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INTRQDUCTION 

Enough has been written about Proudhon both in French and in 

English to make a detailed description of bis life and personality 

quite unnecessary. This is especially true since the publication of 

the latest biography by Edouard Dolleans (l). His long study of the 

works, letters and as yet unpublished äiary of Proudhon has resulted 

in a comprehensive and reliable picture of the Franche-Comtois soe-

ialist which fills in many gaps left by such early biographers as 

Sainte-Beuve, von Diehl and Desjardins, 

In the present instance, then, there can be no justif ication 

for any treatment of the life of Proudhon except insofar as it is 

necessary for the understanäing of the particular points which will 

be raised, 

Since t h e end of t h e war, there have appeared in quick success -

ion more major s tud ies of Proudhon than during a l l the in te r -war y e a r s . 

Besides t h e Dolleans biography, f ive other complete books d e a l with 

one aspect or another of h i s thought. P i e r r e Haubtmann has assernbled 

the documents which r e l a t e Marx and Proudhon ( 2 ) , and Alexandre Marc 

has publ ished s e l e c t i o n s which connect Pf oudhon with Charles Peguy and 

even Charles de GauLLe ( 3 ) . Of more importance, perhaps , a r e t h e s t u d i e s 

by P^re Henri de Lubac, S .J . and Madeleine Amoudruz, Proudhon etJLe 

Chris t ianisme(4) ™a Pmudhon e t l'EuroiDe ( 5 ) , r e s p e c t i v e l y , which 

(1) Dol l eans , Edouard, Proudhon, L i b r a i r i e Gall imard, P a r i s , 1 » 8 . 
2 Haubtmann, P i e r r e , Marx e t Proudhon Sconome " g * ? ^ ' ^ ' 1 * 7 -
3) Marc, Alexandre, v™,*h™ - Textes Choisxs, Egloff , Parxs 19W. 

H) Trans la ted a s : The Un-Marxian S o c i a l i s t , Sheed and Ward, London, 1 9 ^ , 

by Canon R.5 . Scantlebury. 
(5) Ed i t ions Domat Montchrest ien, P a r i s , 1945. 
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cover thoroughly the f ields indicated by their titles. Georges Guy-

G-rand's Pour Connaitre La Pensee du Proudhon (l), the last of the five, 

fills admirably the need for a short, reliable introduction to an 

author whose many works deal with a wide ränge of subjects« 

In addition to these books, which, with the exception of Pere 

du Lubacfs, are not available in English, a number of articles have 

appeared on this side of the Atlantic, Among these, Professor J.S, 

Schapiro^ attempt at a revaluation of Proudhon's work in the light 

of modern FascLsm (2) and Professor F,M, Watkins1 contention that 

Proudhon prefigures modern constitutional theory provide an interesting 

contrast (3)» 

Most of t h e r e v i v a l of i n t e r e s t i n Proudhon i s , of course, due to 

the i n t r i n s i c value of h i s thought, but not unimportant i s the i n -

creased a v a i l a b i l i t y of h i s works. The L i b r a i r i e Marcel Riviere ed i t ion 

of t h e Oeuvres Conrpletes i s , unfor tuna te ly , not ye t complete, but the 

numerous volumes which have appeared make up what i s ce r t a in ly the bes t 

e d i t i o n ye t publ ished. Each volume i s introduced and copiously annotated 

by Proudhonian scho la rs of long s tanding; most of Tshom were members of 

the group ,fLes Amis de Proudhon" which was formed p r i o r t o the f i r s t 

Great War, The e d i t i o n , as a whole, i s under the supervis ion of MM*C, 

B©ugle and H, Moysset, who have a l so cont r ibuted some of the most v a l u -

ab le i n t roduc to ry essays . Whenever p o s s i b l e , t h i s has been the e d i t i o n 

r e f e r r e d to i n t h i s t h e s i s . 
l i P M I I I • » ll>" 

„m II mm 

( l ) Bordas , P a r i s , 1947. (1) Bordas , r a r i s , ±y^(. . - ^ „ 4 « ™ « 
2 Schapi ro , J . S . , «Pierre-Joseph Proudhon Harbinger of Pascxsm , 

An.«THn«Ti fflsterical Review, v o l . 5 0 , ( Ju ly wvi» T . , „ , . , W t C ana -
(3) Watkins, P.M., » P r o u d h ^ n d the Theory of Modern Lxberalxsm Cana 
U ) I ^ W n l l of Economics «A P o ^ i c a ! Science, v o l . X I I I , 1947. 
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Most of the more recent sources, which have been of particular 

value, have been mentioned here. In the body of the thesis specific 

reference will be made whenever possible, but it will be realized that 

this has not always been done. In a work which has fev/ pretentions to 

originality, a debt could be acknowledged on almost every page, but 

this would hardly make the pages that follow more readable, 

Of the arrangement of the material, little need be said, as it 

follows to a great extent the topics raised in the first chapter. 



CHAPTER I - INPLDENOES AM3 INTERPRETATION 

Proudhon i s u sua l l y c lassed as a s o c i a l i s t i n h i s t o r i e s of 

p o l i t i c a l thought , and although he f i t s uneas i ly in to t h i s category, 

i t would be more d i f f i c u l t to just i f j r any o ther . From h i s f i r s t 

publ ished work, t o the end of h i s l i f e , when we find him giving f i n a l 

I n s t r u c t i o n s t o h i s f r iend Gustave Chaudey for the eorapletion of De l a 

Capaci te p o l i t i g u e des Classes ouvr ie res , he never loses s igh t of the 

workers* i n t e r e s t s , and although h i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of those i n t e r e s t s 

i s not t h a t of other s o c i a l i s t s , i t i s nonetheless the r e s u l t of r e a l 

sympathy, Nor i s t h i s to be wondered a t , The son of a cooper and 

brewer, Proudhon himself worked as a ce l lar -boy in h i s ear ly y e a r s , 

and t h i s was not to be h i s l a s t f 1blue-collarn Job. Cooper, cowherd, 

p r i n t e r ' s appren t ice , unemployed craftsman - Proudhon was a l l of these 

for Short per iods and a t no time in h i s l i f e was the p o s s i b i l i t y of 

pover ty f a r off. 

His pre-occupation with the problems of work er s , then, i s qui te 

unders tandable , as i s a l so t h a t b ias in favor of t h e small farmer and 

shop-keeper which earned for him Marx's juägement: "Proudhon . . . . 

f a i t l e proces ä l a s o c i e t e du point de vue e t avec l e s yeux du p e t i t 

paysan f r a n c a i s . " ( l ) His ea r ly years i n the Ju ra mountains around 

Besanoon as well as i n the town i t s e l f were not l i k e l y to lead to the 

sajne r i g i d i t y i n h i s d e f i n i t i o n s of c l a s s as an experience i n h igh ly 

h) Ouoted from La Misere de l a Philosophie in Dolleans o p . c i t . , p .100 . 
Marx's opinion of Proudhon, i n 182A, two years before the p u b l i c a -
t ion of the Phi losophie de l a M s e r e by Proudhon on which n e„*f d e 

tbe above j u d i e ^ n t , was somewhat d i f f e r e n t . He wrote then , Proudhon 
n ' e c r i t pas simplement dans l » i n t e r § t des p r o l e t a i r e s ; xl " t l u x -
meme w o l e t a i r e , o u v r i e r / 1 Sa in te Fami l ie , Cos tes , P a r i s , 1927, 
vpl . l" , pt-71, quoted i n P i e r r e Haubtmann, o p . c i t « , p . 3 4 . 
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industrialized centres, such as Paris or Lyons, might have given rise 

to, The haut-bourgeois is always anathema, but below this level 

Proudhon wishes no permanent class distinction. Ultimately there must 

be "un Systeme , . . qui exclut toute exception de fortunes, de rang 

et de classes . . ,,f (l), 

Although by no means entirely seif-educated, (he won a scholarship 

to the Besancon College at the age of eleven, and remained there until 

he was eighteen), Proudhonfs early works especially show the marks of 

voluminous, undirected reading and he is led not infrequently into 

contradictions which give evidence of inadequately digested ideas, 

Early studies in granmar and philologv, however, make him precise in the 

use of particular words, if not in the complete ideas of which they are 

a part. He cites the Bible, Hegel and Adam Smith as his chief influ-

ences, but to ihese must be added at least Saint-Simon and Fourier, 

the latter also a native of Besancon. The effect of Hegel on his ideas 

he himself exaggerates. Proudhon could not read G-erman, and his know-

ledge of the Grerman philosopher is the result of inadequate and incom-

plete French translations, and long conversations with Karl G-run and 

Karl Marx in Paris, A superficial resemblance, stronger in his earlier 

writings (especially the Contradictions feonomiques) and not infrequent 

references to Hegel have led many writers (2) to emphasize this connec-

tion, usually to the detriment of Proudhon. Today, however, most students 

of Proudhon would agree with Gurvitch that "La dialectique de Proudhon 

(1) De la Capacite tioliticiuo des Classes ouvrieres, Marcel Riviere, Paris, 

1924, p.124. T . T 

(2) cf. Karl Diehl, P . J . Proudhon. Seine Lehre und sein Leben., Jena, 
1888-96, vo1.I , pp.167-171. 
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est . . . des le debut hostile , , , a la dialectique emanatiste de 

Hegel." (l) and the discussion, below, of the Proudhonian "antinomies" 

should illustrate this writer's reasons for rejeotiijg a too close link 

between the thought of Hegel and Proudhon. 

