fluenced by Marx amd claimed to ve & mBteriel determinisi: the masses would

revolt only whem they became comscious that their Interests lay iz exprooria-

26. I. L. Borowitz, op. cit., De 137.
27. G. P. Meximoff, op. cit., Pe 138.
28. Zugems Pyziur, op. cite., p. 66.
29. Idid., p. Bl.

0. Ibid., p. G4

3. Ibid., ppe S4=Te
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ting the property of the ‘oourgeoi‘sie.32 The revolution is imevitable and
will break out when privete and public goverhments become totally bankrupt-33
But here, Bakunim attempted {0 resolve two rmmtuelly imcompatible systems, the
idealism of Proudhon where manls. coaflicting ideas are the motive Torce of his~
tory and the historical materialism of Marx where mam's future felicity is iz
evitable because of determimist economic laws. Bakunin Gexied man's free \villju
but this assertion im incompatible with his comception of the revolutiom 2ad

the future free society where maa would act freely to brimg to reality the

ideas in his mind of an ideal sécia.l order. By the logic of the type of re-
volutiom which he expected and the mature of Immen relatiomns in the future

ideal society, Bekunin could mot claim to be a determinist. EHe sald, "The
literty of each person is not realiz2ble except in the equelity of all. Tke
realizetion of liverty im equelity of rights and situation is mi.ce."35
Value-laden terms suck as liberty aad justice depend on &n individual movael
acceptance of absolute primciples; they have m¢ place ia & value-free defere
minist world~view. Bakunrin also said, "To m&ke men more moral, it is meces-
sary to meke their social emviroament morél....by assuring the triumph of jus-
tice, thet is, the complete liberty of everyone im the most perfect equality

for all."- Marx took great care not to use such terms because ke claimed

his analysis to be sciemiific.

Bakunint's great cortributlon to Burcpean anarchisn was not om the theow

32. Ge P. Maximoff, OE. cite, Po 303.
33 Ibvid., Dpps 37H=5.
3)"'. Ibid., pl 114»8-

35. Demiel Guérim, Fi Diem mi Haltre, p. 203.

3€. G. P. Maximoff, op. cite, Ds 155.
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retical but om the comcrete levele He was able to impart the central themes
of Proudhonr iz a simplified form to thousamds of militent work®rs, intellec-
tusls and peasduis. He was & truly ﬁopean figure as he influenced the aew
&parchist movement iz Bussia, &s he helped form the Peaslavic movemeant &nd as
he contributed to or irstigated the revolutionmiry exérchist movements im
Switgerlsand, Itely, Spain ard Frénce. Because of his widewranging experieaces
ead contects, he became the unofficial leader of those Iamternationelists who
opposed Marx's 2ttempt to impose & rigid doctrime &nd unity on the movemeat.

The Internatlional geined in popularity im Fraace as foreign support wes
given to Fremch strikers in 1856; this led to the rise of & more revolutio-
zary mentality tham that of the Mutualists. Led by Eugéne Varlim, the
French secretary of the Imtern@tionasl, memy French wirkers developed the
same 8ttitude towerd the utility of strikes as Bakusin., Iz the Internatiomsl
Congress at Leuseane im 1867, Mutuelism was already a decliming force as Pro=
letarian practice had bypessed it.e It was claimed that Motuslism, within the
contemporary order, would develov &n imtermediary cléss betweem the bourgeoi-
sie aad the poorest workers tut could, im no way, lead to fundamental change.
Calling themselves "collectivists", these new revolutionsries called for & na~
tionel tank as & source of free credit amd collective owmership of property;
they rejected the i:hérit&nce of property. "Possession" of land &nd the
means of production would replace owmership. But umlike Proudhom, the col-
lectivists now called for the progressive use of the strikee

Opposed to the collectivists were the English tradewuniomisis, the Ger-
man communists, the Blamquists amnd parts of the other matiomBl groups, &ll
of whom believed imn the meed for 8 strong state. Marx came to imfluence this
wing and attempted to use the statists, especially the Germems, to impose

his own doctrine on the Intermatiomgl. The collectivists, however, desited o
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federelist Ixternationsl im which each section would be imdepemdent in metters
of ideology; the amarchist revolution moreover implied the negation of the
state ratlier thern its use im carryirg through the revolution.

The contradiction im the Imtermatiomal came into the open during the
Fraaco-Prussien war as Marx hoped for & Prussiar victory to chastise the
French for their recalcitrance to his blandishments while Bakunir attempted
to rally the French.

The yeers of 1870~71 in Fraunce are ren;arkable for the repid spread of
aparchist ideas. The sudden collépse of the Fremch armies before the Pruse
sian invador led to @ questlonning of the very na8ture of the state aad the
role of the 6lites, After the revolutior of September, 1870, and the imsti-
tution of the provisiomal governmenrt, many workers were not contenmt to trust
bourgeois politicians. The memories of 1830 and 1848 were still clear, The
workers could trust oalyg im themselves; they feared that the bourgeoisie
was orly too williimg to 8ccept dgfeat aad to retura to & peaceful situation.
The revolts of Lyoms and Marseilles, iz which Bakuninm participated, revealed
the spreed of amarchist ideas. Similar agit@iion broke out in Recnes, Lille,
Clermoat~Ferrand, Rouen, Strasbourg and Metz. Iz Lyoms, the municipel goverm
ment was abolished, taxBtioa was halted and the revolutioméries, calling them-
selves Mutualists, appealed for & umiom of federated commumes to siruggle
ageinst Pz'u.ss:’ua..37 Bakurin described the movement &8s a topular commzdl
reaction against the inactivity of the provisiozel goversmemt egeinst Prus-
sia; he claimed that the govermment fe2zred the workers' reaciioz to cépltu-

lation more than they feared the Pmssians.38 The bourgeoisie wonld prefer

37, Deniel Guérim, Ni Diew ai Maltre, p. 239.

38, Ibide, pe 236.
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Prussign dictatorship, as they had earlier accepted Louis Napoleom, to so-
cial revolutiox.

Baimrir ridiculed Gambetta's appeal for & rallyizg to & social republic
in which the bourgeoisie would respect the workers' aspiratioms while the pro-
letariat would respect property; the bourgeoisie were at fault for throwimg
Freace into the war aad mow the workers must take the situation into their
own hands. He called for & worker~peasant alliance in socisl revolution and
rational (1efence.39

As Bakunim claimed, if the Paris Commune had erupted in October rather
thaz in Merch, 1871, the social revolutiom would probably have succegded.

As it wes, the French authorities were able to suppress the regiomal revolts
before the fateful struggle im Paris., The Paris' vorkers seized the institue
tions of goverament whea ii seemed that the authorities were om the poimt of
disarming the Paris proletérian Natiomel Guard. Thiers pulled the troops
back to Versailles &nd the revolutiomaries were left im comtrd of the city.

The majority of the ideologically committed revolutiorary leaders were
Blanquists and Proudhonists and the actions of the Commme reflect both ele~
ments; the election of & mnicipal goverament to carry through the revolution
ard to lead the defence of the city gave evidence of the elitist Blamquist
prejudices while the &ppedl for decemtralizetion ehowed the Proudhoniet in~
fluence. The Commune Xamnifesto proclaimed, "The automomy of the Commure will
have for its limts omly the edual automormy of 811 the other commimes adhering
to the contract; these associetions must &ssure the unity of Fre-nce."ko But

by crecting @ new elected elite, the Parisiang were giving the task of pushing

3. Ibid., p. 242

40. E. S..Hascr., Tne Paris Commme (New Yok, 19%0), pe 257.
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tarough the revolutior to & new state power; Bakunir cleimeé thet the Com~
mure failed, im psrt, bec2use it did mot depend or the spontemecus organi-
2ing capacity of the workers, on the developmert of mtuelist ties between
free workers! associations.b'l Certain Proudhoriste suggested tzat the ino-
verative factories be organized on mtualist lines btut, bec2use of the meture
of the authority structure, the people never 84 the opportumity of doing so.
Both Emgels and Bekumim criticized the Communards &nd, specificslly, the
Proudhoaist, Beslay, who w&s im charge of economic policy, for aot &pprovrie-
tinz the funds of the Bank of Framce for use im the struggle against the
provisional ,gmrermnen'c.l*2 Engels attributed this failure to the Proudhonmist
desire to use the Bank as & source of free credit.

ifter the defeat of the Commne, many Commnatds stresmed to London amd
Switzerlamd; +to Gemeva came méay future socialist leaders such as the Reclus
brothers, Beslay, #aloa, Brousse eand Guesde. They became imvolved in the re~
mArkable amarchist Jure Federation in Romende Switzerland whick wes to be of
great imporiasace to the French movement during the repressive years followiag
tce Commne.

The Jure Mounteims regiomn thrived meinly from watch-meking and the raie
ging of livestock. Craft production was carried on in the home. The early
workers! movement had developed under the leadership of Pierre Coulléry, &
social democret. A more eamerchist memtality developed witk growing oppositiom
to electoral politics azd with participation im the First Iztermztiopsl. The

Joresgigns care imto comtact with Bakunin im 1867 ead this siremgthezed their

Y1, Daniel Guérin, Ni Dieu ni Maltre, p. 254.

42, E. S. Yasor, op. cite, DPe 257; L. S. Feuer, ¥arx Zac Ingels

(Garden City, Ne Y., 1559), P. 358.
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aparchist teamdency; they became increasingly aliemated from the social demoe
créts who exercised their siromgest infiuemce in Gemeva. In 1868, the Juras-
glang seceded from the Romande Federation séciiom of the Imtermationel. .'rne
strugsle i the Romande Federation was a prologue to the quarrel betweez the
Marzists and the Bakunimists im the whole Intermatiomale In 1870, the Juras-
siap Federation was formed 'and:er the leadership of Bamh, £1isée Reclus

sad Jemes Guilleume. Their jourmels, 1'£z8lité end, later, La Soliderité,
were significant in spreading amarchist propagsade end orgenizetion news in &
period of harsh repression im the other states, France, Italy and Speir, where
angrchism ves stromg. In 1870, the Jura Federstiom urged & mationel revolu~
tion in Framce to rise up ard drive out the Prussian invador.

In the 1870's, the Jura Federation developed am ideology which amticipe~
ted that of the later amarchist and syamdicalist movements im Framce. The
most sigmificant imtellectusl im the movement was Jemes Guilleume, & former
teacher, who devoted &1l his emergy to the workers'! movemeat; he hed himself
beer involved inm initiatiig the cooperative movement im the Jura region. He
studied the works of Proudhor inte::t.tsivelyu3 and learxed from Bakumim the reed
to devote omeselfl to collective actiome Liberation could omly come through
zess action rather tha edmimistrative fiat.

It is impossible to determine from where the idea of the general strike
first origineted. This idea probably crystaellized im the mimds of the wor-
kers who participated im more limited striies amd sought a means of méking
the strike & nore efficacious we!xlpon.)"5 I+t was introduced as the nltimete,

h}. C. Thomexm, Le Mouvemert Amarchiste dans les Montagmes zeuchite-
loises ot le Jura bermois (1A ChBuxX-de-Fomds, Switgeriand, 19%7), Pe 20E.

44, Damiel Gu€rim, XNi Diew zi Maitre, pp. 255~%00.

L5, Alexaadre Zévass, Le Symdicslisme Contemporzime (Peris, 1911),
pp. 345-6. Zévads claims th2t the first memtion of the gemerai strike oc-
curred anomg the Emglish trads-uniomists im the 18%0's.
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although relatively pacific, wveapor im the hands of the workers at the Inter-
rationel Congress of 1873. Bakunim accepted the ides as he would any actiom
directed afainst authority but, like Marx, held the destructive violert revo-
lution to be mecesséry before the amew ;aocial order could be constructed.
Guilleume, however, regarded it otherwise; he claimed that the workers must
"attempt ome day the generel strike, the omly truly efficacious strike, to
realize the total emamcipation of work. ult6 The organizetion of the general
s¥rike would be im the hands of the workers! associations tased or the work-
shop. The future commmree would be besed on & urion of workers! associatioms,
each wholly inrdepeadent but &ssociated through nnrl:u:ra.li‘l:;r.l+7
The Federatiomn suggested an orgénizdtion which wes very similar to the
later CGTs Trades would be organized om regional and mationsl bases while the

Commune de Travail would be a federetior of local umiors. The CGT was com-

posed of unions whick belonged to both their matioma]l trade federdtloms &nd

the locel Bourse du Travaile The commure would be cherged with providing

educatior, &pprenticeship programs and locel services. Also the commuzues
would federate on regiomsl &md nationsl 'ba,ses,1¥8 while the state would no
longer have & raison d'€tre. Thus, the Federatiom was characterized prima-
rily by an uncompronmizing independemce ard Sppositiom to 811 authority: M"The
sutonomy of the group is the natural starting poimt of all vorkers! associe-
tions; the Federatiomn must be the product of the action of automomouns groups

1

to be real and vibrant.®

46. James Guillaume, L!Internationale, Tocuments et Souvenirs (Paris,
1%5-10), Ll» 701, Yol. 3, Pe llg:

47. Daniel Suéria, Ni Diew ai Mafire, p. 303.

}'I'st C. ﬁomm, OPe Cito, Pe 222-

49, Ibid.



The Jurs Federation agiteted agairst electoral actior and urged that
workers gpoil their ballots by writimg "ILa Commune" on them.so Anti-patrio-
tism and enti-militarism were 2lsc freduert themes. Although the Jura Federa-
éion had developed @ strong cooperative movement, maay fesred that this would
lead to & cooling of the revolutiomsry ardour and to bourgeocis atiitudes.
Guillaume claimedy "What must be condemmed....is the temdemcy of those who
propose cooperétives to {he proletariat as a means of emancipatiom or, evem
more, as the sole meams of emamcipatioas. Cooperation actually camnrot radi-
cally trensform societyﬂsl Like Bakumim, the Federetion declared itself to
be collectivist; private property would be abolished &nd savings would re-
vert to the commume after death.52 |

The Jura Federatiom was Bakunin's strongest ally im his struggle egeiast
Marx amd the General Coumcil of the Intermatiomeél. Merx hed succeeded inm do-
minating this Council which resided permszeatly im Londor and he used it %o
oppose any imitiatives whick might chellemge his doctrisel authority. Im 1868,
the Council comdemmed Baikunin's h’cernatioial Socisl-Democratic Alliaace
whose purpose was to train Ppropageadists, apostles and fimally organizars“53
as elite shock troops for the revolutiom. Baxunia submitted tut determined
to chellenge Marx om 22 importamt issue to break his domimatiom. At the
1863 Basel Comgress, he attécked mot only the ceatralized orgamiz8tion imt

also demanded that the Intermationsl promcumce uzequivocably against propertiy,

500 Ibido, TDe 165-8-

I%id., Ps 12S.