The polemical character of almost all of Proudhon's works is 

another reason for the contradictoriness which was noted above. His 

controversy with the economist Frederic Bastiat has been published, 

but it is in oourse of his major opuses that his most violent attacks 

on past and contemporary writers are set forth. De la Creation de 

1'ordre dans l'humanite began as reply to Laranenais (2) and his 

greatest work, De la Justice dans la Revolution et dans l'Eglise is 

a strong refutation and denunciation of Cardinal Mathieu of Besancon, 

who was unwise enough to Sponsor a book which defamed Proudhon. To 

this fact add the unstable temperament of a man who was frequently ill, 

always financially pressed, often misunderstood, hounded and jailed, 

yet always ready to smash ahead with oontinuing vigor from scme inex-

haustible störe, and such oomplete changes of tack as are evidenced by 

his varying attitude towards Louis Napoleon (3) become understandable. 

It will be contended here, however, that in spite of this super

ficial lack of consistency, the mato threads of Proudhonian thought carry 

through from his first works to his last. The division of his life into 

three periods, which seems to have become Standard, (k) will prove use-

(1) Georges Gurvitch, T.'Tdee du Droit Social,Librairie Recueil Sirey, 

(2) ^l:rL
9^i-de3p.J.Pxoudhon,A. LaCroix, Paris, 1875,-1.6, Letter 

( 3 ) ?JA%2Z£& ^onkee^a^n^u^Etat, *-el Bivier« 

(4) 1 ^ ^ , 0 , ^ . ^ . 3 5 9 . 3 6 1 . ^\^f^m-m/, 0)lD852-i865 
Bd. Dolleans,etc. Periods - (l)up to lßk8,{2)lima l ö ^ , \?> 
(Death of Proudhon). 



4. 

ful occasionally, but unless there i s a quite def ini te change in his 

point of view, Proudhon's ideas wil l be s ta ted as they were most com-

p le t e ly developed, regardless of the time of writing. 

The f oregoing remarks seemed necessary as an introduction for two 

reasons. 

F i r s t , t o provide a p a r t i a l explanation for the wide variety of 

in te rpre ta t ion of Proudhon (and especially of h is theory of social 

change) which wi l l be noted now. 

Secondly, to support the point of view which will emerge from this 

t h e s i s , namely, that much of the in teres t of Proudhon for contemporary 

readers i s the fact that he can combine the point of view of -worker 

a n d J2®iiir^£y£S?£i§ > a n ä integrate them in a Single theory of po l i t i c s 

and p o l i t i c a l change. For those who consider fascism one of the main 

Problems in the western w>rld, Proudhon i s necessary reading. The 

Posi t ion of the "classe moyenne", which finds i t s e l f without the power 

organs of ei ther organized labour or capi ta l i s one which has proved 

disas t rous already. Proudhonfs concept of society and i t s movement 

may shed some useful l i gh t . 

Marx's opinion of Proudhon - a petit-bourgeois dealing in misunder-

stood Hegelianisms - has already been s ta ted , but by way of contrast i t 

i s -vsorth noting that one wri ter or another has seen in Proudhon almost 

a l l the main features of Marxian thinking i t s e l f . In 1915, Professor 

Charles Turgeon, in an "Essai sur l a Conception de l ' H i s t o i r e e t du 

Progres d fapres Proudhon" ( l ) was largely concerned in refuting the con-

( l ) Revue d'Economie Pol i t inue , Tome XXIX, P a r i s , 1915* 
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tent ion that Proudhon was primarily an economic determinist, the evid-

ence for which wi l l be examined brief ly l a t e r . Analogies, of course, 

a re inevi tab le ; both wri ters were dealing with the problems of the 

workers at the same point in h is tory , and indeed, traces of such doct-

r ines as the wlthering away of the s ta te and that of the "class-conscious" 

P ro le t a r i a t are readi lv discovered. The differences between the two, 

however, are undoubtedly profound. 

PerÜaps more in teres t ing are those economists who emphasize 

Proudhon's ideas on monetary reform, and see in them his main contribu-

t ion to a theory of soc ia l change, both from their point of view and 

h i s . Of some in te res t i n t h i s connection are recent attempts to l ink 

the monetary -ftieory of Proudhon with that of Keynes ( l ) . 

Kropotin called Proudhon "the father of anarchism"; and i t i s with 

these words t h a t S.Y. Lu begins a thes is on The Po l i t i ca l Theories of 

P . J . Proudhon (2) . That Proudhon himself described his thought in these 

terms in h i s f i r s t memoir on property, and elsewhere, i s well known; but 

th»t so many people have subsequently accepted th i s profession a t face 

value i s somewhat more surprising. 

To the Proudhonian delegates at the f i r s t meeting of the I s t I n t e r 

nat ional and to Syndicalists l ike Jouhaux, Proudhon was another man again, 

one who believed "L 'a te l i e r fera d ispara l t re l e gouvernement," (3) which 

did not necessari ly mean anarchism. Yet even in 1919 Jouhaux could say 

m Dil lara Dudley, "Keynes and Proudhon", Journal of Economic Historv,, 
voi S ^ S y l S W ^ a l s o - Rol l , Erich, A ffl-tcrr of Economic Thought, Pren-

^ f a . ^ J ^ ^ ^ P r o u d h o n , M . R . Gray I n c . , New 

(3) S l o i ^ d u ' p e u p l e , 13 Dec. 1849. Quoted by G.Guy-Grarri, o p ^ t . , p . l 5 7 . 
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"Que n 'a - t -on pas d i t de Proudhon? Reactionnaire, roya l i s te , anarchiste, 

p e t i t bourgeois, tous les qualifications que l fon peut donner a un 

homme." ( l ) 

M. Jouhaux1 l i s t includes "reactionnaire" and "royal is te" . The 

l a t t e r in te rpre ta t ion i s tha t of Maurras, Dimier, Daudet, et a l , of the 

Action Francaise. As their use of Proudhon does not involve any pö l i t i ca l 

theory of soc ia l change, and as i t has already been dealt with in sorae 

d e t a i l ( 2 ) , i t will not be necessary to say much on th is score. Proudhonfs 

a t t i t ude towards the monarchy and nationalism generally wil l become clear 

l a t e r . 

The attempt to make the designation "reactionnaire" apply to 

Proudhon has received more at tent ion in l a te years than any of the others, 

notably by Professor J . Salwyn Schapiro. Professor Schapiro sees 

Proudhon as a "Harbinger of Fascism", and isolates anti-democratic and 

anti-working class feel ings, (combined with anti-Semitism) as basic in 

a view of society which makes the hero and the e l i t e the chief social 

dynamics. 

H. Jouhaux would probably have regarded more favorably some other 

opinions on Proudhon which he does not enumerate. Still within the 

limits of the author's pölitical, rather than economic or moral thought, 

the emphasis changes, and the Föderalist ideas of Proudhon move into the 

foreground. The revival of interest in this 19th Century writer which 

(1) *~*»«n et Notre Temps. Joint work of« Les Amis de Proudhon«, pre-
fSceäTbv C. Bougle, Chiron, Paris, 1920, p.;W. . 1nt.nT,« 

(2) Seeluret, *C.T.f«Prench Royalist ^ ^ * * * % * * ^ % ^ . 
K) Columbia üniversity Doctoral Dissertation,^ York 1933,™'f j > 

also, Buthman, W.C.-'The Eise of Integral ̂ " S ^ " ̂ 7 2 , 2 1 0 - 2 1 0 , 
Columbia Üniversity Doctoral Dissertataon,New York,193y,PP-
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i s evident today i s intimately connected with this important phase of 

h i s TOrks on p o l i t i c s . The Proudhonian inspirat ion of the French Organ

iza t ion "La Föderation" i s immediately apparent. This group proposes, 

through i t s monthly Revue: 

- Un regime juridique ou l a famille so i t consideree comme la cel lule 
premiere de la vie socia le . 

- Une Organization administrative fondee sur lfautonomie communale 
et non sur l a toute-puissance de l 'E t a t . 

- Un Systeme economique base sur le syndicaHsme de fonction et 
l a transformation de l ' en t repr i se cap i ta l i s te en association de 
producteurs, dans l e cadre dfune Organization professionelle 
independante des par t i s et des pouvoirs publics, le role de ces 
derniers etant d 'o r ien te r , de coordonner et d ' a rb i t re r . , 

- Une Organization internationale issue de federations regionales 
dont l a premiere ä constituer doit e tre la Federation europeene, 
gage de perennite de la c iv i l i sa t ion occidentale. 

I f any doubt remained as to the primary source of t h i s prograsme, 

the next sentence would dispel i t . 