52, Ibide, P 206

53. James Joll, ops cit., pe 101.
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e issue vwhich Marx did mot wish to put before the Comgress. But Bakuain
wor his point with the support of kis southern Buropesr supporters. The
struggle continued im 1870-71 with the antagomists supportimg opposite sides
Iz the Franco-Prussién wer.

Marx realized that he could not control am Internationgl Comgress; even
the Englisk trede-unionists abandoned him for his defemce of the revolutiosmary
Commue. He thus celled & hasty Confererce in Lonmdon im September, 1871,
vhich was dominated by his own supporters from the General Ccuncil.5h The
few ararchists attemding were igmorede BRecogritiom of the Jura Federetion
wag rejectede

Marx celled the next Congress at the Eagus om September 2, 1872; he
chose & northern site to maxe more difficult the attemdamce of Bakunin's
southera Europear supporters. Marx's menipnlations were agaim-successful;
Freanch Blarquist exiles were recogaized &8s the Fremch -deleghtes Decause they
were fevourable to Marx while Bakunizn amd Guillaume were expelled from the
Internationel. Itely even refused to attend and called its own International
congress at St. imier for aati-suthoritariaa socialists on 'September 15. The
the Hague Congress dissolved itself after relocating the Gemeral Council in
New YTork where Merx hoped to bury the Internatiorpal; he realized thet im a
democratic congress he wouid lose conirol.

The St. Imier Comgress, vhich v&s aitemded by Spanish, French, Italianm,
American and Jurassian dlegates, rejected all the resolutions of the the
Hague Congress. They also resolved against electoral politicel actiom, whick
Marx hed urged, and affirmed the progressive use of the strike. Above all,

they regerded themselves as the legitimste successors of the First Izterme~

54, Jemes Guiileume, 0v. cite, II, ©Tp. 193=i.
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tion8l; +the amarchists were heartened as &ll the neiional sectioms of the
Internetional except the German rejected the legitimacy of the asciicas &%
the nagae by early 1873.55

The Hew Yorx General Council called & congress ia Geneva in September,
1373, but even Marx regarded it as a total failure. On the other hend, ihe
liverterion Iaternmatiomal congress, also held in Geneva iz the same month,
was & great success as every western Zurope8n state except Germany was reore
aexﬁ:ed.56 The International voied to abolish the Gemeral Council. A motion
was mede ageiunst political action tut, consistent with the federalist prin-
ciples for vhich they had struggled, the delegates left this up to the ixdi-
vigual federations.ST The general sirike was suggested for the first time
as the vltimate revolutionary weapomr; it was judged to be & sizrificant

means ozly im the more industrisiized natioms. The Italiam amd Spanish de-

legates believed, like Bakumin, that violemt revolutionery action was zeces-

. SR 1
sary vo destroy the old order.?

The emarchist Imiernationsl contimued to hold congresses from 187Lw73

in Belgium or Switgerland. However, 2 lassitude eutered tie movement toward

the end of the decade; the Italiams abamdoned the movemeni, &s had Bakurin,

\0

claiminrg: M"This is no loager the time for ice2s tut for deeds and for acts. "’
From its earlier vitality, the Jure Federetion had decayed by the exd of the
decade as reformist socialisa made its inroads. Disillusiomed, Guilleame

55+~ Jean Maitrom, Eistoire du Mouvement Azarchiste ea Fraace, 183C-
1914 (Paris, 1995), P. ¥3.

5€. James Guillaume, ope. cite, III, pp. 105-12.
57. Jean Maitron, op. cite, pe 73.
55. James Guillaume, op. cit., III, p. 1lif.

59. Jean Maitroz, op- cite, De Tl
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moved to France &nd participated im the developing French anarchist movement;
significantly, he later regarded the CGT as the successor of the anarchist
wing of the International.

Before examining the spread of amarchist ideas in Frauce from the Ju-
rassiar base, we must discuss the importance of the second Russian aristo-
crat to revolutiorary amarchism irn Swiizerlamd end France: Peter Eropotkim.
As opposed to Bexunin, he was primarily aa iatellectual rather than an acti-
vist and he contributed much more sigrificamtly to ararchism as an ideology.

Kropotkin first became a socialist througe the reading of Proudb.on.60
dis devotion to Proudhon &s the first true amarchist is undoubted; - he
claimed, %I have beea reproaiched for bveimg the father of anarchism. This
is too great em horour. The father of amarchism is the immoriel Proudhon
who presented it for the first time in 18‘48.“61

Eropotkin entered the Jura Fedcration im 1872; he found himself total-
1y in accord with its ideds rzlher than those of the parlismeatar; socialists
hecauge of its strong egelitariaa and anti-smtheritarian che.r:acter.62 After
& pericd of activity iz Russie, he returmzd &s ax exile to Svwitzerlead to
take a leading role im the flagging Jurs Federation. 3Ie struggled egainst
the growing iide of political socizlism in the last years of the Firsi Interw
netionul &s dblegate from the Jura region. Ee also edited Le Revoltf, the
laét important snarchist Journal of the fedsration, in which he first deve-

63

loped his ideas for & larger audieancz.

’
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Starting from tke &xnarchist insistence oz commmel and syndical indepen-
dence and the supsrfluity of goverament, as urged by the Jura Federaiion, Kro-
potkin developed & philosopky of history vhose prime trait, as with Proudhon,
was the imcre2sing liverty amd justice for ell men. Socimiy temds wore and
more toward & state of cooperation rather than competition. From his owm ex~
periemnce of observing the primitive trites of Siberia, he coacluded that co-
cperation end =atual 2id are the matural social relations between men. Xro-
potkin chalienged the Social Darwinist comclusioms from the theory of evolu-
tion; ke concluded that the existence of 1ife depends on & mtual depeadence
between and within species instead of & struggle for survivel; +he "law of
mtaal &id ie the law of progz:ess."su With the ircreasizg productivity resul-
ting from improved irdustrizl end egricultursl methods, mea must search for a
more just form of organization of work &nd distritutlon of goods. Ee belleved

tat the growitk of industry implied & universelization of techniques &nd &
decentralization of orgaaizétion rathér thar specializetion and centrelizatioz,
thet each siate could provide most of its own industriel and agricultursl
necessities.

Like Proudhon; Kropotkin was harshly critical of the liberal economists
wbo, he claimed, exBmined only the functioning of the ecoromy and determixed
Manivers&l laws" whick justified the role and defended the interests of the
dominant class.se The lews of production were lmmortalized to prove thet the
mass of the popuiation must live pooz-ly.67 EKropotkin vigourously attacked

gt. L. I. Erimermen and L. Perry, op. cite, P. 233

65. Peter Kropotkiz, Fields, Pactories and Workstops (New York &zd
Lomdom, 1913), passia.

6. Peter Zrcpotkiz, The Conquest of Bread (Londom, 190€), p. 246.
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the grim prophecies of Malthus and their comtemporery proponents. Here, he
was truly an isnovetor because botk Proudhon and Marx had accepted ihe Mal-
thusian arguments comcerning the limited resources of the worid; Proudhon
believed that men had to reconcile himsell to & life of toil amnd scarciiy
and éemanded only & more egaiitarien distribution of the mesns of production
%o alleviate sufferimg; he urged also thet pareats willingly limit the sise
of their families for the common good. Witk a wealth of sciemtific proofs of
the possibilities of sciemce and iadustry ito create a 1ife of plemty for &ll,
Eropotkin demoxstrated the fellaciousness of the M2lthuslan 'ohesexs.68 He dis~
cussed the possibilities provided by intemsive agriculture and increased in-
dustriel production.

Kropotizia rejected the thesis that depressions were caused by over-pro-
ductior, &8s the ecoaomists claimed; the problem was one of under-consumption;
the workers were pa&id only part of their just wage amd thus were urable to buy
mapy of their mecessities. The competitioa for employment allowed the emplo-
yer to pay as little as possible: "The wealih of the weelthy springs from
the poverty of the poor.” 69 If production were geared to social nszed, to cor-
sumption rather them profit, there would e 20 unemployment or z::‘.‘.sery.?O

The ecomomists @lso lBucded the increasing specialization cf different
couniries amd the interdepeadence between imdnsirizlized soclieties and the
producers of reéw materials. Siace Adam Szmith, ecoromists had celebrated the
increasing speclialization end divisiorn of ladour in modern industry because
this led to increased production. PBut Kropotkia condeuned the brutalizing of

68. Peier Kropotkim, TFields, tories sad Workshops, passim; The
Conquest of Bread, passic.

€9. Ibid., Pe 57-
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nman who becomes little more then & machine; extreme division of labour serves
only the interests of the dominant class because it renders imposgihle all
intelligeat indivicdual action from the worker. Kropotkin urged instead the
universalization of imdestry amd & social orgemization in vhich man does Dotk
tadustriel aand agricultursl vork aud partlcipates iz cultursl endeavours. t
Political economy must become a progressive &nd &pplied sciemce; it "mst
study the means of best satisfying the present and future needs with the least
expenditure of energy (with econmomy) and with tke best resulis for mankind
altogether."” [

The imstitution in the worst situation to realize appropriate action in
industry or the commine is the central goverameszt. Thus, if{ is destined %o
disappear. "The terdercy of the humea race is to reduce Government interfe-
rence to zero; In fact, to &bolisk the state, the personification of imjus-
tice, oppression aad nwz:opoly-"73 The state destroyed the medievel commisal
societies by emclosure acts and by the spread of cemtral jurisdiction. Irdi-
vidual wealth can only accumulete through the active support of the state; the
isstitution of property itself would te impossidie without the state.-{h

Goverament also, by its very nature, is counter-revolutiomery; the iz-
stitution of & goverament im 2 revolutionary situation crystallizes progress

-

at that point after vhich future progress is resisted.‘) The Commime failed

because iis first step was the election of & govermment which guickly became

Tl. George ¥Woodcock amd Iven Avalkumovié, The hmarchist Primce (Iozdon,
1350), p. 326.
72. Peter Eropotkim, Modern Scieace and Anarchism (Londor, 1912), - 3.
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ineffective because of its &lienation from the people.76 The anarchigt re-

volution must take @nother approach: "We must throw ourselves, body amd soul,
into tke sociel Revolution; to that end, eny govermmeat, whatever iis nature,
is an obstacle which we must render impotert; we must also control the ambi-
tious who wish to impose themselves to govern our destinies. ZEaocugh govern-
ments, give wey to the people, to :a.na.:cclr.u’mm1"77

The moral sentiments of mam ca@n develop orly with the solidarity of the
functionel and comma®l groups. Kropotkin regarded the collectivist form of
property-holding &8 sugsested by Bakunin &s only & iramsitory stage; property
mst eveatually revert to society rather tham to the involved workers who,
however, would still stay im control. Kropotikin called himself am "emarchist
comminist" to distimguish himeelf from the "collectivism" of Baknnin although
the difference is not very significant]g Another reasom was that the Mer-
xists had appropriated the term "collectivism" and Kropokkin wished to disso-
ciate himself from the statists.

The first act of the revolutionaries must be the expropriation of land
and the meens of production because these are the commor inheritance of humi~
nity and not of & limited class. The resultant peralysis of goverameat end
the ocld élites would necessiiate ax awekening of the human intelligence; the
people would be forced to search new and better wdys {o fulfil humsn needs.
This implies "a revolutios in the minds of men, more than in their lmstitu-
tions-"79 Throws om their owa rescarces, the pecple or the lccel level weuld

spontanecusly orgamize ihe necessary mutual agresments beiween rroducers.

76. Daniel Guérim, Ki Dieu ai Meftre, pp. 3£8-9.
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"The independence of etch small territorial unii becomes a pressimg need;
mitusl &greement replaces law, and everywhere regulates individnal interests
in view of & common objec‘b-“so The nature of the industrial society would
8411l imply the necessity of siromg ties between commumes.

In his ideas about achieving the social revolution, Eropotkin initially
accepted the Bakuninist legacy; he claimed that préacticel amarchism implied
"permanent revolt by word of mouth, in writing, by the dagger, the rifle, dy-
namite....Everything is good for us that falls ouiside legality. w8l leter,
he tempered his prescriptiozs significantly after the vioclent activities of
such anarchists as Ravachol. Revolutlon is am act of the mAsses but is insti~
geted by enlightered minorities. The duty of the coascious workers is to in-
spire the masses by "propegamde by the deed". The anarchist must act Yim or-
der to xeep the spirit alive, to propazete 8rd find expressiom for dlssatis-
faction, to excite hzatred against exploiters, to ridicule the governmment &nd
expose its wezkmegses &and above &ll, by actusl ex2mples, to aweken courage
and fan the spirit of revolt."82 48 vwith Baimnin, these activigis mst never
taxe actual power but must act surreptitiously behind the scemes to keep the
revolution direcied towerd fundemental goals.

The workers' associations mst be the orgarizetioral bases of the revo-
lutiomn as vell as of the future society. Kropotkiz hailed the development of
French syndicalism as amarchism iz préctice from 1ts natural industrial bese:

"Syndicalism is the industrial menifestation of &marchiem. Azarchisam itself

g0. Ibid., . 40.
8l. Jean Maitror, op. cit., p. 77.

g2. George Woodeccck and Iver Avakumovié, oD. cit., p. 30.
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is & doctrice tkat teaches the necessity of & society without ,gmre:rnment."83
Eropotikin was the most sigrificant living inflﬁence on the small anar-
chist circles in Framce im the 1880's. These groups were composed mdimly of
self-educeted workers and & minority of bourgeois intellectuals amd students.
Using eny useful pretext to spresd agitation among the workers, their smell
number does not i:dZcate their relative inﬂuence.gu The anarchisis "used
primarily orel Trop2gEacs, Irom worker to worker, which ves easy emong the un-
fortunate wko ipfi8med edCh other by the sight of their common misery;e....
simple angé violemt Trochures which cost one or two cents were sold in the
workshops: &li te2ching the natred of comtemporary society &rnd the necessity

g
for revointion.® ~ ¥ith regerd to politics, their attitude was "abstentionm,

w6 The anarchists were alweys

while using the electoral petiod to agiiate.
active in the symdicats but, as "true believers", their first loyelty was
usuelly to the emezrerist secise. Frém the first, the &narchists fought the
Guesdist comtrol of tke symdicelist movememt; they seceded from the movement
in 1881 after disegreement over political actiom. They commended & great deal
of respect from tze workers who admired the disinterestedmess of the enar-
chists &8s contrasied with the political socialists who, many believed, were

concerned prizerily with their own céreers.

The znarckists were subject to constant police surveillance and infiltre-

83- e I. Lrizerméz and L. Pen‘y, ODe cito, P 38.

g4, Jean ¥2itrom, op. cit., p. 124, laitron estimetes that, inm 1894,
there were a2pproxizately 1000 active militemts, mostly in the Seire, Eh2ne,
end Loire velleys, 1500 sympathizers who regulaerly bought amerchist journals
and 100,000 v=o wozié imdicate a certair sympathy for amarcrism.
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tion and their publications and activities were often suppressed. During a
weve of strikes &nd violence in Lyons imn 1882, Kropotkim himself was &rres-
ted with many other &rparchists although he wes completely immocemt of the
charge of having imnstigated these actions.a7 Influenced by the Bussian angr-
chist activities, includinrg the assassination of the Tsar im 1881, the Fremch
anarchists started similar ectivities in the 1880's; these came to full flo-
wer during the bombings &ad &ssaspinations of the early 1890's.

It wes through the actions of mem like Revachol, Veiliant and Emiie Heary
that amarchism became most widely kmown and tnat the popular image developed
of the ascrchist as "a slinking figure with his hat pulled over his eyes and
& smokimg bomb ir his pocke.t."88 Proudhon nhad &lreedy wermed of the probable
development of such & form of "private justice". Such mem usually came4from
desperately poor circumstances end seldom found constant employment. Although
usuglly unknown in the anarchist circles, they were well aware of the anar-
ckhist critique of boprgeois society and explazatiom of its mitaerie:;.89 They
became convinced that only througk & great destructive action could tkey con-
tribute to the furthering of the social revolution. Vaillant claimed &% his
trial, "The explosion of my bomb ig mot only the cry of the rebel Vaillent,
tut also that of & class which demands its rights and which will sooxn cambine
action with words."go

Certein eamarchisis had suggested the use of bombing attacks on imstitue

tions of suthority during the 1880's but terrorism wes no lomger urged after

g7. George Woodcock, Ivan Avalumovié, ope cit., D 185.

8%8. dJemes Joll, ODe cit., Do ics8.

89. Jean Meitrom, op. cit., Dpe 522+7; =~———, ZBavechol et les
Anarchistes (Paris, 1964), Dp- Y2=3.

0. G. Guillemizeult &ad A. ¥2hé, Lifpopée de 18 Zévolte ,(Peris, 1963),
Pe 285.
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18687 Hoever, only between 1891~3% did such activities become widespread;
even the President of the Republic was asgdssimated. It is a sti‘oﬁg commer-
tary oa the situatlon of the working class with relatiom to the rest of so-
ciety that "the amarchist attacks, while condemmed by the socizlist leaders,
found & much more indnlgent eppreciation among the workers."92 Ravechol amd
Henry became minor folk heroes amomg the relvoluti'omary workers ard popular
songs celebrated tneir exploiis.

The infamous lois scélérates were passed ir response to these &ttacks

and mény socislist and anarchist journals amd orgamizetions were suppressed.
The courts attempted to implicate amarchist propagendists such as Grave ard
Sebastien Faure with instigeting bombings amd thefts but were u:szsuccessf~.11.93
These repres#ions led ;‘.o a total re-eppraisel of what actions were le-
gitimate under the rubric of "propegerda by the deed". Jeaa Grave, the edi-
tor of Le Revolté after it was removed to Peris, had led & critique ageinst
dubious tactics since the 1880's. Certain anerchists had Justified systema-
tic theft because the inequality of property wes cordemned &8 tmjust; proper-

ok

ty, accordirg to Proudhon, wes the imcarma8tiom of theft. Grave condemned
theft veceuse it comnflicted witk the eupelor morality demaanded for the future
 sceiety; he said, "Under the colour of attacking Property, certain people

nave defended theft; others propose free love and have ccme to defend the

most absurd fantasies which they would mot hesitate to condem as debsucuery

91, Jean Mzitrom, Histoire &u kouvement Amercniste em Framce, 1830-

1914, p. 2L5.

2. Georges ¥eill, op. cit., p. 285.

¢3. Jeam Mazitron, Histoire du Mouvemeni Amerchiste em Fraace, 1380-
lo‘lhr Pe 235'

. 7 o e
3k, Jean Grave, Le Mouvement Liberteire sous le Troigiéme Rérublique
(Paris, 1930), P 62.
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and crime if comnitied by the bourgeoisie; the most outrageous &re those who
make wkr ageinst primciples—-emother absolute, they say, and claim 'I ridi-
cule prizciples @nd do »ot accept them; to imstigate the Revolutiom, ell meérs
are good; we must not allow ourselves to be stopped by untimely scmples.”‘95
kany amerchists &lso developed & culte du moi amd totelly rejected all sociel
bonds which limited individuasl liberty. Grave realized thet meny of the

mouch&rds were agents provocéteurs sent by the police to demoralize the moves

ment by dirécting i;c toward mindless whims.% The advantage, to the police,
of the amerchists turaimg to theft or counterfeiting was that these were more
readily indicteble crimes then the spreadinmg of propagenda or agitation.97
Grave urged thet the oily legitimete formes of "propegande by the deed"
were those directed towsrd deve]:oping a revolutionary mentalitytpmong the
vorkers for the eventual exercise of the general sifike weepon. Like Prou-
dhon, Gréve aand other anarchists condemmed the limited etrike as a purely
refornist acmerevolutionary wepon: "A strike is either a revolt or a decep~
tion "R 4 genuine revolution "cam oxly succeed by the work of men freed
froz all servitude, stromgly imbued witk idess of independence, comscious of
their power and konowing, themselves, how to agitate."99 Violence omrly be-
comes Recesséry @geiuast the counter-~revolutionaries wno attempt to suppress

the gererel strike. "But if amarchism does nmot reject violemce, simce it is

95, Jean Grave, L& Socisté lourante et 1limarchie (Paris, 1893), p. 2lk.

c6. Jeen Grave, Le Mouvement Liberteire sous l& Troisilme République
P. 182.

7. Ibid., p. 132.

98. Jesn Maitron, Histoire du Mouvement Anarchiste en France, 1580-
1¢1%, . 1u6.

¢9. Jean Creve, L'Amarchie, Som But~-Ses Moyems (Faris, 1324%), p. 202.
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showz {0 be necesséry for liberatiom, the anarchist does not make & system
of it.”mo The anarchist examples of "propegemde by the deed” had great im-
fluence among the workers; with regard to the strugsle for the eight-hour
day, "it vas the anarchist propegenda of the deed that woke them to recognie
tion of wrat they wanted and the necessity of fighting for 1’5-"101

However, the anarchists were &s influential in "propazsmde by the word"
as in'propagenda by the deed". Durirg the last decades of the nimeteenth
century, the emarchists developed & synthesis of the ideas of their predeces-
sors: Proudhon, Kropotkin, Bakunin and the amarchist Internatiomal, uaiting
ideas and action into an ideology whickh was to serve the syndicalist move-
pent. Such intellectuals 8¢ Guillaume, Louise Mickel, misée Heclts, Jean
Grave amd Emile Pouget had a stroag inflﬁence amorg the workere througn their
Jjournals amd DOOKS.

As with Proudhon aazd his successors, electoral politics was rejected
because it implied & recogritior of the legitimscy of the stete and adepte-
tiom to Dourgeois euthoritarian inetitutions. Reclus claimed, '"To vote is
to abdicate....or rather, the representative submits to the will of the vadter
~-..those who have aelegated Lim a2re no lorger free."102 Following FProudhon
and Kropotkin, the state was condemmned for maxing possible the imstitutiom of
properiy and, comcomitantly, the increasing imequality in situatiorn between
men. The siste was not neutral; its most important fumction wes the defence

of privilege as revealed by police and military suppression cf strikes. The

100. Ibid., Pe 130-
1010 I. L. Eoroﬁtz, 220 cit-, P )-‘58.

102. Jesm ¥aitrom, EHistoire du Mouvemezi hnerchiste en Framce, 18%0-
15k, pp. 45T7-E
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anarchists developed & rigourous arti-militarist campeigm which was later
&ccepted as an integral element im the symdicalist ideology. Grave cleifsd,
"If you wish to rem2in mem, do nmot become |.=,c:1<'1ieire."m3 A8 with Proudhon,
the existence of a state army wae the most ostemsible proof thet 8ll autho-
rity rests on the exercise of coerciox or its possibility.

Because of the n&ture of the state, the workers could expect nothing
from authority. Grave opposed ellowing the steéte to intervene to fix sala-
ries; by doing this, he claimed, "Does one not recognize the right of the
state to exis‘c‘?"lo)4 Eclioing Proudhon's warning sbout entrusting oxels rate
to the authorities, ilie amarchists urged the workers to texe authority into
their own hends. Louise Michel claimed that anarchism would a2bolish tre evils
of authority: "If power renmders meén ferocioue, egotist amd cruel, serviiude
degrades; thus anarchism will be the ebolition of the horrible miseries un=-
der which the humén race hag elways groaned. w203 Ansrctism, as for Proudhoxn,
implied the deceatrglizatiom of authority and the abolition of inmequality;
from the natural bases of autkority, the place of work amd the community, the
irvolved individuels would be in complete comnirol of their destinies. The
central state must diseppeer. Guillaune said, "In & federal society, there
is %o Eﬁ“ﬂa or »o nationadl or territorial unity. There is cnly & federated
agglomeration of communes, an agglomeration that hee no other determizing

principle then the interests of the contraciing parties and whick comrsequeni~

106
ly has mo regerd for matiomal or territorial questions.” 4ll thet reseins

103. Jean Grave, La Société Mourenie et l'Amarckie, ps 170.

104. Georges Lefrasc, op. cit., De 3%

105. Daniel Guérim, ¥i Dieu ni Maftre, p. ll12.

106. Jean Maitron, Histoire du Mouvemesi Asarchiste en Framce, 1880~
1914, ». LE2n.
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is the solidarity of interests vetweem mem as fized in actuel ccatractual
agreements. The andrchists also continued to insist, as had Proudhom, oz
the need for &n enlightened selfueducated working class which must be able
to determine the means of best orgenizffig their work.lo?

The aparchisis accepted Kropotkin's aititude towerd property but the
distinction with that of Proudhoz, of equallity im property, wes not very sig-
nificant, Proudhon had still retained the idea of salaries based on the
amgunt of work &ccomplished while Kropotkis and the amarchist circles insis-
ted on the primecy of comsumption; work would be geared solely to the needs
of men rether then to the bourgeois ideas of proverly aad salaries. However,
tke principle of worker autogesbioz, of seif-administratiom by the associstion,
remained the ceniral idea. This was the form iz which the legacy of Proudhon
was passed on to the symndicelist zovement.

However, the question arises as t0 why the majority of the an&rchisis
did not iategrate into the syndiculist movement, especially after it grew
iato & vigourous movemert iz the 183C's. This movement was aatl-political,
anti-militarist and decentralist and & large sector was expliciily revolu-
tiomary. Im 13S4, certein amarchists claimed, "¥e must do everything %o

alienate ihe workers from the so-called socialisis vho today use the people

- -

108
to obtein 2 vosition and tomorrow will be magters;" however, the syndi-

calist movement e€iready rejected politicel action and interferemce Iz the

syundicats at that time. The Italian, Melatesta, argued thet the syxdicalisis

i07. cean Grave, Le Mcuvezmert Libertzire sous la Troisieze Républiaue,

1C3. Jeen Mpitron, Eistolre éa Mouvement Aparchiste en Fraxce, 1830-
191""1 p’ 251’




5

remgined reformists, concerzed only with material improvememts witkin the
legal limits of the bourgeois order and that the amérchists should remain
distinct while still spreséizg their idess among the syndicalists. 07 This
attitude reveels the coriimmed Infiuence of Bakuain's and Kropotkin's ideas;
the amarchist circles regarded itemselves &8s the revoiutiomary élite which
best realized the proper meezs 8nq exnds of revolution. Such undoubted truths
mist not be sullied 3u &8 siturtion of eduality with less comscious, often
misguided, workers tZe symdicats; for example, many syndicalists still
believed im politicel aciion.

Proudhon Lad also recogaized that ceriain worxers are more enlightened
then others Ttut he L2l alweys urged uwity, the developing of workers' &sso-
ciations in which the more advaanced workers would give leadershipe Proudhon
had never 8llowed his ideas {9 De regarded &s &a ideology which must be ap-
plied unquestionningly in all situatioms; the proper response to & situation
can only be mede by workers imvolved ir omgoing participetion im the place of
worke If the middle class would a8ccept the revolution&ry eads, they too
would be eccepted izto ihe associztions; the prime comsideration was the
need for total aliemation from the unjust bourgeois institutioms of absolute
property and parliaments.

However, & significaut mamber of anarchists did accept the syudicats as
the natural orgaaizatiozel bases of the revolution end the future scclety;
these men integrated inio ihe movemex} in the late 1830's &xd the 18%0's.

In the following chapter, iZe growth of azarchism om & mass basks rether thea

on & sect bpasis will De discusseds

109. Bemri Dunief, Le Symdicalisue 3évolatiommeire (Faris, 13£9),

DD. lgulo




Chapter 5: The Anarchists amd the Syndicalist Movement

Although the mumber of strongly committed anarchiste was mever signifi-
cant, their influemnce among the French working class was much greater thaa
their mumbers would imdicate. During the 1880's amd 1890's, the imstitution
of the amarchist trimardeursl developed. Usu2lly unemployed, these men tra-
velled around France in search of work &rd spreading their gospel. They re-
ported mews of local strikes and orgenizétions back to the amarchist journals
in Paris. These jourmels, im turn, were imstrumental ia developimg @ wider
class consciousaess among the whole French workimg class. Among the isolated
syadicats, the amarchists imbued & stromger revolutiomary memtality amd spread
current ideas about revolutionary actior. Such proselytizing wes very effica-
cious if strikes or other syndicalist activities were takimg place.z

One of the most effective of these propagandists was Tortelier, a former
gupporter of the Allemanist wing of the Possibilist party. By 188k, he hed
become &n active member of the Paris amBrchist circles. Durimg the 1830's,
he was engaged in popularizing the idek of the geseral strike at local strikes
throughout France.3 He also stremuously urged electoral absteation im confor-
mity with his amarchist views. The influence of the trimérdeurs such a&s Tor-
telier or Paul Delesalle im spreaddimg revolutiomary amarchist ideas amoag
the mescent synaicits camzot be under-rated. IA&ter, such mem were importéat
leaders of the CGT. ‘

The complememt to &ctive propagénd’ was the amarchist press. The most .

l. From the Fremch dialect word irimard: highway.