"La Federation" reuni t dans ce but des hommes desireux de pro-
mouvoir un monde equilibree et pacifique, fpour l'homme, par l a 
l i b e r t e , dans la jus t i ce 1 ( l ) . 

But what are the mechanics of soc ia l change in the regime proposed 

by "La Federation"? At the r i s k of going into too much d e t a i l in a 

chapter designed simply to outl ine some of the notions which have been 

disentangled from the profusion of Proudhon's thought, a short excerpt 

from a Federation ed i to r i a l can be cited» 

A tous l es x>lans, da.ns tous les secteurs, l ' imperat i f d faujourd|hui 
e s t : Organisation. Non par decret , mais par associ^txon, non d en 
haut, mais d'en bas. L'ordre vrai n ' e s t jaoiiais impose: i l surgit de 
l a competence, de l fautonomie, de la responsabi l i te . I I se tonae 
sur l a j u s t i c e a 1»Interieur des groupes et entre l es groupes, l a 
oÄ le s hommes se connaissent et peuvent s 'est imer, l a ou peut Jouer 

(1) Federation 9, rue Auber, Par is IX, (April 1948). 
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l a s o l i d a r i t e , parce qu 'e l le est spontanee, qu 'e l le ä chaleur 
humaine, qu 'e l le permet le partage fraternel de l ' e f fo r t commun 
et de ses f ru i t s (2) . 

One further Strand must be introduced before a more detai led 

study begins. Henri de Lubac maintains tha t "more than anything e ise , 

the re l ig ious problem exercised him (Proudhon) without resp i te . " (2) 

The moral element in social change, then, wi l l form part of the developed 

System, and with the recognition of th is las t factor the essentials of 

Proudhon's theory can be discerned. Economic forces, pö l i t i c a l forces, 

moral fac tors - each have the i r place. Turning to Proudhon himself, 

the sometimes contradictory, sometimes complementary opinions which 

have been sketched wil l be seen in their relat ions to each other. 

(1) Federation (Janvier 1948), Edi tor ia l , p . 1. 
(2) De Lubac, op .c i t . , p . v i i i . 



CHAPTER I I - THE CQNCKPTTTAT, FRAMEWORK 

Proudhon l ived a t a time when f a i t h in Science was a t a peak. The 

phenomenal successes in physics , and espec ia l ly in mechanics, of the 

preceding Century were being fur ther developed, and the new world of 

the b i o l o g i c a l sc iences was becoming more and more i n t e l l i g i b l e . The 

hope t h a t Socie ty would prove as amenable to the s c i e n t i f i c technique 

of ana lys i s was s t rong, and Proudhon, on th i s score , was not the l e a s t 

o p t i m i s t i c Nineteenth Century th inker . The p r inc ip les and laws of 

human behaviour , he f e i t , were discoverable by i n t e l l i g e n t Observation 

and deduct ion, and would prove r e l a t ed to those laws of the physical 

world which were already proven. Most important was h i s be l i e f tha t 

mankind as a whole was qui te capable of developing r a t i ona l i n s t i t u t i o n s 

on t h e b a s i s of the new sc ience . The wsrker, who was close to the r e -

a l i t i e s of na ture and soc ie ty , was pe r fec t ly able to both understand 

and apply the p r i n c i p l e s which a t r ue philosophy, a s c i e n t i f i c metaphysics, 

would d iscover . ( l ) 

H i t h e r t o , men had been bound by a philosophy which the Church had 

done most to shape. Thinking was cr ippled by the d e b i l i t a t i n g doc t r ine 

of Grace, by t he idea of t ranscerdence. The Solution l a y i n the e s t a b l i s h -

ment of a r a t i o n a l metaphysics which grounded i t s e l f f i rmly i n na ture 

and s o c i e t y . Immanence would rep lace transcendalism i n a philosophy which 

was e s s e n t i a l l y p r a c t i c a l and compatible with the simple good sense of 

humanity. (2) Proudhon f e i t t h a t one of b i s con t r ibu t ions should be the 

(1) De la Jus t i ce dans la Revolution et dans l 'Ecrlise, A. La Croix, 
Verboeckhoven e t Cie, Bruxelles, 1868, -vol.l, pp. 10-13. 

(2) I b i d . , p.22. 

9. 
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mapping out of t he new r o l e of the soc i a l sciences and t h e techniques 

by which they could be organized. The c rea t ion of order i n society 

the e s s e n t i a l problem and t h i s demanled t h a t the forces immanent 

s o c i e t y i t s e l f be thoroughly analysed and understood. 

This at tempt a t systematic analysis i s made f i r s t in the Creation 

de 1 'Ordre, (1843) but the Organization of such a soc i a l science had 

ev iden t l y been long i n his mind. In a l e t t e r to the members of the 

Academy of Besan9on, wr i t t en in June, 1840, he s t a t e s tha t for the 

p a s t year he has been occupied in such s tud ies and tha t 

my percept ion of t h e f ac t t ha t these sciences, though badly de -
fined as to the i r object and not confined to the i r sphere, a r e , 
l i k e the n a t u r a l sc iences , suscept ib le of demonstration and 
c e r t a i n t y , has a l ready rewarded my e f fo r t s . ( l ) 

At f i r s t he seems t o have been a t t r ac t ed by an almost Pvtha^orean 

concept. 

To t h e eires of t he economist, the revolut ion of empires seem now 
l i k e the reduct ion of a lgebra ica l q u a n t i t i e s , which are i n t e r -
deduc ib le ; now l ike the Discovery of unknown q u a n t i t i e s , induced 
by the i n e v i t a b l e inf luence of t ime. Figures are the providence 
of h i s t o r y . (2) 

Soon t h i s notion was modified, and a more eomplex idea subs t i tu t ed . He 

borrows from Four ier the " s e r i e s " and wi th i t s aid explains the o rde r -

ing of n a t u r a l phenomena and man's understanding of them. The Creation 

de 1'Ordre i s not a c lear exDOSition. I t i s con t rad ic to ry , d i f f u s e , dog-

matic - and except ional ly d i f f i c u l t t o summarize. B r i e f l y , "cornme, dans 

l a n a t u r e , la s e r i e es t la condi t ion absolue de 1 'o rdre , de l a v i e ; a i n s i 

(1) What i s Property? Humboldt Publ ishing Co. , New York, (no d a t e ) . Trans
l a t i o n by B.A. Tucker, F i r s t Ivlemoir, p , 2 . (This w i l l b e r e f e r r e d t o 
i n fu tu r e footnotes as F i r s t Memoir on Proper ty) . 

(2) I b i d . , p,247-



11. 

dans l a science, la se r ie est la condition supreme de l ' in te l l igence et 

du v ra i . " ( l ) Reali ty no 7onger consists of numbers, but rather of 

groupings, nature i s "nombre, d iv ise , differencie, se r i e , flgure." (2) 

Man can und-rstand nothing except relat ionships, and reasoning i s simply 

the perception of these relat ionships: 

. . TOUS ne percevez que dans les series . . „ Tun, le par t icul ier , 
1 xndivi^uel, vous apparait dans les choses, non par le fai t d'un 
mater ial izat ion grossiere, mais par le rapport qui groupe et to ta l i se 
l e s unites se r i e l l e s . . . (3), 

The s e r i a l concept enables one to judge social phenomena, for s e r i a l -

iza t ion i s the essence of order. Armed with an understanding of the 

ser ies man can author i ta t ively str ike down corrupt ins t i tut ions which 

have been long accepted as legitimate, Thus i t i s demonstrable that 

slavery i s a " fa i t subversif". Slavery means violence and se rv i l i ty , 

while l ega l , jus t ins t i tu t ions are "dans le droit" and freely organized. 

As, in a true se r ia l Organization, these two aspects WDUM be quite 

log ica l ly incompatible, slavery must be a perversion. Order and servi -

tude cannot co-exist in the same ser ies (4). The se r i a l cr i ter ion can 

be applied to a l l forms of socia l and natural Organization. Economic 

i n s t i t u t i o n s which respond to the force of division of labour, for 

exarnple, can be seen as r igh t ly ordered, "ser iees" , or "anormales" de-

pending on whether they can be considered manifestations of tha t force 

in i t s pure form: 

La d-ivision du t r a v a i l , pour etre normale et u t i l e , productrice 
d ' in t e l l i ^ence et d ' hab i l e t e , . do i t avoir l i eu , non par fragmen-
t a t ion , mais par dedoublement. Le t rava i l regulierement d iv ise 

(1) T ^ J . » Creation de 1'Ordre « ^ j Q ^ ^ , A- L a C r o i x e t G i e * P a r i S > 
1873, p . 183. 