2. A. P. Sanborm, Paris aad the Social Revolutiom (Boston, 13905),
Dp. 40-1.

3. Georges Lefremc, Le Mouvement Syndicsl sous la Troisiéme République
(paris, 1967), bP- 4b.
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sigeificant @marchist jourmals vere Jean Grave's Le Revolté amd Emile Pou-
get's Pere Peisard while other more ephemeral pu‘blicationé also a.ppemmi.!+
Although Grave never urged that the amarchists joim the symdicats, he did cod-
sider the workers' organizetioms &s the matural terraia om vhich to spresad
libertarisa idess. Pouget, om the other hamd, while sharing Grave's suspi-
cion of the reformism and political activity of the FNS, rallied to the sya-
dicalist orgamizatioms im the 1890's. Pouget's great asset was an ability

to aproad'rovolntioury ideas expressed ia the working class vermwu.].ar.5
Often very violeat and outrageous ia his attacks oa capiﬁlﬁm and the state,
Pouget was &ble to traunsiate the workers' reseatments imto comcrete:terms
directed ageiast specific evj.ls. From the first, he urged, "If there is a
group ia which the amarchos (sic) shonld imvolve themselves, it is evideatly
the syadicalist chapter.“6 The role of the amarchists was to counter the
electoral mekhods of the socislists. Like Proudhom, Pouget &1lso nrged that
Upolitical equality is & ‘mystifyisg' dupery: capitklist amd proletariaa

are mot in fact equal. Also, democracy is the meaas of emervatlag the wor-

king class; it kills 811 will to actiom. The class ememy becomes the elec-
toral friead. The electoral groupimg is too heterogeeous and temporary &
basis for lomg-term action."T

Like the amarchists of the older gemeration, such as EKropotkia and

Guillaume, who had recogrized the symdicats, from the firei, as the zatural

h’- A. F. Salborl., OE. cito, Pe 680

5. Paul Delesalle in Daniel Cuérim, Xi Dieu ui Maltre (Paris, date
unimown), p. 425.

6. Georges Leframc, op. cit., p. 9l.

7. Robdert Goets-Girey, L& Pemsée symdicale fremcaise (paris, 19ug8),
p- .
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amarchist revolutiomary base,g Pouget urged the amarchists to espouse symdi-
calist activity in the 1890's. TFrom the first, the Allemamists &and amerchists

temded to be attracted to the Bourses du Travail ia preference to the FNS

vhich was too closely tied to the parties. The Bourses were apolitical amd
necessarily exciuded party rivalry. From this base, the libertariams could
‘attack the party affiliations of the member sgd.icats.g The Allemanists
gb&red,' more and more, the anarchists' distrust of electoral politics amd &lso

wished to free the symdicats from the parties. Ia 1892, the Fédération Natio-

a8l des Bourses du Travail was formed largely under Allemanist imstigation;

its avowed purpose wes to umdermine the political orieatation of the FNS by
counteracting the influemnce of the socialists.
The most iafluential syndicalist leader, Fermand Pelloutier, wes &ttrac-

ted to the new Federation des Bourses. Origiaaslly comnected with local Radi-

cals ia his mative St. Nazaire in the Loire valley, Pelloutisr became disil-
lusioned with politiciams im 1885 for mot implememtiag electoral promises.

His distrust wes sharpened after the shocking reveletiozs of corruptiom. He
became & socislist im 1889 through the readiag of Proudhon aad Marx. Im 1892,
he joined the Cuesdist party but he dp.plored the division of the socialist
parties. With his friemd, Aristide Briand, he attempted to urge the gemeral
strike as the mifyinz issue for both the mocialist 8ad symdicalist orgeni-
zations. They were successful with the FNS but were rejected by the Guesdists.
Through the gemeral strike coaflict, Pelloutier wes successful ia expellimg

the socialists from the symdicats. This led to the dissolutiom of the FES

8. James Joll, The Amarchists (Lomdom, 1964), p. 2L8.

9. J. Co Butler, Fernsad Pelloutier aad the Emergeace of the Freach
Syadicalist Movement, 1830-190b (Ohlo State Umiversity, 1960), Pp. 90-110.
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ard the developmemt of the independent CGT.

Pelloutier becams secretary of the Fédération des Bourses in 1895. From

this positiom, he exercised strong influemce on the whole syndicalist move-
ment. Pelloutier's critique of bourgeois society and his ideas coxcerniag
the workers' movement remarkably paralleled those of Proudhom. For Pelleutier,
"The basic cause of the socidl problem was the momopolization of welth by
the few. An equal distribution of property would elimimate all the ecomomic
111s of society, for theam the real value of & product would be equal to its
exchaage valuo."lo The wealthy profited from the socially productive work of
the proletariat; thus the power of the rich and their protectof, the stéte,
mset be overthrowm. Pelloutier shared the Proudhoaist (amd Marxist) view of
the state as the aliematior of individnal amd group power; similarily, he
urged that centraliged authority be abolished axd be replaced by associatio-
18l coatrol of production aad commumal services.

The vehicle of liberation was to be the workers' &sgociatiomns. Through
daily experience iz the place of work amd ia the symdical orgemizatioms, the
worker developed &a empirical umderstandimg of his situatioa amd, through his
reason, determined the ideal orgemizaiiom. Like Proudhor, Pelloutier es-
poused the empirical attitude of the worker rather tham the theoreticel con-
structions of the intellectusls im determinimg proper policy.u A morsle amd
an orgenigation develop through direct actiom by individugls iavolved iz &
specific place of work.

Like Proudhor, Pelloutier rejected ecoromic detsrminism: through self-

10. Ibid., P. 208.

11. TFeraaad Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses du Travadl (Paris, 1946),
Pe 155.
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edncition and am act of will, the workers mst rise above their situatiom.
The liberdarism society musti be siruggled for because it is morally desire-
&ble. "I{ was his faith ia men's ability to thimk s»d act independemtly of
his social eaviromment that geve moral fidbre to Pelloutier's socialism. "12
The new morale of the future develops im the workers' organizetioms re-
ther thaa from the parties. The gyndicats were "a mesns of habituating men
iz directing themselves aad of orgenigimg, im the face of stéte socialism, &
democratic league oppoted to &ll aunthoritariam admimistration amd &lso, &
neaxs of forming the germ of the workers' society withim capitelist aociety.”l3
Eere, the Proudhomist infiluemce igs clearly evidert; the workers mast develop
their owa counter-imstitutiozms aad methods free from but withia the capité-
1ist system. Pelloutier comsciously s&w himgelf im the libertariam tradifiom

of Proudhon azd Bakuaial'

@nd regerded the Bourses as the herslded "free as-
sociation of prodncera.“ls

Pelloutier agreed with Froudhoa that "amy &ctivity or doctrime, other
thaz econonmic mAtters, which was comtroversial &md capa&ble of dividimg the
vorkers'16 mst be excluded from the associations. The emarchist suspiciom
of amy suthority is expressed im his description of the symdicat: "4a asso-
ciation you are free to enter or ledve, without & presidemt, having as its

1
oaly officisls & secretary or & treksurer who &re imstamtly dismissible.” L

12. J. C. Batler, op. cit., p. 310.

13. Daaiel Halévy, ZEssais sur le Mouvememt ouvrier ez Fraace (Paris,
1901), p. 282.

1%. Per=a=d Pelloutier, op. cit., p. 262,
15. I‘bid', ?o 26)*0
160 J' CO Bntl‘r, Ego cit-' p. 2160

17. Janes Joll, 220 Cito, Do 1990
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The ecomomic &ssociatiomns rather then the political sects were the natn-
ral base for revoluiion; Pelloutier &greed with a report of the Fedération
des Bourses im 1893:

"We mst recogaige that the great mass of workers, umcomscious of

the future, has remiined refractory to the spirit of associttionm...

Many would have accepted associztior if this did mot imply joiminmg

some political party and accepting and defemding its theories....

It is tims ox the turely ecomomic level that we should mow &ttempt

to rally &1l the forces of the proletariat...®l8
The syadicat wks the aparchist base of struggle against the suthoritariam
ceatralists: "The syadicat is thus the revolutiomary ard libertarian orge~
aization which, 8lone, cam counterb2laace aad eventully destroy the harmfol
influence of the collectivist politicianey™? Pelloutier celled it the
Spracticel school of &marchism* .20

Tius, Pellountier was in tota; agreement with the sociglist traditiom
which "agreed with Proudhom that the social functioms could &sad should be li-
mited to the satisfaction of 811 humez needs, claiming thet the solsraisom
d'étre of the stete is the safe-gnerdimg of superfluous or comspiring politi-
c8l interests and that these should be replaced by the free associstions of
prodm:ers."al To that emd, the workers mat educate themselves for their fu-
fure role. Pelloutier claimed, "The revolutiomary mission of the emlightened
proletariat is to pursue zore methodically amd obstimately thar ever before

the work of moral, admimistrative &ad technical sdncation meceesary for the

18. Feraand Pelloutier, "La Fédération des Bourses du Travail; Ses
Comgres,” Les Mouvement Socialiste, Oct. 15, Nov. 1, 15, 1900, p. 485.

19. TPermand Pelloutier im Daniel Guériam, op. cit., p. 422.

20. R. Garmy, Histoire du Mouvement Syndical ex France (Paris, 1933),
Vol. 1, p. 27.

Zl. TFerm2ad Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses du Travail, p. 99.




visbility of a society of free men."az Education must not be aarrow ard 1i-
nited tut mst be directed to the developmeat of the inteersl mén. This
"integral education” must imclude the physical, imtellectusl and techmical
development of mea. The syadicalists claimed, "If the working clase wishes
to liberate itself, the first thing that it mst do is to regerd its igro-
rance as its worst emem;-"z3 The Proudhonist attitude is strongly evident im
Pelloutier's discussiom of the need for proletarisa indepemdence &rd self-
respect: the workers "attaim comsciousnese of their imtellectusl faculties
and their digmity, resolve to depend only on themselves for & conception of
social duty, to detest and throw off 21l a&lier suthority and finally to con-
Guer pekce and live free. ‘,Zh

Pelloutiér aad the amarchists were instrumeatal im the developmemt of

the Universités Populaires which developed &t the turm of the ceatury. These

were ofter connected with the local Baurses.zs Intellectusls were invited to
lecture on & whole range of topics~—philosbphical, literary amd techmical.
The basic raisor d!'€tre of the Universités was ®to work to mske the pecple
conscious; the day when &1l men are comscious, the social question will be
::e:solved....."26 The amarchist, Paul Robim, who was & leader in the develo-

ping of these schools, clalmed:

A gemuime intégral is at once theoreticiaz amnd practicism. He
unites the two quslities systematically separated by the officisl
routine whick maintaine, on the one side, priméry and professionsl
instruction &®d, oa the otker, secondery &ad hlgher instruction.

22. Ibid., p. 197.

23. Deamiel Halévy, op. cit., p. 18l.
2h. R. Germy, op. cit., p. 269

25. Damiel Ealévy, op. cit., p. 185

26. Ibid., pp. 180=l.
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He is the brain thet directs amd the hand thet executes. EHe
1s at ome and the same time artisan and savemt."2/
This expresses well the attempt at application of the Proudhonist idéo-
réaliste view of reality to the socisl situstiom of the workers. Man's
ideas aad his deily actiom cammot be divorced but comstitute a mtually re-
inforcing duslity. Comcrete &ttemptis by the worker to improve his urderstan=~

ding of the world heightems his comsciousness and politicsl maturity asd,

- therefore, radicalizes his actioms.

¥ithin the Bourses themselves, Pelloutier urged the developmert of 1li-
braries and courses om all subjects. To further the end of rendering the
vorlesr® more comscious of their importemce im the whole productive process ia
& factory and their role in the whole m2tiom@l ecomomy, he also pressed for

the imstitution of Musées du Trevail im the Bourse building. Tese would

illustrete the history &nd technique of v8rious productive prm:ess:u.28
Thus, the worker would learm his imtegral place im imdustry; "to the extent
that he becomes somscious of his value, he enobles work instead of debasing
it....] Delieve that, in educating ourselves to the greatest extemt, we will
const#ntly approach the ideal to which we are moving--the total liberation of
the individ:uzl."29

The workers' movement must delegate different functioms to the symdicats
&ad to the Bourses. Orgenized by trades, the syrdicats were the natural cells
of the workers' movement. They were to orgamize their own strikes amd their

own apprenticeship prcgrams. However, the denger of a syndicalist movement

organized oa the basis of trades wks that it wouid lead to & corporatist ra-

27. A. 7. Samborn, oOp. cite, DP. 33=4.

28. Fernand Pelloutier, EHistoire des Bourses du Travail, p. 199.

29. Ibid.
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ther than 2 class comsciousness, Lim_ited strikes by lome syndicais repre-
sented corporate egotism rather thaan & wider consciousaness. The peculiar
virtae of the Bourses wes that they would imspire a ®wlll to drown this cor-
porate egotism in intercorporative solidarity. n30 As Proudhon had claimed,
the workers could onmly liberate themselves theoush & total aliemstion from
bourgeois methods aad institutioms and from egotistic self-interest by uani-
ting around new methods a&nd imstitutions which would eventuglly lead to & ra-

dical restructuring of society. The mucleus of the workers! coumter-society

wes the Bourse du Traveil which would imtegrate locil symdicats. ®The impor-

tance of the Bourses du Travail gave the Fremach syadicalist orgeaiz®tiom its

originality; they permitted it to have & political indeperdeace which has
herdly aay foreign anllogy.“sl
In Pelloutier's world-view, the Bourses were the sole revolqtionary
force im France. To these "foyers of revolutionary imstructiom....he assimmed
the task of leading the workers out of the capitalist desert, across the sea

2
of revolution and imto the zew society."3

(aly the Bourses with their re-
sources and facilities could provide the services which the syndicats &nd fe-
derations had failed to develop. Under Pelloutier's leadership, the Fédére-

tion des Bourses imitiated amd developed & large mumber of valugble services

vhich contributed to the mentality of self-sufficient cuvrierisme. As the
counter-organization developed, the workers were less in need of the services

of the state. The syndicalist organizetions and services thms "constitute,

30. Georges Lefranc, op. cit., p. 57.
3. Ibid., p. 51.

320 Jo C- mtler, Opo cito, Pp.‘ ’306.7.



102

within the bourgeois state, & truly socialist, economic and an®rchist
s‘bate."33

These services included an employmeat agency, unemployment aid, the
Viaticunm (8id given to workers moving from onme city to another ir search of
vork), & statistics service (which helped the syndicelists to direct workers
to @reas of higher demsnd) amd special emergency funds to be used for health
insurance and &s strike funds. The facilities provided by the Bourses for
educatidn have already been descridbed. The last function of the Bourses was
propagaadizing among unorganized workers, agricultural labourers and seamen.
The Bourses were often also the soclal and recreationkl focus of the lives
of the sgdiqné . By providing an enviromment where the workers could develop
a class consciousness and & nobler vision of their role im society, Pelloutier
hoped to attract the workers from the debilitating cafe milieux.

On face value, these services may seem purely trade-unionist in cherac-
ter; for the reformist{s, mo special role was accorded to them beyond their
immediate utility. However, for Pelloutier and the revolutiomaries, they
gerved @& quelitatively different purpose; as the "womb of the social revolu-
tion", the Bourses developed the skeletal form of the future society. The
syndicalists agreed with Proudhon thaet the apolitical workers'! organizatiors
rather than the parties were to introduce the new society by universalizing
the methods which they had developed.

¥hat means were the syndicalists to use to bring about the social revo-

lution? Pelloutier agreed with Proudhon's judgmeat of the strike weapon. If

33. Pernand Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses du Travail, p. 161.
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successful, & strike would mean higher wages for only certain workers amd the
growth of corporate materialism; strikes were also easily suppressed through
collaboration between the state and the Etrons.% However, Pelloutier rea-
lized that limited strikes were inevitable and th&t they had the value of
increasing the militancy of the workers. His fingl conclusion was to agree

with the judgment of the 1893 Congress of the Pédération des Bourses:

"If we observe that the partial strike is often imevitable, this does
not stop us from concluding also that it is & double-bladed weaporn
e-..80d that it woulds the proletariat as well &s the capitalist.
However, it bas this advantage: of meking evident to the workers
that there is no so%gtian for them except in the complete transfor-
mation of soclety.”
The importaat educative function of the strike was that the worker was com-
mitted to direct actiom @s opposed to the passive act of voting. The strike

had great symbolic value for the workers: "im the eyes of all, the symbol of
the workers' revolt is the strike. It is during a strike that the worker be-
comes conscious of his strength: he stops a fa.ctor;,r."36
As in the Proudhonist philosophy, the syndicalists 2greed that action
and practice on the economic level are paramourt in the 1life of the indivi-
dusl rather tham sliemated political activity. Proudhom had claimed, "Wor-
king men's associations....should be judged, not by the more or less succese-
ful results they odbtain, but only according to their temdency to assert and
establish the social repu‘blic.'ﬂ

Pelloutier agreed wvholehedrtedly with Proudhon's assessment of political

U, Fernand Pelloutier, Les Syndicats en France (Paris, 1921), p. 9.

35. Colette Chambelland, "La Gréve Générale, Théme de la pensée de
Fernand Pelloutier et d'Aristide Briand®, L'Actualité de 1'Histoire, Oct.,

1957, Pe 4,
}6. Ibid-, P. 20.

37. George Woodcock, Pierre-Joseph Proudron (Lemden, 1956), p. 170.
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revolution. He claimed, "All the bloody revolutions h&ve benefited omly agi-
tators &nd the hourgeoi.z;ie."38 With the meane of repression available to the
state, open revolution was rejected as impracticable. Like Proudbon, Pellou-
tier was also instinctively revolted by violemce. Even if successful, & poli-
ticel revolt could only be resolved by the imstitution of & new state antho~
rity to which the anarchosyndicaliste were fundamentally opposed.

Pelloutier found the ideal weapon available to the workers in the gene~
ral strike. As a further devglopment of workers'! practice on the economic

level and a&ppealing to their experience, the generel strike had the capicity

of bringing the capitalist system to & sterndstill. Such & conception had

been enticipated im Proudhon's writings &rd was promoted by the libertsrien
section of the First Internation2l. Beca8usé the general strike relied on

the position of stremgth of the workers, the dependence of society on their
work, the total arrestimg of the economic life of & state would be catastro-
phic.39 For the anarchists, its peculisar virtue lay im the fact that politi.
cal leaders vere unnecessary. A4lso, through its léck of violemce, the strike
¥of folded arms"m gave no opportunity to the stete to violently suppress the
movement. The generel strike was the proletarian practice which Proudhom had
awaited; it wes "the substitution of & working cless practice in place of &
bourgeois practice in which violenee wes no more than & short episode...”

After & shori period, the bourgeois state would crumble away and the workers

38. Quoted by Jules Guesde im Le Parti Socialiste et 1a CGT (Paris, date
unknown), pP. 38.

39. Colette Chambelland, op. cit., passim.

40. ZTaciem Pedvre, Proudhon et le Spndicalisme cuvrier in Pour une
Histoire & part entisre (Paris, 1962), pe 779

41. Pierre Ansart, Sociologie de Proudhcn (Paris, 1967), pp. 2llk=5.
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would take control of aad run the factories im the common imterest.
Pelloutier's vision of & largely pacific tut very effective generel
strike gained wide-epread support notwithstanding the socialists! objections
to its impractic&bility. In the Paris Bourge, to which Pelloutier was con-
zected, "the cry of the general strike was ewerywhere. It was the contempo-
rary catch-phrase of the workers. To that end, all the efforts of the move-
ment should be directed. "ha The general strike became the issue &pound which
the syndicalists were able to rélly and evemtuslly to drive the Guesdists from
the syndicats. Appealing to the strong suspicion of politiciens among the
workers, it made possible the development of the characteristic "syndicalist®

mentelity of the CGT. The ided of the general strike, "by its owa virtues,

accelerated propagends and strengthered worker solidﬂtr.'t'cy.'_')“3
Pelloutier's vision of the future society perellels that of Proudhon
more then that of the later generatiom of anerchists. All social and econo-
mic activities would be controlled by "free and voluntary &ssocietions of
prodmcers."h'l'L He shared Proudhon's optimistic faith in the capacity of all
men for self-improvement ard self-direction. Pelloutier agreed with Prou-
dhon that the associa’tions must be in inalienable control of the means of
prodnction, thet property must not be ultimately in the herds of & higher
pourer.)45 The capitalist orgenization of property and &uthority must be abo-

lished: "The social revolution must have, &s objective, the suppressing of

the value of exchange, the capital which it engemders and the imstitutions

42. Colette Chambelland, 0p. cit., Pe 2
l-!»}. Ibid-, P 7.
M‘!‘- Je Co Butler, EEO cito, Pe a11.

45, Fermand Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses du Trawvail, p. 251.




106

whick 1t ¢:z'e&'r|:es."h6 All institutions not necesséry for production: and ex-
change mst be 8bolished becguse they are parasiticel. As with Proudhon,
the production associations and the communes would orgsnize themselves in &
federalist and decentralist system. The locel Bourse would be the focus of
commn&] exchange of produce and would negotiate matters of exchamge with
other regiongl commn&] Bourses. The role of the Bourse was similar to that

of Proudhor's bank. The integrated statistical services of the Bourses weald

be gemeraliged after the revolution and would be the sole cemtral organiz&tion
necessiry; 1its purpose would be to predict nationel consumer needs 8nd to
agsess how production could be equitably divided among associations.

In struggling &geinst the "’bourgeois' state, Pelleutier inherited the
critiques and campaigns of the anarchists. Like them, he urged that "force
remkined the sole arbiter of spem:v.a.l.f;1011."’47 and that the purpose of the
state wvas to defend, by force, the privileges of the capitalists. He thms
supported the anti-militarist and anti-patiriotic propagande which developed
in the movement ir the 1890's.

4 strong ally was Paul Delesslle, Pelloutier's &ssistant &8s secretery

of the Fédération des Bourses. Delestlle was & highly skilled worker in the

production of complex michinery ia Paris. He became am am&rchist and later
proselytized his views as & trimerdeur. Pelloutier and Delesalle were very

concerned to justify their adheremce to syndicalism before the sceptical aner-

chists. Against the argument of "conscious minorities® of the amarchists,

g, Ibid.

47. Fernand and Msurice Pelloutier, I8 Vie Ouvriére en France (Paris,
1900), P. 339.
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Delesalle countered that & revolutionary movement mmst necessarily be based
on the messes; Jjoinimg & syndicat, moreover, implied a degree of class con-
sciousness. Also, the amerchists, he charged, were concerned omly with pure
theory 8nd did not relate this with practice.hs The syrdicats already limie
ted themselves to economic nom-parliamentary action; =now they must conscious-
ly espouse the commrist-anarchist solution of the social problem.

In his famous letter to the amarchists in 1895, Pelloutier presented the
syrdicats as already beimg anarchist in its basic tendemcies. The workers
had lost #11 faith in perties and parliamentary reforms &xd mow "remocunced
appealing to the State and dresmed of directing their own affairs.“ug The
parties were also becoming progressively less composed.of workers. Halevy
comments ironically om the attitude of ome worker who s&id of the socislist
deputies, "!'They are Jokers like all the others. Lef's run our own affairs.!
And such & man, who was pleased by this stetement, delegated a libertarian to
his corporative corgress after having elected aa authoritsrian to the Pelais-
Bourbor. "0 The workers wished to meintain a stake in peritemeniarism btut
had 1ittle faith in it; however, they were determined also to @&ssure syndical
indepeaderce from the perties which could best be gnearenteed by delegating an
sngrchist. In this wey, anarchists became disproportiontely represented in
the CGT and the Bourses.

48. Jean Maitrom, Le Symdicaliszme REvolutionnaire: Papl Delesalle

(Paris, 1952), pp. 84=9.

49. Jean Maitron, Eistoire dn Mouvement Anarchiste en France, 1880-
1912‘,' (Pa.ris, 1955)9 P 251-"

50. Daniel Eslévy, op- cit., D. 283.
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?ellout:‘ger a&ppealed to the amarchists to enter the syndicats to streng-
then this anti-political sentiment and to direct it imto libertarian paths.
He claimed that the revolutlomdry workers im the syndicats, &s opposed to the
conciliatory parties, were 'rebels at all times, mern truly without god, master
or nation, the irreconcila&ble enemies of all despotism, morsl or material, in-
dividusl or collective, that is, of laws and dictatorships (including those
of the proletariat)."sl This expresses well the truly Proudhonist distrust
of all "absolutes". Pouget, in Pére Peinard, similarily urged the anarchists
to enter the sEdicats.sz

During the 1890!s, other anarchists did enter the syndicats amnd Bourses

in large mumbers. These included Louis Niel, Georges Ivetot, Leoa J@m
and Pierre Monatte, all of whom were leaders in the CGT during the tumlt-
uous years between 1900-1%. The syrdicats provided a basis for a new oriem-
tation from the culs-de-séc of sectarien isolation or of terrorism (which
most anarchists had never espoused). HNow, their purpose was to alienate the
working class from the politiciens and to urge them to pursue purely economic
and syndicalist ends. The result, Jean Haitron argues, was "a veritable re-
naissance of the French anarchist movement."?3 Other groups such &s the

ftudiantes socialistes révolutionnaires imternationales and the Allemanists

who were strongly influenced by amarchism and who espoused the general strike
were also significant in this rejuvemation.
The role of the anarchists and their allies who domimRted the Fédération

51. Quoted in 1899 ir Henri Dubief, Le Syndicelisme RBévolutionnaire
(Paris, 1963), - 67.

52. Ibid., PDe 69=The.

53. Jean Maitron, Eistoire dn Mouvement Anarchiste em Framce, p. 2.

B4, Georges Lefranc, op. cits, pp. 86=T.



-

~

0%

des Bourses wes significant in pressing the syndicalist organizations to as-
sume & stronger &political and revolutiomary orientation. Other anarchists
such 88 Pouget and Jouheux worked mainly within the syndicatg themselves.

In 1895, the FSN split onr the issue of political action with the mdjo-
rity supporting Pouget's motion: "The &im of the syndicatés is to make war
on the 'bosses.“55 The new CGT, supposedly committed to purely syrdicelist
action grew slowly. Pelloutler was disappointed that the new federal orgt-

nizgdtion was agaln based on trades and mot &round locel Bourses or Unions des

Syndicats. The Fédération des Bourses, believing itself to be the repository

of proletarian consciousness and militency, refused to be integrated into the
CGT as simply another feder&tion. The Bourses held out for eduslity on the

Comité Fédéral of the CGP. In:1897, the CGT passed & motior supporting poli-

tical action while & mimority within the Fédératiom des Bourses challenged

Pelloutier's "dictatorship" of that bodye The reformists opposed the &nti-
political propaganda because certain syndicalists were pressing for parlis-.
mentary social reforas. DPelloutier himself was not &verse to expressing ra-
ther authoriterian attitudes when he felt his judgment challenged by the sug-
gestion that the Fédération adhere to its federalist charter: "You do not
have the right to break down your means of defence when the State is tuilding

up its own.'96 The Comité Centrsl of the Fédération in Paris, wvhich was con-

trolled by the &ndrchists, had indeed gained &n overwhelming influence iz the

spread of ideas among the local Bourses and, derivatively, amomg the syndicats.

This governing committee, which wes suprosedly representdtive of 211 the

55. Jemes Joll, Ope cit., p. 199.

56. PernBnd Pelloutier, "Le Comité Fédéral des Bourses dn Travail®,
Le Mouvement Socialiste, ¥Nov. 1, 1839, ». 557.
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Bourses, made its views known on any mew issues by circulars sent ot the in-
dividual Bourses; the access of the Paris Bourse to first-head information
nade it unchallengeable by any concerted opposition from thes provinces.57 The
comnittee also forwirded pamphlets discoursgizg political &ction snd urging
instead revolutionary symdicalist action and provided useful material om all
types of labour problems to provincial militents; typical of such material

vas FPelloutier's pamphlets on the imstitution of mew Bourses dn Travadl and

the development of useful services.

The ministérieliste crisis provided the lever which threw the balance

toward the fin®l pre~war revolutionary syndicalist mentality which came to

dominate the CGTs The Fédération des Bourses, led by Pelloutier, immedistely

began attdcking the proposed social reforms &s an &ttempt &t co-optiom. As
Proudhon had suggested with regard to the Second Empire, the bdlandishments of
an illegitimate regime must be rejected in favour of an independent proleta-
rian policy. Millerand's difficulty in urging his reforms on the Assembly
and the practical feilure of the mixed commissions destroyed the illusioms of
many of the syndicalists. Syndicalism opposed the concept of direct action
culminating in the general strike to indirect and unfruitful pérliamentary
action. This growing ouvrieriste attitude culminated in the final union be-

tween Bourses and syndicats at the Momtpellier Congress of the CGT im 1902.

The Bourses were granted equality with the united trade federztioms on the
centrel commitiee; every syndicat was required to belorg to both its natio-
na]l federation and to the local Bourse.

The Fédération des Bourses section, headed by Pelloutier's disciples,

the anarchists Yvetot and Delesalle, was granted equality with the united

57. Fernend Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses dn Travail, p. 336.
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trade federations hepded by Pouget. Pouget had beern the editot of the CGT

orgen, 1& Voix du Peuple, and later was instigetor of the eight-hour day

ssi:mggle.58 Elected &8s secret@ry-general of the whole CGT was the Blanquist,
Vietor Griffuelhes, ﬁzose ideas had developed within the movement durimg the
1890's and who cooperated fully with his anerchist comrades in later years.