(2) I b i d . , p . 175-
(3) I b i d . , p . 212. 
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doi t o f f r i r toujours, dans chacune de ses divisions uni te , variete 
eu synthese, c ' e s t -a -d i re se r ie . ( l) 

I n t h e Creation de 1'Ordre, the h i s to r i ca l importance of economic 

forces and the laws derived from them i s great , in fact "au point du vae 

de l ' o rgan isa t ion , les lo i s de l'Economie polit ique sont les lo is de 

l ' H i s t o i r e . " (2) They operate in the p ö l i t i c a l f ield as much as in the 

purely economic; thus, for example, when a social unit reaches any great 

s ize i t may be necessary to "multiplier le souverain . . . selon la lo i 

economique de division, specialisation et se r ie , par dedoublement." (3) 

Proudhon offers no very sat isfactory objective c r i t e r ia whereby a "ser i -

a l ly" organized Ins t i tu t ion can be recognized, however, and the idea i s 

largely transformed in la te r works. The d o s e s t approximation to the 

"ser ie" i s the "groupe" concept of the Philosophie du Progres. Proudhon 

dis t inguishes between the two: 

De meme que dans la logique l ' idee de mouvement ou de progres se 
t r adu i t en cet te a.utre la ser ie ; de meme dans l 'ontologie , e i le 
a pour synonyme l e groupe. Tout ce qui exis te , est groupe; tout 
ce qui forme groupe est un, par consequent est pereeptible, par 
consequent es t . (4) 

In a footnote in the Riviere edition of the Philosophie du Progres, M. 

Ruyssen maintains, with some reason, that the idea of the group aäds l i t t l e 

precision t o that of the s e r i e s , and points out that the ser ies had 

ac tual ly even more significance in the physical and biological sphere 

than in the purely logical (5) . 

I b i d . , p . 271. 
I b i d . , p . 308. 

(3) I b i d . , p . 320. % 

(4) Philosophie du Progres, Marcel Riviere, P a r i s , 1945, p . lfcO. 
(5) I b i d . , p . 63, footnote. 



13. 

As late as 1.859, however, Proudhon found much in his early formu-

lations that was of use to him. While preparing La Guerre et la Paix, 

he writes that he has gone back to "mes series" and that, through them, 

"je suis arrive ä comprendre quelque chose." (l) 

A concept which is far more important in the work of Proudhon, and 

becomes increasingly so in his later years, is the antinomy. As ah ex-

planation of the nature and Operation of physical and social forces it 

is far more satisfying than the series. Proudhon's debt to both Kant 

and Hegel will be evident, but his adaptation and application of their 

ideas are peculiar to himself, and they form what is undoubtedly one of 

the most interesting features of his thought. Although the first ex

tensive presentation of an analysis by antimomies occurs in the Contra

dictions economiques, it must be remembered that both idea and phrase-

ology occur in earlier works and are by no means incompatible with 

prior analyses. 

During the first period of his writing, the concept is often quite 

similar to the Hegelian dialectic, but never wholly so. Proudhon some

times has the negation of thesis involve its "absorption" in the antithesis, 

and the realization of a new synthesis (2), but more often he is attracted 

to the idea of equilibrium instead. The difference between the fusion 

of two antagonistic forces and their balancing is, of course, great, but 

Proudhon for some time oscillated between the two concepts and even 

attempted to make them seem synonymous. 

(1) Corresnondance, vol. 9, Letter to Gustave Chaudey, 5 June, l859, f. 94 

(2) See Creation de 1'Ordre, pp. 192, 271. 
First Memoir on Property, p. 29-
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An analogy with the poles of a battery or an e lec t r i ca ! c i rcui t 

i s one which occurs immediately when the idea of tense equilibrium i s 

broached. Proudhon uses i t countless times, and even in the Creation de 

1'Ordre he believes that as " le magnetisme presente deux poles egales . . ." 

so "dans l a plupart des se r i e s , les unites sont en rapport d 'egal i te ou 

d'equivalence." ( l) But i t i s in the Contradictions economiques that the 

i l l u s t r a t i o n begins to be used most clearly and effectively. 

Comme les poles de l a p i l e , l 'offre et demand.e sont diametralement 
opposees. . . on veut donc savoir s ' i l n 'es t pas possible, en 
toute occasion, d 'equi l ibrer ou fa i re transiger ces deux puissances, 
de maniere que la prix des choses soi t toujours l 'expression de la 
valeur v ra ie , l 'expression de la jus t ice . . . (2). 

I t i s quite clear tha t t h i s notion owes l i t t l e to Hegel, but the evolu-

t ion away from him i s not yet complete, for in th is example Proudhon 

s t i l l can speak in terms of forces which "tendent sans cesse ä s'annuler 

l ' une l ' a u t r e . " (3) The use of the verb "s'annuler" i s significant, as 

i t indicates tha t the idea of negation i s s t i l l strong. Yet the poles 

of a ba t te ry do not simply cancel each other out, and one suspects tha t , 

even here , the figure i t s e l f expresses Proudhon's thought bet ter than 

b i s explanation of i t . Certainly, the later works leave no doubt that 

negation i s an inadequate description. 

Les termes antinomiques ne se resolvent pas plus que les poles d'une 
p i l e electr ique ne se detruisent . . . i l s ne sont pas seulement 
indes t ruc t ib les , i l s sont la cause generatrice du mouvement de l a 
v i e , du progres . . . (4)o 

In De la Ju s t i c e , he shows that he himself i s quite aware of t he 

(1) r>egtion de 1'Ordre, p . 194. M ^ ^ I P-ivi^re Par i s 
(2) g ^ g ^ s ^ o ^ r ^ d i c t i o n s Economiques, vol. I , Marcel Riviere , P a r i s , 

1923, p . 103. 

(4] S f r i e P d e la ' Propriete , A. La Croix, Pa r i s , 1866, p . 330. 
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vast differences between Hegel and himself. Hegel has not realized 

that "l 'antinomie ne se resout point, mais qu 'e l le indique une osc i l l a -

t ion ou antagonisme susceptible seulement d 'equil ibre." (l) 

The emphasis on antagonism which the l a s t two ci tat ions reveal 

increases as Proudhon's thought evolves. At f i r s t , antagonism i s simply 

inev i tab le , an a t t r i b u t e of nature and society, which man must accept, 

even though i t may mean that the happiness which he seeks will remain 

"hors de notre portee." (2) For the mature Proudhon, however, i t is 

only on condition tha t forces "s'entre-choquent, . . . s 'entre b r i se , 

. • . s ' en t r e devorent. . . "(3) that they are t ru ly creative. In 

La G-uerre e t la Paix th is a t t i tude i s most fully worked out, and i t w i l l 

be deal t with in d e t a i l when pö l i t i ca l forces are analyzed. 

Proudhon's cr i t ic ism of Hegel brings to the fore another feature 

of t h e former fs analysis of socia l forces. In the Creation de 1'Ordre 

he objects t o the "idees t r i n i t a i r e s " of the German's thought, main-

taining t h a t " la nature . . . se prete aussi bien, a une Classification 

quaternaire qu'a une Classification ternaire; qu 'e l le se p re te ra i t 

probablement a beaucoup d 'autres . . . (4) and again in De l a Jus t ice , 

the t r i a d i c formula seems to him only the result of " le bon p la i s i r du 

ma i t r e " ( l ) . I t would seem that t h i s cr i t ic ism involves more than the 

simple re ject ion of the th i rd term of synthesis, and implies, in 

addit ion, that the idea of the Single an t i thes i s , of the pair ing of 

polar opposites, i s an unwarranted l imitat ion of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of 

(!) De la Ju s t i ce , vol. I , pp. 28, 29- (footnote). 
(2) Contradictions economiques, v o l . I I , p . 87. 
(3) La Guerre e t la Paix, Marcel Riviere, Pa r i s , 1927, p . 473. 
(4) Creation de l 'OrdreJ p. 116. 
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antagonism. As Proudhon's ideas are fürt her developed in la te r 

chapters, i t w i l l become evident tha t the antinomy, a dual i s t ic con

cept, i s not by any means the only form by which tension i s raanifested. 

Systems of equilibrium wi l l involve an interaction of forces which 

allows of multiple re la t ions . The society of De la Jus t ice , indeed, 

lends i t s e l f more easily to analogy with a complex, molecular equi l i 

brium S3rstem than with the simple Opposition of positive to negative 

poles in a bat tery . Nevertheless, the pure antinomy remains in i t s 

own r igh t , a v i t a l concept. 

Proudhon's ideas evolved continually, but, after this preliminary 

sketch, thev wil l be best revealed in a more concrete set t ing. I t 

wi l l be wise now to turn t o the application of h is thinking which he makes 

in the f i e lds of economics and p o l i t i c s . Proudhon was never *iven to 

the lengthy contemplation of abstractions; the bustling world about 

him pressed too close for continuous metaphysica! speculation. I t i s 

in close r e l a t ion with the fects of his time as he saw them that 

further developments in his thinking; not always consistent, take place. 

Therr a re revealed in his cri t icisms and his proposals for society, in 

h i s analysis of economic and pö l i t i ca l forces. 



CHAPTER I I I - PPQTJDBON'S ECOlNJOyTTHS 
* ' " " "" * ' " " * ' " • " " - '• I r • n i n r ii I ' H ' » •• r i "• i 

'What are the sal ient features of man's economic existence, past 

and contemporary? What forces operate in th is sphere? What is the 

nature of these forces? Proxidhon's answers to these ques+ions are 

the concern of th i s chapter. 