Haitron rightly claims that “the CGT, mewly constituted, was really the work

of the Fédération des Bourses and was tota&lly impregnated with its libertatisn

spirit."59

Before anlyzing the n2@ture of the anerchosyndicalist ideology @nd the
extent to which it was the coming to fruition of Proudhon's ideds, we must
determine whether the &narchists inside or outside the syndicais were more in
conformity with Proudhonism. The mBjority of the French anarchists, including
Grave, Reclus, Malato and the Italiam, Emrico Mslatesta, accused the syndics-
list anarchists of tredson to the cause. Grave viewed the syndicats &s purely
bettle formations in the @abolitior of bourgeois society;so after the revolu-
tion, new &gsociations must be formed concerned primarily witk filling comsump-

tion needss Pouget and Pelloutier, however, s&w the Bourses and syndicats

S
themselves becoming productive associations after the revolution. The lat-
ter were closer to Proudhom because he similarly had described the morale and
orgenization of the future as developing in the asgociations before the revo-

lutior. The argument of Grave and Malstesta that the smarchists could not

integrate totally in the syndicats because they were corporative and refor-

58. Georges Lefrénc, op. cit., p. 93.

59. Jean Maitron, Histolre du NMouvement Amarchiste en France, 1880-
191)4', Pe 29“’0

600 M;, P )'!'780

61. Emile Pataud and Emile Pouget, Comment nous ferons la révolution
(varis, 1911), pessin.
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migt is difficult to mRintain 'becaus.e only through working tot&lly within
the syndicats did the anarchists eventually succeed in influencing the CGT to
officially become both revolutionary and anti-parlismentery. A pure theorist
such as Grave or & revolutionary uncommitted to the syndicets such as Mala-
testa could gein nwither the trust nor the influemce that the an&rchists
within the movement erjoyed. Committed to &n absiract ideal rather then to a
specific movement, the unaffiliated anarchists were acting in & void. The
criticism by the syndicelists of these &narchists wis not without basis.

In his debate with Malatesi® &t the international amarchist congress in
Amsterdam im 1907, Pierre Monitte voiced the common opinion of the &parchists
who had joined the syndicatsi The CGT was implicitly @nsrchist in its orga-
nization:"The CGT governs itself from bottom to top; the syndicat has 2o mss-
ter tut itself....At the base of the Conféderation ie the syndica ."62 Ee
openly related syndicalism to the libertarian tredition: "The ideas of auto-
nomy and federatior which are go honoured emong us....were overtly adopted by
the Bakuninists"63 of the First Internationsl. Orgariged on the principle of
one syndicat per trade in each city, politicel differences were necessarily
excluded; what was affirmed by such & basis was working-class unity or
ouvrierisme &8s opposed to parliamentarism &8s practiced by the socialicsts or
the ivory-tower speculations of the anarchists.eh As Proudhon had wrged, the

syndicats were purely economic and class associations cemtred @round certéin

ideas and specific practices wkich, hopefully, would bring about fundamental

62. Jean Maitrom, Ravechol et les Anarchistes (Paris, 1964), p. 1h3.

63. Ibid., p. 1bk,

64. Ibid., pp. 1U46-E.:
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chaage rather than being poiitically oriented or committed to am abstract
social ideal.

Ivetot similarly agreed that the anarchist movement had lost touch with
reality. However, he claimed thet "true® amarchism was the end pursued by
the syndicalists:

¥I am reproached with confusing syndicaliem and amnérchism. It is

not my . feult if syndicalism and anérchism have the same ends in view.

The former pursues the integral emancipation of the individual, the

latter the integral ems.ncipatésn of the workinmgmén. I find the whole

of syndicalism in snarchism.”

To conclude, the development of & syndicalist organization wks a natu-
ral development within the ca8plit®list systems The growing anti-political
sentiment within the syndicats derived, in part, from the disillusion with
parliamentary action, from the impossibility of developing united ecomomic
action if the syndicats were poiitically affiliated and from the active pro-
pagande of the anarchistss. Once inside the movement, the anarchists actively
encouraged this amtiepolitical sertiment and urged purely syndic®l revolutio-
rary &ction. Their coup wes complete with the comquest of the CGT by the
Bourses. The syndicalist leaders were more revolutionary thez the ramk and
file but, by virtue of their positions, were 8ble to infuse @ sironger mili-
tancy among the workers. Previcusly erratic, strike activity becéme more
concerted and dangerous to the state after 1900 thar before. The anarchists,
comsciously influenced by Proudhon &rd the liberterisr tradition, made the
CG™ itself & revolution®ry amarchist, or rather, aparchosyndicalist, movement.
The socialists had become & popular pérty and fevw of iheir leaders vere wor-

65. Louis Levine, The Labour Movement im France: A Study in Revolu-
tiopary Syndicalism (New York, 191%), D. 200
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kers. The anarchists, om the other hand, led a largely revolutiontry pro-
letarian movement committed to fundaments&l change. The CGT, save one or
two exceptions, wes led by highly-comscious self-eincated workers aad, by
virtae of ﬁa federalist structure, wes more democratic tham the parties.

The Movement which Proudhon had urged had mRterialiged.




Chapter 6: The Anarchosymdicalist Ideology

Subsequent to the developmemt of imdustrializatiom, certain nationsl
proletarian movements have held the attention of and inspired attempts &t
imitation by other labour movements. The: early English trade union move-
ment and the Soviet Revolution seemed to imdickte to their imternatiomal syme
pethizers, in their respective eres, the means of liberatiom from capitalismy.
From 1900=1Y4, the Fremch CGT similarly exercised a singular attraction for
the revolutionary workers! movements of the industrialiged westera world.

The French revolutionary syndicaiist tectics and goals were lauded and sup-
ported by disciples in England, the United States, Italy, Spain and certain
other countries. Leaders like Thomss Mamn in England, similarly disillusioned
by the fruitlessness of & perliamentary action which was becoming increasingly
reformist and out of touch with the working cl@ss, urged greater concentration
in developing the unions imto consciously revolutiomary bodies.

To ansalyge the reasons for the sirgularity ofv this syndicalist appeal,
ve mset view the movement 88 & tot&l appros&ch to the problems of industriel
society. Syrdicalism was more than an orgenization; it was also an ideology

with an &stute critique of bourgeols society and & theory of social renewal
through the &gency of the workers! associations. Finally, it was &lso con~

cerned with the practical ends of labour struggles and socisl revolution.

The Syadicalist Oritigue of Capitelism and the State

The syndicalists were in agreement with Proudhon's critique of capita-
lism. The first thesis of & model syndicat cozmetitution provided by the CGT
claimed: "By the effects of modern industry amnd by the 'logical' support that

gives Power to the owners of property &nd of the means of production, there

15
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is permanent antégonism between Capitel &nd Labcur."l Like Proudhor, the
syndicalists asserted th&t the institution of property albendted the worker
from the just rewsrds of his labour. "The worker is condemmed to labour;
he &lone creates social wealth. However, he does not profit from it. Only
the employers ’oenefit."a

However, the cﬂ-pitalist was only a part of the amthority structure which
lived &8 & parasite upon the work of the masses. Georges Yvetot, the secre-

tary of the Fédération des Bourses, told the syndicalists: "Your sole enemy

is he who exploits, oppresses, commends and misleads you,"3 that is, both
the capitalist and state authority structures. Similarly, Pelloutier asser-
ted, "The revolutionary goal is the liberation of mén, not only from &ll au-
thority but &lso from all institutions that bRve no purpose in the develop-
meat of production.”

fhe syndicalists essentidlly agreed with Proudhon's critique of the
state. Like Proudbom, Edouard Berth claimed, "Power, ia pRssing from the
hands of the king to those of Parliament, lost none of its power or concen-
tration; on the conitrary....it is more concentraﬁed, more vowerful than ever;

5
Democracy calls itself one and indivisible."” The syndicslists ridiculed, as

had Proudhon, the very efficacy of parliamentary goverament which, they de-

1. Henri Dubief, Le Syndicalisme Révolutionnsire (Paris, 1969), p. 104,

2. Auguste Pawlowski, Ie Confédération Génerale du Travail (Paris,
1910), p. 54.

3. Heari Dubief, op. cit., p» 161.

4, Jeen Maitron, Le Syndicalisme Révolutionnsire; Paul Deleselle
(Paris, 1952), p. 2k

5. Sylvain Humbert, Le Mouvement Symdical (Paris, 1912), p. 0.
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clared, "is incompetent because it constitutes ancabstract personage, de-

tached from the real conditioms of life, havimg to promounce.,...om 8n ensem-
ble of v&gue Questions called the 'gener&l interest! of which it is igno-
rant."6 Parliament8ry government would remdin ieffectusl &nd the syndica-
lists Qeclared those fooldsh who expected reforms from it.

Bubert Lagerdelle expressed & truly Proudhonist critique of parliamen-
tarism when he said:

"While economic society knows only groupings of real memn: workers,

cepitelists, landed proprietors, etc., political society knows only

an abstract man, 8n impersonal symbol: ¢the citigen. It disgolves

classes in what Proudhon called a social &jomism; there are no

more groups; there are only irdividuals."

This was the basis of the syndicalist rebuttal of the &ssertion that perlie-
pentary action was useful: economic groups, related to real work patterms,
should be the basic political structure.

Thus, the state was artificisl because.it was &lienated from the econo-
mic base of society. Originating with the power of the momarchy, it should
have diseppeared with the abolition' of that institution. The syndicalists
strongly opposed the ccrntinumed deilfication of the state by the democrats and
socialists.s

The syndicalists agreed with Proudhon that goveramen%, by its very na-
ture, was composed of & privileged élite and inevitably became a defendep of
privilege. Even in a perliamentary democrgcy, there would Ye "an inevitable

€. Hubert Lagardelle, "Les caractéres généreux du syndicalisme®, Le
Mouvement Socialiste, dJune, 1908, De 430.

7. Hubert Lagerdelle, "Classe sociale et parti poliiigue”, Le Mouve~
Socialiste, Jume, 1909, Y. 17.

2, TVietor Griffuelhes &and Louis Niel, ILes Objectifs de nos Luttes de
Clagse (Paris, dste unkmown), pe 20
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desertion of power from the popular canse."9 In & bourgeois society, the
state was inevitably committed to defending capitalist interests. In the
Fraace of the turn of the century, the syndicslists were readily convinced of
this thesls. The first line of defence of the bourgeois state was its low-
meking role; either the state lfbelled potentially dengerous movements &nd
activities as illegel or else it attempted to co-opt theme The syndicelist
suspicion of all parliamentery reforms wae epitomiged in Yvetot's terse state-
ment: "All laws are made by the bourgeoisie.“lo Force was the ultimate meéns
by which the bourgeois state enforced its will. Victor Griffuelkes claimed,
"Through coercion, the bourgeoisie imposes its will and caprices; by coercion
it maintains its exploitétions Society rests solely on the capacity for
coercion; it lives on its coercive atrength...."n

Proudbon had éimilarly cleimed that it was solely through direct force
or the caplcity for coerclon that the state contimued to exist and, indirect-
ly, thet the privileges of the €lite were defended. ZFor the syndicalists,
the most ostensible expression of this charecteristic of the stéte wes the
use of the police and &rmy to suppress strikes. Sorel gave voice to this
séntiment when he cleimed that the army was "the clearest menifest&tion amd
the most t8ngible and solid comnection with its origins that one cean have of
the State."-2

The enti-militarist campaigns @rose primarily eas a reaction'ageinet the

9. P.-J. Proudbon, Idée Gémérale de 1a Bévolution su XIX® Sidcle
(Peris, 1868), pe 1lll.

Q

10. Georges Lefranc, Le Mouvezent Syndicale sous 1a Troisidme Répu-
bligue (Paris, 1967), p. 98.

11. Victor Griffuelhes, “Le Syndicalisme Révolutiomraire", Le Nouve-
ment Socialiste, Jan. 1, 1905, p. 6. -

12. Sylvain EZuzbert, op. cit.. p. %.
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use of the army &s strike-bresker.t> The syndicats were c2lled upon to "re-
call to the proletarian that the army, the netion and war are bourgeois and

that only the class struggle is prblebarian.“lh

But such propegende became
mich more alarmimg to the authorities when the syndicalists urged the soldiers
to refuse to obey orders e&nd to openly espouse the workers! clatu.se.:Ls Yvetot's

Mazmuel dn Soldat, & pRmphlet distrilmted to soldiers, rejected all wers save

the social war. It violently attacked 811 the vices characteristic of the
nilitary 1ife. In the berracks, the soldier became brutalized: "The years
of service are an avprenticeshlp in brutality &nd baseness for every citi-
zen."® e CoT also attempted to meintain the loyelty of former syndiqués
in u.nifom through the institution of the "soldier's pemny'-~-token support
given to the soldier. The purpose of the a8nti-militarist propsgenda was to
gain the st\lpport of the lower rapks of the army; it urged soldlers to refuse
to obey orders to suppress striking workers.

The anti-militerist campaigns were intimately allied with the &nti-sta-
tist 8nd enti-patriotic propsganda. Throgeh patriotism, Griffuelhes cherged,
the bourgeoisie justified the existence of an irmy whose ectusl prime social
role was the defence of privi.lege.17 Patriotism was & bourgeois ides with
its specific "tradition, mores and custmns"l8 to which the workers were fo-

13. Peul Delesalle, Les Bourses dn Traveil et 1a CGT (Peris, date
unknown), pe 40

14, Eubert Lagardelle in Henri Dubief, op. cits, P. 1U49.

15. Georges Ivetot, "Zmquéte sur 1'Idée de la Patrie et La Classe
Ouvrisre", Le Mouvement Sociazliste, Auge.~Eov., 1505, p. U465.

16, Auguste Pewlowski, op. cit., Pp. 85-E.
17. Victor Griffuelhes, L'Action Syndicaliste (Paris, 1908), p. 2.