Anyone who has heard. the nane, Proudhon, wil l probably connect i t 

immediately with the opening l ine of h is f i r s t meraoir on property: "La 

propr ie te , c ' e s t le vol." Proudhon himself seems to have been rather 

more embarrassed than pleased,. in la te r l i f e anyhow, by the notoriety 

of th is phrase. In more than one of his subsequent works, he fei t i t 

necessary to explain i t , and in the las t years of his l i f e , when p ö l i t i 

ca l considerations loomed larger for him than economic ones, he was to 

qualify i t almost out of a l l meaning. The labour theory of value i s 

the basis of his view. Man must labour to provide for the material 

necess i t ies of l i f e and "the labourer i s proprietor of the value which 

he c rea tes . " ( l ) The matter would be smple then, were i t not for the 

fact that labour i s most productive in society, in concert with the 

labour of others . The labourer 's product i s part of the soc ia l product; 

»a l l production being necessarily col lec t ive , the labourer i s en t i t l ed 

to a share of the products and prof i t s commensurate with his labour." ( l ) 

The Ins t i tu t ion of property d i s to r t s t h i s pa t te rn , and proprietors of 

land and capi tal receive a share which i s based, not on t h e i r labour, 

but on the value of the^r Holdings. But th i s i s not the only or even 

( l ) F i r s t Memoi'r on Property, p . 120. 

17. 
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most serious effect of property. Labour requires tools , i t is exerted 

on land or raw mater ia ls , and i f labour i t s e l f i s a natural right of 

a l l men, so must be the means to th is labour. Thus property not only 

robs the worker of part of h is jus t share of the product, but also of 

one of h i s basic r i g h t s , his l iber ty . Property cannot even be legitimized 

by mutual consent, for " i t i s to t ra f f ic in a natural r igh t , and divest 

ourselves of raanhood" ( l ) . Property i s thef t . 

Faced with the problem of wresting from the earth the means of 

b i s l ivelihood, men have adopted a bruta l , suicidal System. All have 

a r ight to possess " that which i s required, for . . . labour aid con-

sumption" (2 ) , but rather than t h i s jus t , ordered Solution, men have 

developed "the a r t of robbing the producer" (3). The effects of th i s 

degraded System are widespread. 

Suppress property while maintaining possession, and, by th is 
simple modification of the pr inciple , you will revolutionize ̂  
law^ government, economy, and Ins t i tu t ion; you wil l drive ev i l 
from the face of the earth. (4) 

Actually, t h i s i s a wild Statement, which Proudhon, though s t i l l en-

t h u s i a s t i c , medifies. 

Of course, I do not pretend that the principle of property i s a 
canplete resume of a l l the socia l forces; but. . . 1 have been 
able to reason with absolute aecuraey from a Single order of 
f a c t s , certain as I was of the perfect correlation which exis ts 
between th is special order and universal history. As i s the 
property of a nation, so i s i t s family, and i t s l eg is la t ive and 
jud ic ia l i n s t i t u t i ons . (5) 

(l) Ibid., P. 94. 

\% ST^s^ro^erty? Second Memoir, Letter to Blanqui, Humboldt, New 
U S k , (nodate), p. 311. (This will be referred to in future footnotes 

as Second Memnir on Property). 
(4) First Memoir on Property, p» 285. 
(5) Second Memoir on Property, p. 362. 
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The qualif ication which admits of other forces occurs more often 

than not, but i t does not take away from the strength and definiteness 

of his opinions. 

Undoubtedly there are other elements in human progress; but in the 
multitude of hidden causes which agi ta te nations, there i s none 
more powerful or constant than the periodical explosions of the 
Pro le ta r i a t against property . . . . The downfall ani death of 
soc ie t ies are due to the power of accumulation possessed by 
property. ( l ) 

The case of those who see Proudhon as an economic determinist could 

well r e s t on these three ci tat ions - and with some jus t ice , i f the two 

memoirs on property were the only works of Proudhon. 

I t wi l l be well to note inmediately tha t Proudhon's method of 

ordering the forces which have led to property i s one of individual 

possession. "Possession is a r ight . " (2) He rejects the concept of 

property embodied in the "Phalansteres" of Fourier on the grounds that 

they mean "a barr ier to l ibe r ty of transactions and of inheritance, and 

free disposi t ion of the so i l taken away from Hirn who cult ivates it.** (3) 

And althou^i in the f i r s t memoir on property Proudhon i s sterner in 

his in ten t t o eliminate the vices of property, and in s i s t s that 

the possessor or usufructuary . . . i s responsible for the thing 
entrusted t o him, . . . must use i t in conformity with the 
o-eneral u t i l i t y . . . has no power to transform i t , to diminish 
i t , or to change i t s nature . . . i s under the supervision of 
society • • . (4) , 

s t i l l the communist Solution has no appeal for him. 

We, members of a Community, i t i s t r u e , have no pr ivate property; 
but the Community i s proprietor, and proprietor not only of the 

(1) I b i d . , p . 247. 
(2) TM™*, Memoir on Property,, p.285. 
M H ^ ^ T T d e a of the Revolution in the l j t h Century, Freedom Press , 
K London, 1923/"Translated by J.B.Robinson, p.208, (This wi l l be r e -

ferred to in future footnotes as Idee Generale). 
(4) F i r s t Memoir on Property, p . 82. 
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goods but of the persons and w i l l s . . . the indus t r ious work for 
t he l azy ; the clever wDrk for the f o o ü s h . . . Property i s t h e 
e x p l o i t a t i o n of t h e weak by the s t rong. Communism i s the exploi ta
t i o n of the weak by the s trong. Communism i s the explo i ta t ion of 
the s t rong by the weak. ( l ) 

Possession l i e s between the two. "Entre l a propr ie te e t la communaute 

j e c o n s t r u i r a i s un monde." (2) 

An understanding of t he antinomy enables us t o explain the fur-

t he r evolut ion of Proudhon's views on property, which was mentioned 

above. By I 8 5 I , Proudhon had decided to discard the word "possession" 

as t h e s o l e term appl icable for the successful ordering of the force 

which was seen i n i t s perver ted form in property. He s t i l l p r o t e s t s , 

however, t h a t " j e maintiens integralement toutes mes negations sur . . 

l a p r o p r i e t e . " I t i s simply more expedient t o use a term which wi l l 

be r e a d i l y unders tood:" . . . i l ne m'appart ient pas de creer des mots 

nouveaux . . . " and fu r the r , as " i l n ' y a pas de progres sans t r a d i t i o n 

. . . i l convient . . . de conserver aux i n s t i t u t i o n s nouvelles l eurs 

noms patronymiques." (3) Thus, ins tead of possession and property he can 

speak simply of two d i f f e r en t types of property . For the absentee 

l and lo rd , p roper ty i s simply a source of revenue, while peasan t ' s land 

i s esteemed for i t s e l f ( 4 ) . This verbal change, however, hides a 

d i f f e rence i n viewpoint which i s revealed more completely i n De l a 

J u s t i c e , and i t i s here t h a t t h e influence of h i s thought on an t i no -

mies becomes apparent . Again, he does not repudiate the dictum "La 

( l ) l b i d . , p . 261. rt , „ , l Q - 7 z , , 
(2)"^olut ioai du probleme s o c i a l , A.La Croix, P a r i s , 1873, p . 34*>. 
(3) Phi losophie du Progres , pp. 78, 79. 
(4) Du P r inc ipe F e d e r a t i f . E d i t i o n s Bossard, P a r i s , 1921, p . 175. 
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p r o p r i e t e , c ' e s t l e vol" but ra ther attempts to explain i t away. He 

b e l i e v e s , now, t ha t property i s "un f a i t aussi necessaire ä l ' ex i s t ence 

de l ' i n d i v i d u qu 'ä l a vie socia le" a t the same time as being "celui 

que l a conscience un ive r se l l e condamne sous l e nom de vol ." In other 

words, t he force which, perver ted , l ed to property and, ordered, led 

to possession i s now renamed, and recons t i tu ted as a dualism, an ant in

omy. Referr ing t o h i s f i r s t memoir, he goes on: 

De c e t t e cont rad ic t ion mise par moi dans tout son jour . . . on 
a conclu que j e voulais DETRUIRE l a p ropr ie te . Detruire une 
conception de l ' e s p r i t , une force economique; de t ru i r e I n s t i t u t 
ion que c e t t e force et c e t t e conception engendrent, est aussi 
absurd que de d e t r u i r e l a mat ie re . ( l ) 

There can be no doubt t h a t Proudhon reads into the f i r s t memoir much 

more than he wröte in 1840, especia l ly when he denies t h a t he wished 

t o des t roy t h e p a r t i c u l a r i n s t i t u t i o n which the force had then engen-

dered . This i s t h e l a t e r thought of the author who i n s i s t s t h a t "Rien 

ne s e d e t r u i t dans l e monde, r ien ne .se perd." Thus, " l a p rop r i e t e , 

forme concrete de l a l i b e r t e ind iv idue l le ne se peuvent aneant i r . " (2) 

I t w i l l be evident , however, t h a t there i s more t o the r e i n s t a t e -

ment of p rope r ty than can be explained simply by the evolution of h is 

ideas on the nature of s o c i a l f o r c e s . The r e s t of the explanation l i e s 

in the s h i f t in emphasis, mentioned above, from an almost purely 

economic viewpoint to one which recognizes p ö l i t i c a l fo rces as more 

cogent. Proudhon asks of p roper ty a j u s t i f i c a t i o n , he demands "qu'on 

f a i t l a BAIANOS" (3) f 

(1) De Ts Justice, vol. I, p. 3^4* % m 

(2) T w ^ ^ ^ f l ' ^ i i Revol.utionnaJ.r_e, Marcel Riviere, Pari.s, 1929, 
.̂J "31b. 

(3) De la Justice, vol. II, p. 325. 

http://ne.se
http://Revol.utionnaJ.r_e
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and he finds tha t i t s vir tue l i e s sometimes as a "contrepoids ä la 

communaute", but , more important, as a foe of the s t a t e . 

L'Etat consti tue de l a maniere la plus rat ionnelle , la plus 
l i b e r a l e , anime des ins t i tu t ions les plus jus tes , n'en est pas 
moins une puissanoe enorme, capable de tout ecraser autour d ' e l le 
s i ön ne lu i ö.onne pas un contrepoids . . . La propriete est la 
plus grande force qui existe et qui se puisse opposer au pouvoir. (l) 

As Property -was the f i r s t economic subject to which Proudhon gave 

extensive treatment, i t i s to be expected that the change in his view-

point -would be more marked here than elsewhere. This, indeed, i s the 

case, as an examination of some of his other ideas on economics will 

make evident. 

I c a l l certain principles of action economic forces such as the 
Division of Labour, Competition, Collective Force, Exchange 
Credit , Property, e tc . . . I f these forces are held i n j q u i l x -
brium, subject to the laws which are proper to them, and which 
do no^ depend in any way upon the arbi t rary m l l of man . l abour 
can be or^anized, and comfort for a l l guaranteed. If, on the 
other hanl^hey are lef t without direction and wittout counter-
poise , S c u r i s in a condition of Chaos; the useful effect of 
t S economic forces i s mngled with an e^ual quantxtv of u y u n -
ous effects ; the def ic i t balances the profit . . .K*). 

Six years before writing this passage Proudhon had pubHshed h i s 

most extensive analysis of these economic forces and the i r dual nature, 

b i s ~ l y ^ ^ ^ t o « ^ but in a l l h is works, soma 

asnect of the same problem i s broached. The early emphasis, as has 

been shown, was on the .uest ion of property. This was followed by 

concentration on the problem of the exchange of goods - on money, c redi t 

„ A banking. In the Creation de l 'Ordre, Proudhon could say of the 

c i r c u l a t i o n of values,the f O p t i o n of capi ta l and the theory of money: 

(!) - u ^ - *« ix b r i e t e , A. LaCroix, Par i s , 1866, W . 136-137. 

(2) Tdee G-enerale, p . 46» 
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"Cette branche de l'Economie polit ique . . . est ä peu pres achevee, 

et n fa plus besoin que d ' e t r e 9a et la rec t i f iee et mise en ordre, ( l ) 

Yet s ix years l a t e r , in a footnote added to a new edition, he admits 

tha t 

La est l a plus grande erreur de tout l'ouvrage. L'auteur a 
prouve lui-meme, depuis la prämiere edition de ce l iv re , qu ' i l 
y avai t tout ,a fa i re encore dans la question du credit , de la 
c i rcu la t ion , de la valeur, et des monnaies. (!) 

What, then, was the nature of the problem of exchange and credit 

and how important was i t considered by Proudhon? Mr. Dudley Dillard, 

in a provocative a r t i c l e ccmparing Keynes and Proudhon, sums the matter 

up in t h i s way: 

Both Kernes and Proudhon . . . are agreed that financial capi ta l , 
b e c a u S S i t s Strategie place in the ^ ^ j g g ^ 
of indus t r ia l cap i ta l , p o s s e s s - ? ^ ^ « x « ^ " ^ ^ K £ l 
profound l imitat ions or. the funetioning of an othermse sound 

competitive system."(2) 

Although, as wi l l be made evident below, i t i s an exaggeration to say 

tha t Proudhon, a t leas t , beüeved the economic System «otherwise 

the importance of the problem of credit i s clearly established; reform 

Th. means whereby credit wil l be freed from monetary shackles, and 

TOlue «constituted» . a s the People-s Bank. The bank was designed to 

-, • A w n nf exchange, which would completely provide for a u n i v e r s a l i s l a l l of exchange, 

(1) ^ ~ + ™ " de 1'Ordre, pp. 35^-355-
(o\ D i i l a rd , Dudley, l o c ^ c i t . , P'b ö« . . 
[I] r n n t T - - " ^ — eennomiaues, v o l . H , p . m . 
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replace ordinäry types of money, based on gold (!) , except for small-

change tokens, Any product of labour could, by means of the exchange 

bank, take the place of money, and, represented by a bank b i l l , circu-

l a t e throughout the economy. The economic system would be t ru ly based, 

then, on 

cet aphorisme si connu: Les produits s'ecbangent contre les 
produits. Principe incontestable, mais jusqufa ce jour demeure 
sterile au mains des economistes, qui se sont contentes de le 
constater, sans essayer dfen faire la moinäre application. (2) 

The natural ordering of the forces of exchange and credit will mean 

much, for 

. i t i s incontestable that the perversion of credit is the 
most acute cause of the poverty of the masses . . . I s i t not 
evident t ha t the tendency of society i s toward poverty, not 
through the depravity of men, but througji the disorder of i t s 
own elementary principles? (3) 

The disorder of other principles or forces i s similarly important, 

and, as has been noted, the Contradictions,, econ^aouff deal fully with 

them. Each force has i t s posit ive and negative aspects. The division 

of labour "hors de laquelle point de progres, point d ' ega l i t e , subalter, 

nise l ' ouvr i e r , rend 1<intelligence i nu t i l e , la richesse nuisible , et 

l ' e g a ü t e impossible."(4) For "fractionne en parcelles infinitfeimales 

ou r^duit ä ses dernier* elements, le t r ava i l es t , pour celui qui 

r e x e c u t e , chose i n in t e l l i g lb l e , aboutissa^te, stupide."(3) S i m p l y , 

•JZ^^'^r ~y?r™z* £SSffi££ -
l 'economiste Maynard Keynes, a declare que ± 

l a barbar ie ' . " 1 1 a „ , n o 
(2) Projet d ' ^ o s J . ^ l Z S E H S i S i i S ' P* 3 0 0 ' 
(Vi Idee Generale, p . .54. i*ft_q 
YlS T S g g g T f o econcmque.s.vol.l, pp. 13» 9. 
(5) nrNation de 1'Ordre, p. 272. 
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competition "analysee dans son principe, est une Inspiration de la 

ju s t i ce ; et cependant nous allons voir que la concurrence, dans ses 

r es t i l t a t s , est in jus te ." ( l ) In i t s resul ts i t i s in fact , "la guerre 

c i v i l e . " (2) But if competition i s c iv i l war, monopoly, which has also 

a theore t ica l j u s t i f i ca t ion , i s " le massacre des prisonniers." (3) 

Monopoly in England has led to untold miseries for the workers, and 

S ' i l s se concentrent pour faire augmenter leur sa lar ie , on les 
j e t t e en prison. Tandis qu fi^s devraient poursuivre devant les 
tribunaux leurs exploiteurs, c 'es t sur eux que les tribunaux 
vengeront l e s a t t en ta t s ä l a l iber te du commerce. Victimes du 
monopole, i l s porteront l a peine due aux monopoleurs.1 0 just ice 
des hommes, stupide, courtisane, .jusqu'ä quand, sous les oripeaux 
de deesse, boiras-tu le sang du proletaire egorge? (4) 

Grouped together men have a "force collective", but the grouping 

rnay easily degenerate into an association which places fe t ters on the 

l i b e r t y of the workers (5) . The importance of credit and banking has 

already been seen, but, here again, the dual nature of these forces was 

remarked very early. 