18. Léor Jouhsux, Le Syndicalisme francais (Paris, 15i3), pe 37.
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reign. The workers lacked the imtellectual &nd material resources of the
bourgeoisie and thns did not hive & basis on which to tuild & loyalty %o his
nation; Griffuelhes claimed, "The morel treditions of our natiom and its
ipheritarce are unknown to me.... Elscﬂ I do not owr the smallest piece of its
1a.mi,."]'9 Tke nation, as it existed, whs only an artificiel unity created by
past wars; the natiomkl state was an empty credtion which was bound to disap~
pearoao Proudhon had similerly rejected the Pbourgeois" idea of patriotism
eénd the nation.state an'd h&d urged breeking down the state into 8 mew federsl
decentralized order; only vhere Justice existed, Proudhon &iso declared, was
kis pairie to dbe found.21 |

The bourgeols ides of the mation vas & "mystification” 2 in the Prou-
dhonist semse of the term; its function w&es to mislead the workers into de-
fendirg insgtitutions which supposedly represented tut actually oppressed them.
The bourgeoisie needed the myth of the nation because "its disappearance would
put an end to their privileges."23 But the idea of the nation was doomed to
die in the minds of the workers because it "was evidemt to them solely in
the boes, the foremen, the briber, the police, the judge and the jailer."au
Ag Proudhon h&d claimed, international war would give way to class war whose

resolution would fipally put & erd to &1l wars; Yvetot similarly asserted,

"The class struggle leads to the negatiom of the matiom; it substitutes wer

iS. TVictor Griffuelhes, "EnQuéie sur 1:Idée de 1@ Fatrie...", pe U443,
. 20. Ibid., pe 4U5.

21. Gaétsn Pirou, Proudhonisme et Syndicalisme Révolutiomnaire (Paris,
1910), Dpe 283.

22. See Chapter 3, pe 37«

23. Léon Jouhsux, Op. cit., p. 36.

2., TVictor Griffuelhes in Georges Leframc, op. cit., p. 99.
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between classes in place of war between states."

The workers must, therefore, refuse to fight in bourgeois wers between
stetes. Louls Niel said, "The workers must refuse to be patriote by defen-
ding property and @ n2tion which do not exist for them; this is thébr duty
and their righ’(;."26 The 1908 Congress of the CGT cleimed, "The workers héve
no nation."27 The Congress &lso "declared that, from the international
point of view, it 18 necessary to instruct the workers that, in the case of
war between states, the workers reply to the declaretion of war by a decla-
rétion of the revolutionary genersl strike."28 As Proudhon before them hed
claimed, the only nation that the worker kmows is "the place vhere he la‘oours."29
This assertion also indicates the role which the syndicalists anticipated for
the federalist symdical organigation &s the bdasis for the future society.

The revolutionary implicktions of the anti-militarist and snti-patriotic
propagénde horrified the reformists more then all the other elements of the
revolutionaries' tactics. Alphonse Merrheim, an opponent of such propaganda,
was prob&bly correct when he asserted that these c8mpalgns conflicted stréng-

1y with the sentiments of many workers and would eventually weaken the move-

Zent efter the inevitdble feilures.o

25. Ibid.

26. Louis Niel, Erduéte sur 1'Idée de 1a Patrie...., p. U52.

27. Jean Maitron and 0. Chambellend, Syndic&lisme réwolutionneire et
commnisme, les archives de Pierre Monatte (Paris, 1968), p. 16.

28, Georges Lefranc, op. cit., pe 189

29. TVictor Griffuelhes, Enquéte sur 1'Idée de la Patrie...., . LU5.

3’0- Heari Ihbief, OPe citv, Pe 870
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An issue which wes more popudsr smong the reformists was that of none
8lignments with the socielist parties; the syndicalists &greed with Enile
Pouget's motion &% the firsgt CGT congress in 1895 that "the comstituent ele=
ments of the CGT should stay out of all the political tu:hoc;ll.a."31 Although
many syndicelistis actively supported certain parties, such action was di-
vorced from syndicel affairs. But the revolutiomiry syndicalists pressed for
an open attack on &11 parliamentary &ctlon which was opposed by the reformists.
Griffuelhes claimed,

"Outside of &nd opposed to cepitelism and the state, the syndica-

1list movement must develop and act. State socialism cén only de-

velop through weakness and apathy; syndicalism, on the contrery,

is & doctrine of energy and combat; it %gnau.nces the danger &nd

sterility of goveraumental imstitutionms."

A socialist state would bring the worker no nearer to liver&tion: Delesalle
asserted, "We must avoid the passing of the proleteriat from the state of

capitalist economic oppression to & stete of governmentel economic oppres-

sion.“33 The strong Proudnonist and emerchist suspicion of the paternalis-

tic state is evidert here. Proudhon had also urged electoral abstention and
had preached opposition to tke Jacobin politicians.

The syndicalists believed that the socielists, in submitting to the
bourgeois democr8tic institutions, were themselves assimilating the bour-
geois world-view. Berth atitacked the Guesdiste, "The attempt to introduce
the socialist insight into the bourgeois fremework, the political and par-

3. Emile Pouget, "IA CGT et le Congrés de Lyons", Le Mouvement
Sosialiste, Dec. 1, 1901, p. 668, -

32. Georges Lefranc, ops cit., p. 9.

33. Paul Delesalle, Les Deux Méthodes én Syndicslisme (Paris, 1905),
De 160
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lismentary frameworke...is the eternal story of new wins in old bottles.“yi
Georges Sorel best expressed the revolutionaries! contempt for parlismen-
tarism as & means of liberation: "Once the worker has accepted as leaders
people &lken to the corporation of producers, he will never learn the art
of governing himself; he will remain subjected to external discipline....

the exploitation of the worker will contime."s 5

Parliamentary 8ction, as
contrasted with syndicalism, gave the leadership of the workers! movement to
"lawyers without clients, doctors without pRtiemts or ability, billiards stu-
dents....and jourpeliste of the small papers who imposed themselves &s leaders
on the workers! groups &nd thms found & career &nd & cause in socialism. "36
The state, moreover, was powerless to renew society. State socialists
vere guilty of Maccording to the coercive power of the Stete & creative va-
lue which it does not have."37 Habert Legardelle, who totally agreed with
the syndicalist attitude, @asserted, "Governmental action....tends to displace
the centre of gravity of sociglist actior, which is &nd must remain in the
working class, into the more or less influential politicians who are favour-
able to it. n38 Parliamentary action &lso inevitably tended to further cone
ciliation rather then conflict witk the class enemy. "Democracy, in domine-

ting class conflicts, hopee to conciliate them within the capitalist system.

Socialism, ﬁ. e. the syndicalist movemeng , in placing itself ir the heart

34. Henri Dudbief, op. cit., p. 127.

35. James Ho iHeisel, The Genesis of Georges Sorel (Amn Ardor, Hich.,
1951), p. 1il.

36. Georges Sorel, L'ivenir Socialiste des Syndicats (Paris, 1%01),
P. ﬁiio

37. BEubert Lagerdelle in Le Parti Socialiste et 18 CGT (Paris, date
unkunown), Pe 2.

38. Hubert Lagardelle, "MInistérielisme et Socialisme", Le Mouvezent
Socisliste, July 15, 1901, p. 70.
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of the cless conflict, presses it to the extreme and awaits as resolution the
end of the bourgeois world.“3 9

Like the syndicalists, Proudhon also urged eliemation from the democre~
tic political process in favour of totdl concern with the development of the
vorkers' ecoromic orgenization &s the basis of the future society. Proudbon
bad hershly attacked the Jacobins who purported to be leaders of the working
class during the Second Bmpire. Like the syndicalists, he wes concerned thet
the workers should not place vein hopes in specific politicel leaders while
neglecting to develop their own orgenizations.

The reformists and political socialists in the syndicats who hoped to
géin reforms through the parlismentery process strdngly opposed the anti-
political propégénde of the revolutionaries; They wished the syndicats to
be neutral and apoliticel, to unite workers on the economic level vhile ig-
zoring their political and religious predilections. However, the reformists
egreed with the revolutioneries as to the final outcome of the social strug-

gle; they differed only on the means to attain that end.

The Development of the Counter-Society

Like Proudhon, the syndicelists &sserted that the development of & so~
ciety characterized by a higher standard of justice was the consequerce of é
morel imperative rather than of & mBterial determinism. Although industriel
capitalism texded to intensify the class war, this, in itself, was not suf-
ficient to bring about fundamenis®l social change.no ¥het was 8180 reduired
was the development of & nev corsciousness, & new morale, whick would be the

39 Eubert Lagarcelle, L'Evolution des syndicats cuvriers en France
(Peris, 1901), pe» 51.

Lo, Victor Griffuelhes and Louis Niel, op. cit., p. €l.
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besis for social relations in the future society. This new morel sense
could develop only within the solidarity of the functionel work groups. Syn-
dicalism, based on such an orgenization, "develops, intemsifies and perfects,

M in the minds of the workers. He-

more &nd more, the sentiment of justice"
volutionery syndicalism,’ in essence, was "the search for the most efficacious
means of developing in the minds of the workers those virtues aand thaet dispo=-
sition necessary for the functioning of the future scci.et;,v."n2 In this pro-
cess, syndicelism was developing the new values of the future society which
would replace bourgeois values .)1t3

Like Proudhon, the syndicalists denied the utility of the bourgeois _
standard of justice by which all citizens were declered to be politically
and legally equel. dJustice and morality must alsc pemetrete economic life;
this could only be accomplished by the abolition of capitelism and its re-
jilacement by the new syndicalist methods and values.m

The three principal elements of the syndicalist morale prior to the
revolution were those of fidelity to the syndicat, soliderity witk one's
comredes and revolutiomary &ctivity to increase the militarcy of other worw
lcer:s.)"L5 The syndicet was the focal point in the life of the revolutiozéry
worker. Based on the “workshop--the free and equal grouping of workers,

possessers of their means of production and mesters of the collectlve power

vhich, until now, has teen &liexeted into the hends of Cepitel and the State

4. Ibid., p. 62.
u2- Gaétan Pirou, OBO cito, Pe 93.

43. Eubert Lagardelle, "Sources du syndicelieme", Plams, Feb., 1932,

m;-. C‘aém Pirtm, OEO cito, oP. hh-‘ss.
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--for syndicalism, this is the centre and the soul of tke sociaiist socie-
1:;,7."1¥6 Griffuelhes concurred with this assessment: "If the working cless
experience ig practiced 8and developed in the work-shop &nd factory, the syn~
dfkcalist movement is its eqression.“)‘l'7 The workers' activity in the syndi-
cat gave rise to the new idees end the new morale of syndicalism: "In the
syndicat, the worker becomes conscious of himeelf; there, he reflects on his
condition, attempts to ameliorate it and learmns to resolve the problems of
his inferiority, ignorance amnd obedience through reflection end action."ug
Both the ideas of the ideal future soclety and the means to attain it develop
witkin the milieu of the functional work-zrouping, & central thesis of the
Proudhonist doctrine. Proudhon hed emphasized the ceniral importance of the
workers' associations in the development of the morsle and methods of the fu-
ture political and economie c:rga.nfx.z&t;i.cn.LL9 The syndicalist assessment also

concurred remarkBbly with a declaration by Tolain, one of the sigratories of

the Meifeste des Soixante that, in the ecomomic order, "ithe workers! syndi-

calist chapter will be....the institution from whick all future progress
will develop.“so

Syndicaliem, by its poirt of departure from the work-shop, implicitly
agreed with Proudhon!s assessment of the bourgeois ides of justice: "Syndi-
calism no longer cornsiders the individusl es citigen; it tekes hlm in his

46, Bdouard Bertn, Les Nouvesux Aspects du Socialisme (Paris, 1908),
Pe l?o

47. Victor Griffuelhes, "I& Gréve Générale et le Socialisme", Le iouve-
mer: Socialiste, Jume 15, July 15, 1904, p. 15€.

4s. Maxime Leroy, La Soltume Ouvridre (Peris, 1913), p. 57

49. See Chapter 3, ppe 53~£.

50. Mkaxime Leroy, op. cit., pe Cl.
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fumction as producer; the Declaration of the Rights of Men mo longer suffices

to resolve the problems of contemporary s:.c>ci.et;,r...."9 1 Proudhor had similarly
condemned the abstract 8bsolute forms of Justice which France had inherited -
from the Revolution.52

The syndicat must exclude all political debates in order to maxigize
economic strength. "It is the inequality in misfortune vhich strikes the
worker , vhich necessitates solidarity on a terrain where political or reli-

glous differences do not impede unity."93 The workers were united only when

demanding emelioration of their economic situation. "Syndiqués end nom~syn-

diqués mingle in the work-shop &nd in daily life; they are distinguished
only by their degree of :.'adi.ca.li.s:n.‘"5)'L

To maximize the efficécy of syndical action, &8l1 collabor@tion with po-
litical groups wes denounced. friffuelhes claimed that syndicalism "should
escape all outside inﬂuences...ﬁss To attain "the independent character
which we wish to zive to vorker &ction, the syndicalist movement should free-
1y develop and ect outslde of and opposed to both the capitelist chass and the
government.“56 As Proudhon had done, the syadicalists urged total aliemation
from illegltimatée and dying institutions-~-~the state, the parties and the
bourgeoisie-~~snd rejection of their values.s-{ To this end, the syndicalists

5l. Boger Picard, Le Mouvement Syndical pendant la Guerre (Paris, 1919),
Do 3’1".

52. See Chapter 3, ppe 36=G.
53. Louis Hiel, guoted in Henri Doblef, op. cit., p. &l.

54, Hubert Lagardelle, "Les caractres généraux du syndicalisme",
Le Mouvement Socialiste, June, 1508, p. 436,

55. Victor Griffuelnes, L'Action Syndicaliste, pe 17.

56. Ibid., pe 1%

57. Rober: Goetz-Girey, op. cit., pe. Ob.




128

cheracteristically opposed the registering of the syndicats as professionsl
@sgociations in accordance with the 1884 law, Commenting on the need to rid
syndicalism of @ll cutside comnections, Delesalle related it with "the desire
for independence, liberty ard autonomy which havé alweys been sitrong among
the French mrkers."s8

The desire for independence menifested itself rot only in the distrust
of prties but also in the opposition to mixed commissione and in the contine

ued demends that the Bourses rid themselves of municipal controle &nd subsi-

»‘l:'f.es.j9

lagerdelle underlined this need for independence which was constant—
ly asserted by the revolutionsries:
The workers' movement only has meaning to the extent that it de-
velops its own institutions, at the expense of capitalist institu-
tions. It becomes & more &nd more independent force, of autonomous
formatior, which counts only on itself and becomes, in effect, &
State within'a State. Its worst enemy &8s govermmental socialism.”
Only by becoming totally independent could the syndicalists hope to eventuslly
S
become Meveryithing", to realize their ideas through action. 1
Culy within the "fotal institutions“sa of the syndicais could & revolu=
tionary class consciousness &rise azung the workers. Solidarity progressed
from the fanctional reciprocity of the work-shop to the reciprocity of idess,

tactics and ends of the syndicat which originated from that work-shop. Horal

58. Paul Deleselle, Les Bourses du Travail et 18 CGT, p. 5.

59. Louis Niel, "Le T11° Congres de la CGT", Le kouvement Socisliste,
Jamn. 15, Feb. 15, 1903, pe 336

£0. Hubert lagardelle, "Le Socislisme cuvrier”, Le lMouvement Socia-
liste, #2, 190k, p. 6.

fl. Zmile Pouget, Quoted in Colette Chambelland, Le Syndicalisre
Quvrier Frencais (paris, 1956), pe 36.