The greatest enemy of the l a n d e d f ^ ^ t r i a l ^ i s t o c r a c y , t h e ^ 

t : r S b T h f s T r nge^t S Ä t h S H e banker i s - t h e ^ o s t r -
S t l e L collectof of profits, increase, and usury ever inspxred 
by the demon of property. (6) 

These, then, are some of the forces which form the dynartdcs of the 

economic System. Their antinomical nature is immediately evident and 

they w e r e aescribed in these terms from the commencement of Proudhon's 

detail* study of them. Thus there is no exaggeration nor any suspicion 

uam m U l l l i r l 

(!) H^t^rH-ctio"* enonomiciues, p . 222, vol . 1. 
(2) I b i d . , P. 265. 
(3) H l - » p-265-
(4) I b i d . , p . 272. 
h) Idee Generale, pp. »1, ö«i. 
(6) g ^ ~ Memoir on Property, p. 313. 
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of afterthought when Proudhon explains, in De la Jus t ice , that 

c ' e s t ä l 'exposi t ion de ce Systeme que o !ai prelude en 1845 par la 
TDubücation de mon ouvrage sur les Contradictions economiquesadans 
lequel y*l demontre q u ' i l n ' es t pas un principe, pas une force 
dans l a socie te , qui ne proditi.se autant de misere que de richesse, 
s i e i l e n ' e s t balancee par une autre force dont l e cote u t i l e 
neut ra l i se l ' e f f e t destructeur de l a premiere. ( l) 

With the completion of th i s preliminary description of Proudhon's 

conception of the nature and action of economic forces, a more detailed 

and ccmprehensive idea of the ins t i tu t ional forms of the society which 

are t o effect the ordering of forces can be given. The discussion of 

Proudhon's ideas on credit and banking has already provided a picture 

of one type of Ins t i tu t ion - the people's bank, which will enable product 

t o exchange for product - and i t has to be noted that the most p r e i s e 

economic ideas of Proudhon deal with money and exchange, the distr ibutive 

process rather than the proiuctive process. In the Capacite P o l i t i k 

especial ly , however, an overall idea for the economic System i s described 

quite clearly-

An * S U ^ S of t h . aco»o»ie f orcss givos r i se to . "droi t 

« c a n o ^ e " which r ^ f <*» » t « l i s t society f ™ . * i * i t srows. 

Proudhon ineHnes alw.y* t o a l eea l i s t i c Solution of social * * * - . 

The „ven*.H»ins i * » * - ~ ° f "**"* ^ * ̂ " ^ ™" ^ 

i n a^tion, law, ***. - - t rac t - — " - * *"* • " r J 

, » * » »alysis, « i t i c i - an* P.opos.1. TH. centract was * » . 

t 0 « . =*etcn of tH. « — . « ^ in the 1 ^ ^ , - . Ms aof-

Ûon of ^ . » ^ » ^ ^ ! 2 ! ! _ 

(1) T}e l a Jus t i ce , vol . I I , P« 3o5. 
(2) TA*? generale, p . 112. 

http://proditi.se
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the re has l ed some s tudents to conclude t h a t Proudhon wished to eliminate 

the l a t t e r ccmpletely ( l ) . The development of the idea of "dro i t 

economique", however, be l i e s t h i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , and Gurvitch's conten-

t ion t h a t " i l reconnait aussi nettement que possible l ' ex i s t ence du 

d r o i t p o s i t i f formel . . ." (2) seems amply subs tan t ia ted . "Le Droit 

fu t l e p lus grand et l a plus puissant des dieux . . ." ( 3 ) . Nevertheless, 

the importance of t h e contract as a basic par t of mutualism and i t s law 

i s undeniable . I t i s an agreement between man and m*n, group an^ group, 

in which the s t a t e as such has no par t ( 4 ) . As such . . "not only does 

i t leave the p a r t y f r ee , i t adds to h i s l i b e r t y . " (5) 

La v r a i e mutua l i t e , nous 1 'avons d i t , est ce l le qui donne, promet 
e t assure Service pour service ; . . . guarantie pour guarantie; 
qu i , subs t i t uan t par tout un d r o i t rigoreux ä une char i te langui-
s s a n t e , l a c e r t i t ude du cont ra t ä l ' a r b i t r a i r e des ecV»anges. . . • 
tend s^tematiquement ä organiser l e principe meme de l a J u s t i c e . . (o) 

Pour q u ' i l y a i t mutual i te p a r f a i t e , i l faut donc, que chaque 
producteur . . . conserve sa pleine e t en t ie re independance d ' ac t ion , 
t ou t e sa l i b e r t e d ' a l l u r e . • • (7 ) . 

What w i l l be involved when societ^r becomes mutualist? 

qni d i t mutual i te suppose partage de l a t e r r e , d iv is ion des p ropr i - ^ 
i t e s , independence ä.v t r a v a i l , Separation des i n d u s t r i e s , s p e c i a l i t e 
des fonct ions , r e sponsab i l i t e ind iv idue l le et c o l l e c t i v e , selon 
nve l e t r a v a i l e s t " ind iv idua l i se ou groupe; reduction au minimum 
des f r a i s generaux, suppression de parasi t isme e t de la misere. (8) 

Of the pauperism an* crime which are features of " l a FEODALITE GAPITALISTE 

- INDUSTRIELIJS - MERCAOTILE - PROFRIETAIPE" ( 9 ) , we learn tha t "ces causes 

se r edu i sen t ä une seu le : l e d r o i t economique par tout v i o l e . Le remede 

(1) cf. von Dieh l , o n . c i t . , p . 108. 
(2) G-eorges Gnrvitch, o p . c i t . , p.355« 
(3) g^pac i t e P o l l t i q u e , p . 128. 
'lS Idee Generale, p . 112. 
v5) I b i d . , ?. TL2. 
(6) Capacite P o l i t i q u e , p . !32. 
' 7 ) , I b i c ^ p . 142. 

I b i d . , p . 142; 
I b i d . , p . 363. 

^ 
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n ' e t a i t pas plus d i f f i c i l e a. decouvrir: retour au droi t economique par 

l 'observation de la lo i de mutuali te."(l) 

I n s t i t u t i ona l l y , mutualism will involve 

assurances mutuelles, credit mutuel, . . . enseignement mutuel; 
garanties reciproques de debouche, d'echange, de t r ava i l , de 
bonne qual i te et de juste prix des marchandises, etc. . . . I c i , 
l e t rava i l l eur n ' e s t pas un serf de l 'Btat . . . c 'est l'homme 
l i b r e . . . . (2) . 

Mutualism, and the"droit economique" which i s i t s law, thus make certain 

prcmises; they do not simply involve the negative prohibitions of 

l a i s s ez - f a i r e . "Le nouveau droi t est au contraire -positif. Son but est 

de procurer avec cert i tude et ampleur, tout ce que l 'ancien droit per-

met t ra i t simplement de fa i re . . ." (3). But, i t must be emphasized 

tha t the State i s not an agency involved in th is law and these economic 

i n s t i t u t i o n s . There i s to be no paternalism, no State eommunism, which 

signify "hierarchie, indivision, . . . centralisation . . . developpement 

de fonctions improductives, accroissement indefini de frais generaux, 

par consequent creation du parasitisme et progres dans la, misere." (4) 

This would be no Solution to the old regüne, which, logically enough, 

balanced pö l i t i c a l authoritarianism with the anarchy of la issez-fa i re ( 5 ) . 

Instead of creating authority in economic relations as well as in pö l i 

t i c a l , both must be based on freedom under a law which grows out of the 

in teract ion of economic and pö l i t i ca l forces, and equil ibrates them. 

,,N T^-a n 136 That this i s the th i rd "sole cause" of poverty e tc . which 
(1) Ibid. ,P.13&, Jjjat T.m evidence of the contradictions i n 

g Ü S n T t ^ t h f i n W u c t i o n . <*. .PP-18 &24above. 

(2) I b i d . , p . 125. 
(3) I b i d - ' » ?• 2 2 1* 
(4) I b i d . , p . 12b. 
(5) I b i d . , p . 225. 
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Inevi tably , p ö l i t i c a l considerations have come to the fore at this 

s tage, and an understanding of Proudhon's a t t i tude to the problems of 

p o l i t i c s wil l be necessary before the ideas on social change which have 

been outlined in this section can be developed. 



CHAPTER IV - PÖLITICAL FOBCES 

At f i r s t , the transit ion from Proudhon's economic ideas to those 

on p o l i t i c s i s hardly appreciable. Economic forces are s t i l l of primary 

importance; i t i s simply foolishness when "instead of altering our 

public economy, we demand an electoral reform" ( l ) . In actual fact, 

the p ö l i t i c a l concept, anarchism, in his early period diff er s l i t t l e 

frcm h i s la ter economic mutualism. The analysis of certain pö l i t i ca l 

forces , however, i s necessary, i n addition to the previous analysis of 

the economy, before a clear idea of "anarchy" can be obtained. 

The Chief p ö l i t i c a l forces with which Proudhon i s concerned are 

what he terms the Principles of Authority and Liberty and the Principle 

of Association. Authority i s the "principe famil ial , patriarchal, 

magistral , monarchique, theocratique, tendant a l a hierarchie, ä la cen-

t r a l i s a t i o n , ä l'absorbtion . . . essentiellement fatal ou divin . . .". 

Opposed to i t i s the «Principe de l ibertS, personnel, individual iste , 

cr i t ique , agent de d iv i s ion , d 'e lect ion, de transaction . . ." ( 2 ) . In 

l a t e years Proudhon came to believe that a true "Constitution politique« 

would consist in a "BaOancement de l 'autor i te par la l iberte ," ( 3 ) as 

both were"indissolublement l i e s l ' «n a l 'autre , et restent , quoi que 

„ous fass ions , en lu t t e perpetuelle."(4) Earl ier , however when the 

i d e a of a new synthesis from Opposition was s t i l l . part of Proudhon's 

tbought, the Opposition was rather between authority and a s s o c ^ t i o n , 

[l] g g ^ ^ i Ä ^ , ^ i s , 1921, P. 48. 