2. Erving Goffmsn employs thie expression to describe certsain types
of instiiutioas which strongly domikete the lives of its indivicual meabers.
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unity was achieved among the workers "by the progressive development of the
consciousness of their solidarity.“63 The syndicats, "the primary school of
socialism,....were the locales where that great thing, working class con-
sciousness, was born."

In France, this class consciousress was of long standing in the nine-
teenth century:

"The working class embodied an old defient sentiment of an op-

pressed claas, put outside the law, which society fears and which

the police keep under surveillance, which the army keeps under

control and which the administration pesters. The revolutionary

syndicalists bave succeeded in giving to this instinct of social

,opposition all éts intensity and have elevated it to the level of

consciousness."©d
However, syndicalist class consciousness was not only neggtlve, in opposition
to the oppressors, but 8lso affirmed the dignity of the worker. Griffuelhes
contrested the new morale of the workers witkh the veiues of the bourgeoisie:

"In man, there are two persons: he who does not give himself and

he who does. The first is egotistic and individual; the second

is sensitive, responsible and sympéthetic. The former lives in66

and for himself, the second lives for the m8sses, for society."

¥ithin the syndicalist movement developed the proletarian &lite which
embodied the highest aspirations of the working class 2rd which led the less
conscious in acte of wer ageinst the class ememy. This €lite was the firet

to grasp the idees of the ideel future society and, through direct action

3. Heari Dabief, 0p» cite, p. 12k

f4. Daniel Halévy, Essais sur le mouvement cuvrier en France (Faris,
1901), Pp. 19, 85; see also Victor Griifuelbes, lLa Greve générale et le
socialisme, pp. 156~7.

65. Eubert Lagerdelle, "Le Congrés syndical de Bourges", Le louvement
Socieliste, 2¢2, 1904, p. 3.

66. Victor Grisfuelhes, Voyege Révolutiommeire (Paris, date unimown),
Ppe 58-0.
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agéinst the capitalist or the state, inspired & new consciousness among the
working masses. Proudhon hed similarly lended the development of & highly
conscious vorking class leadership which worked withir proleterien organize-
tions; he had recognized also that this comsciousness developed first among
only & smell €lite and that most workers remeined apathetic until they were
inspired by the activities of this élite. Unlike Bakunin and the anarchisis,
moreover, the syndicalists were committed totally to the syndicats ratker
than to & specific ideologicel perty or sect; +this was reflected by their

support for the Charte d'Amiens which expressed contempt for the unaffiliated

aparchistsy

“67, vhile also preached by the

‘The doctrine of "comscious mimorities
a.ﬁarchists, acquired & somewhat different meening emong the syndicalists.
These minorities were now the workers within the syndicate rather than & re-
volutionary Slite committed to & specific ideology. But this doctrine ne-
vertheless s8till implied the same enti-democretic assumptions. Democrécy
gave power to the unconscious, to those who refused to will amd who neglec-
ted to work for the ideal society. Syndicalism, &s & revolutionary movement,
recessarily was led by an élite of the more comscious workers. "Opposed to
traditional democracy, which knew only irdividusls, syndicslism derived from
the group and implied en élite. Thus, syndicelism would be different, by
nature, from democracye. "68 Political socialism &g well as &8ll other democre-

tic parties derived from and engezdered epathy end fostered deference to &

pon~proletarian elite. Syndicalism, omn the other hénd, implied the develop-

67. Sylvain Hunmbert, Ope cite, Pe %o

¢8. Hupert Legerdelle, Qquoted in Georges Leframc, 0p. cit., p. 107.
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ment of & group consciousness through direct action from the syndicat bese.
The syndicalists were 8lso wont to use the argument of conscious minorities
against the refor;nis’cs' demands for proportion8l representation to the CGT;
democratic ideas were declared to be inappliceble in & movement committed to
complete destruction of the bourgeois parliamentary state. To that end, lea-
derehip had %o reméin with the more conscious revolutionary élite.

In thisg attitude, the revolutionary syrdiceliste were probably at ve-
riance with Proudhon. The latter had recogrized differences in political
consciousness &mong workers but would heve opposed &ny suggestion of €litism
smong workers &g he did all political and economic authority. He insisted,
always, on equality among producers as opposed t0 the need for intellectdal
leeders for the workers, even from tkeir own class.

The heart of the new society wes slready bdeing prepered ir the CGT, or-
genized federelly 2round the syndicats, each of which belonged to both ite

national trade federation and the loc&l Bourse du Traveil. After the revolue

tion, this orgenizétion would assume the responsibiiities of production &nd
distributiorn while the centrél stzte would become superfluous and disappear.

The trade~unions (syndicats de métier) end their regionsl and national fede-

rations represented the corporzte interests of the workers and pureued their
interests with approprieie mass ac’c*.onA in the pree~revolutionary society;

after the revolution, the federatioms would be cherged with the actuel pro- .
duction iaking over the functions of management from the entreprenenrs. This

principle was enstrined in the Cherte d'Amiems: "The trade-uniom, which

is today @ fightirg orgenigzetion, will in the future be en organization for



132

w69

Production and distrivution, and the basis of social reorgénizetion.

The Bourses du Traveil represented the interests of the worker, not as

& tradesman, but &8s & memwber of 2 cless. Uniting all local gsyndicéts and in
tegrating their services, the Bourses Dest represented the class solidarity
which the revolutionary syndicalists were attempting to foster. Until their
decline after 1914, the Boursee continued to reflect the peculiar impress of
their first leader, Fernsnd Pelloutier. The new leaders of the Fédération
des Bourses egreed with his estimetlion of tke value of the Bourseg which he
regarded as "schools of propeganda, of administration and educeation, capable
of suppressing end repkacing the conteméorary social organization."-{o Yvetot,
the secretary of the Fédération after 1901, declared thet, after the revolu~

tion, "the Bourses du Traveil should, by the organizétion of consumption, re-

gulate scientificelly the quéntity, socizl utility, expediency and morele of
production. 1k
If the syndical orgenizations were to be vieble counter-orgenizatioms,
they would necessarily have to be &5 independent &8s possible of the lnstitu-
tions which the revolutionaries were commitied to destroying. 4 constent ceri-
ticism within the Bourses was their dependence cn municipel subsidies which

2
supposedly limited their revolutioméry ]goi'.entia.]..7 Although the institution

of independent Unions des Syndicats alongside the Bourses edminisiretion

camouflaged this dependernce, the syndicalists were painfully awere of the

contradiction.

69. Vel R. Lorwin, The French Labour Movement (Cembridge, Mess., 1954),
Pe 3L3

70. B. Germy, Histoire du Mouvemeni Syniicale en Framce (Paris, 1333),
Yol. 1, p. 206.

7i. Georges Lefrazc, op. cit., pe 57.

72. Sylv&iz‘. m}m‘bert, CDe cito’ Pe ﬂo
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In their espousal of féderalism, the syndicelists were cleérly in debt
to tke inspiration of Proudhon and the aparchist tradition. To repi-ace the
moribund state, the syndicelists were cdmmitted. to the decentralist ide2l of

"the free syndigué in the syndicet, the free syndicat:in the federation, tke

13

free federation in the Confédération...." ” The syndicalists believed that

the CGT was a perfect example of federalism in operation. £mile Pouget, &
CGT leader, claimed;

"The CGF is not am organ of direction tut of coordination....Here,
there is cohesion and not centralization, impulse and mot direc-
tione Federaslism is everywhere and, at each level, the diverse
organs, individuai, syndicat, federation or Bourse du Travell are
all eutonomous."!

As productive orgenizations, the syndicalist chapters, organized federelly, |
would replace the central government as the sole essentlisl institutions.
Like Proudkon, also, the syndicelists urzed self-education as an ideal
to vhich each worker should aspire. Proudhon kad claimed that seli-education
should derive from work-petterns: "The school of erts, trades and manufac-
tures is the work~skop; the school of commerce is the store...."75 Educa-
tion must .basically be apprenticeskip, uadersfood in @ broad sense; Dele-
salle asserted, "By industrial epprenticeship, the city must become, for the
artisen, what the country is or wes for the pessani: & second n2ture....
which, in thought and action, develops and redevelops the men in him."-"6

This was & global vision of the relation between worker ernd commurlity %o

73. Eubert Legardelle, quoted in Ga&tan Pirou, Op. cite, 2. 23l.

T4. Georges Leiramc, op. cit., p. 73.

75. Albert Thierry, Réflexions sur 1'Zducation (Blaimville sur mer,
Manche, 15€3), Do 120.

76. Ibide, D. 129.
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whigh capitalism and goverament were totelly foreign. This wide responsi-
bility demended an understandirg which necesserily was broeader then the nar-
row confines of the work~shop itself. Albert Thierry, & sympathizer of the
movement, agreed with the syndicelists thet edueStion included philosophical
and political understanding: "Througk history, [the workez] will feel him-
self to be revolutiomary; by critical logic, by metaphysics, he will feel
himself cépa‘ble of understanding the capital problems which the worlé imposes
on ma.n....“77 The libraries snd courses of imstruction provided by the
Bourses mede possible the development of such & self-reliant working class.
But the primary role of the syndicats! apprenticeship programs wes the
training for work: "Before training the students for revolution, they must e
trained for work."_{s The knowledge of one's trade was the first step in the
education of the worker; only &after this could class-consciousness &nd & re-
volutionary ment8lity develop. Apprenticeship programs were‘ supervised by
the syzdicets and were indirectly urnder the leadership of the local Bourse.
The state schoole were ill-adapted for the role of educating young wor-
kers for their future vocation; the syndicalists 2greed fully witk Proudhonts
criticism that the schools educated "aristocrats" rather than workers.79
froudhon had seid, "Technical apprenticeship and advancement through all the
levels of treining--~this is whet worlr emarcipaticn consists of."so Certain
syndicalists entertained the r&dicel propesdl of initieling free schools uader

syndical control for the ckildren of workers. Their b2sic concern was "ihe

peed to mRxe educaiion more coancreie, tetier adapied to the needs of 1ife and

77. Ibid., poe 164=5.

78. 1Ibid., De 37-

7S. Georges Sorel, L'avenir Socialiste des Symdicets, p. 5k.

e

20e P.~J. Proudron, De 12 Justice dans le Révolution et daus l‘ﬁglise
(Peris, 1630-35, L volss), 11, De 330s
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vwork, more impartial with regard to political &nd social conceptions."sl

This concern for syndicel control of the education of young workers
concurred with the desire to take over and provide all essential social ser-
vices. The services of the Bourses, &8 initiated by Pelloutier, were conti-
aued and expanded after his death. The strong opprosition to the Millerand
reforms &and, later, to government pension plans reflected this strong ouv-
rieriste attitude among the revolutionaries. Je. A. Estey pointed ocut the
revolutionary implications of this desire to have nothing to do with the
schemes of the cleéss enemy: "If one would seck out the essence of the class
struggle, it is to be found in the endeavour of the working class gradually
to transfer to their own organization everything thet is valuavle in the or-
ganizations of the bourgeolsie, leeving them but empty husks, devoid of life."82
The diffefence with the previous social order was that its core would be the
new syndicélist practices and ide&s rather than the cepitalist and governmmental
structure; the bourgeois state would be replac.ed by "the sole justifiable
sovereigznty: thet of work-"83

From the workimg patterns of the proletariat developed the comnsciousness
of self a8 a member of & class, an ided of how omels work could ideally be
organized and, finelly, overt action to bring about that idesl society.s‘:’

The syndic&list intellectuals comsciously espoused the Proudhonist idéo-

réaliste conception of reality. "The ideal man, for the socielist, is the

gl. M. T. Leurin, "Les fcoles Syndiceles", Le Mouvement Sociz!iste,
Jaz., 1%9) P. h3°

82. J. A. Istey, BRevolutionary Syndiceliem (TLomdom, 1G13), D. 93«

83. Pernand Pelloutier, EHistoire des Bourses du Traveil (Peris, 1946),
Do 170'

gli. EBobert IBgerdelle, "Les caractdres généreux du capitalisze”, Le
Hoavement Socialiste, June, 1008, pp. 43l-2.
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'social worker'! vhose life is & harmonious eduilibrium between action and
‘bhought."ss Syndicelist action must never be blind instinctive rebellion as
Bakunin had prophesied would occur but must derive from theory in the tradi-
tion of Proudhon: "In each man, there is & thinker &nd & figlr!:er....“g6
The theoriees concerning the organization of the post-~revolutionary so-
ciety existed already in the minds of men while the practices and orgeanize~

tions were being developed in the syndicats and Bourses. Syndicalism was "the

synthesis of thought and action, of revolutionary ends and actual accomplish-
ments, of the spirit of the present and the soul:of the futﬁre.“87 Syndica-
1ist gains represented the triumph of the new forms of justice wkich were evol-
ving in the minds of the workers: "i@ws are the comsequence of force; the
triumphs 8nd progress of revolutionary syndicalism mark the progressive reali-
zation of the workers'! law. 88 Like the bourgeoisie before 1739, the workers
were developing the future legal forms before the proletarian revolution.89
Like Proudhon, the syndicalists were obsessed with the idea of law (droit).
They were very concerned to prove thet the new institntional forms which they
were developing were more im accord with 8bgolute stendards of Jgstice thea

were the institutions &nd l&ws of the bourgeois revolutionaries.

As Proudhon had urged, contract based on mutuslity ard free exchenges

85. Gaétan Pirou, ope cit., pe 107.

86. Victor G2iffuelbes and Louis Niel, oD. cite, Pe 37

g7. FEubert Lagardelle, "Sources du syndicalisme®, p. 2l.

88. G. Beaubois, "Le louvement ces huit hedres®, Le Mouverent Socialisie,
April 15, 1906, p. 433. Le droit cuvrier is difficult to tremslate into

English; droit implies botn law &nd right and thus has both legal axd moral
overtonese

89. iaxime Leroy, Ope cite, Do 26.
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would be the central relation binding men to eack other. The federal orge-
nizétion erd mutuel interdependence would emsure that no new euthority would
ci.evelop.90 Cepitelist methods, which rested or differeat values and whick
were made possible through the protection of the central state and liberal
laissez~foire legel principlies, would necessdrily disappeer after the social

revolution.

The Means of Revolution

The syndicalist movement had, prior to its evolution, ome hundred years
of French revolutionary history which could de ex2mined &s to the possibili~
ties of esteblishing the sociealist society. This study of the past led to a
scepticiem of political revelutionery or electoral methods of ac