(3) IMfl»» P» k9> 
' * IbiöL«, p. kl. 

30. 



31. 

with l i b e r t y the r e s u l t . Whatever difference between these a t t i t u d e s 

i s not the r e s u l t of a change i n terminology and emphasis i s due to 

Proudhon's i nc reas ing regard for the purely p ö l i t i c a l , and the evolutLon 

of h i s views on as soc ia t ion and the r o l e of the s t a t e . These wil l be

come more evident subsequently. In the f i r s t memoir on property and 

other works of the e a r l y per iod , authori ty i s defined in much the same 

way as above. I t s o r ig in in the family, and in pa t r i a rcha l society, and 

i t s development through roya l absolutism and other modern forms, includ-

ing l i b e r a l demoeraey, i s t raced . The conclusion Proudhon reaches i s 

t h a t 

In a given soc ie ty , the author i ty of man over man i s inversely 
propor t iona l to the s tage of i n t e l l e c t u a l development which 
t h a t s o c i e t y has reached; and the probable duration of that 
au tho r i t y can be ca lcula ted from the more or less general desire 
for a t rue government . . . (Then) socie ty seeks order in anarchy.(l) 

(The paradoxical i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of anarchy with t rue government can be 

ignored for t h e moment.) "Authority has always been for r iches against 

misf or tune: the h i s to ry of governments i s the martyrologr of the Pro

l e t a r i a t . " (2) Men have t r i e d t o make use of the pr inciple of author i ty 

i n t h e i r e t e r n a l search for soc i a l order; they have believed tha t " the 

s t ronger the Government, the nearer order approaches perfect ion.« (3) 

But a u t h o r i t y f inas t h a t i t must make endless concessions t o l i b e r t y , 

and f i n a l l y , when i t i s transformed in to "pure demoeraey, or d i r e c t 

government, en ls in the impossible and the absurd." (4) The use of 

the p r i n c i p l e of a u t h o r i t y i s mistaken; " the re are many ways of coneeiv-

1) mvst Memoir on Proper ty , p . 277. 
2) Triee Generale, p . 108. 

(3) I b i d . , p . 129. 
(4) I b i d . , p . 128. 

i 
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ing order; but who has proved t o us that order in society i s what i t s 

masters choose to ca l l i t ? " (l) 

The pr inciple of authority i s a pöl i t ica l force which must be 

reckoned with. In i t s manifestation in governmental absolutism, i t 

i s to be condemned, but, when Proudhon comes to believe in the im-

poss ib i l i t y of merging or synthesizing i t with l iber ty, i t s function 

as a counter-poise to unlimited freedom i s recognized. Both authority 

and l i b e r t y must be balanced, as must a l l the antinonäcal forces of 

society. 

Association i s a more ccmplex force, and Proudhon's treatment of 

i t i s much less consistent. From the statement of the Series and the 

theory of the Croup in the second chapter, we have evidence of the prime 

iarportance of associated en t i t i e s in nature and society, and in man's 

understanding of natural and social phenomena. But, doubtless because 

the term association i s connected with the phalanstere or communaute 

type of soc ia l unit which other social is ts propose, and which Proudhon 

r e j e c t s , the word i t s e l f i s frequently scorned. There i s more to 

Proudhon's lack of regard for the principle than t h i s , however. Though 

he i s never led to propound the atomistic ideas of early l iberal ism, 

(and, as wil l become evident shortly, Jus t ice i s meaningless removed 

f r J i t s social context) nevertheless the pe t i t -^urgeois , , ^ e t i t -

_ 3 a n in Proudhon shrinks from a too-close involvement in any type of 

^ s t i t u t i o n . At the end of Ms H f e , in the C a . a c i t i ^ ^ . - ** 

t h e beginning, Proudhon ma.es thU c l e a , SpeaMng of mutualism he avers 

tha t 

I b i d . , p . 129« 

http://ma.es
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ne Ni Systeme de gouvernement, ni communaute ou association. . . n 
peuvent ä la fois, en unissant aussi intimement les hommes, leur 
assurer une pareille liberte. On nous a reproche de fomenter, par 
ce developpement du droit, de fomenter l'individualisme . . • 
C a l O m n i e "PaY*4 -rtti+' a n l l o i f r » « • n n t i c Q w r \ r c ~\ #» •mö 'hprn ö l "1 RTOft A l l 

groupe, l'hypoc: 
l 'Etat. Ici se 
paternite/ (l) 

Earlier, association was damned in even stronger terms. In the 

Idee Generale_ i t is sterile, even inrinrious, since i t places fetters 

on the liberty of the labourer' (2). Yet the workers, he recognizes, 

must associate if their future position is to be commensurate with their 

powers and capabilities. The type of association, however, which will 

f i t their needs is the productive cooperative rather than the trade 

union form, and they must remember that "the best association is one 

into which, thanks to a better Organization, liberty enters most and de-

votion least."(3) As a universal principle for society, as the "means 

and end of the Revolution," association Is simply a sham, and a cloak 

for "robbery and despotism" (k). For association, as the term is used 

by such men as Louis Blanc, implies an unnecessary, excessive degree of 

"Obligation, common responsibility, fusion of rights." (5) Men in 

society should rather be bau* by contractu relationships, which are 

, • + f n r s s^cific muköse, and never extend beyond what is entered into for a speciiio x „. , 

^ + h e reaHNation of the Single end of each (6). The 
necessary for tue reajj.^ 

necessity for srouping, for collective action i . never really denied, 

but the maxiem amount of freedom of action must s t i l l ^ a i n ^ t h j h e 

(1) Capa^tiPolitiSue, p. 222. 
(2) Triftfl Generale, p. o\3. 

(3) Ib,1^'» p* ^ ' 
W I b i d . , p . 79. 
(5) I b i d . , P« 

Ibid"., p. 
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individual. 

Pour moi, . . . j e regarde la societe, l e groupe humainr, comme 
u n e t r e sui ^ e n e r i s . constitue pa.r le rapport f luidique et la 
so l ida r i t e economique de tous les individus soit de la nation, 
soi t de la loca l i te ou Corporation, soit de l'espece entiere; 
lesquels individus circulent libreiDent les uns ä^travers les 
au t res , s'approchent, se joignent, s 'ecartent tour * tour dans 
toute l es dlrections . . . ( l ) . 

Skirt ing the term "association", then, what are the desirable 

features of "co l lec t iv i tes humaines?" From the group comes coüective 

force: " le produit de ces individus ainsi o-roupes est fort superieur a 

ce qu'eut ete la somme de leurs produits par t icul iers ," and. "la force 

col lect ive etant un fa i t aussi posit if que la force individuelle, . . . 

l es e t res co l lec t i f s sont des rea l i tes au meme t i t r e que les individus."(2) 

Isolated individuals are almost helpless, "Semblable ä un corps dont 

les molecules auraient perdu l e rapport qui determine leur cohesion, 

au moindre choc e i l e tomberait en poussiere" (3). The true society 

finds i t s strength in the interaction of these groups - thus "pouvoir 

soc ia l var ie , son intensi te s 'eleve ou s 'abaisse, selon le nombre et 

la difference des groupes: quant ä l ' un i t e , e i le reste ijnmuable"(4). 

Perhaps even more important, 

L'oraane de la raison collective est le meme que celui de la 
force coüec t ive : c 'es t le groupe t rava i l leur , instructeur; la 
comoac^ie" indus t r i e l l e , savante, a r t i s t e ; les academxes, ecoles, 
^ n S i n a l i t e s ; c ' es t l'assemblee nationale, l e club, le Jury; 
S ^ S i o n ^ d ' h o n . n e s , en un mot, formee pour la discussxon des 
idees et la recherche du dro i t : Ubicumaue fuennt duo vel t r e s 
^ „ ^ ^ t i in nomine meo, ib i sum in medio eorum.(5) 

obl ique , then, "gardienne de toute merite et de toute Justice"(6) 

( l ) Philosophie du Progres, pp. 66 & 67. 
'2) Tte la Jus t i ce , vol. I I , p . 100. 
3) I b i d . , p . 101. 
4) Taiä. > P* 105» 1 1 Q De la J u s t i c e , vol . I H , p . H?» 

Ib id . , p. 97. 

i 
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which d i f fer ing from "la coalition des raisons par t icul ieres . . . est 

superieure ä toutes ," (l) "qui res is te avec tant de force et un succes 

s i complet aux fantais ies de la raison individuelle," (2) - this raison 

publique cannot be achieved with out the grouping of men in associations. 

The only jus t conclusion from th i s evüence must be that i t i s 

r ea l ly only "association, par eile-meme, e t Sans une pensee de droit qui 

l a domine" which i s rejected. Seen in t h i s l i $ i t , the principle of 

association (3) i s another important part in the System of an tinomies. 

I t s dual nature, i t s po ten t ia l i t i es for good or ev i l , demand that i t be 

baüanced by the force of individual l iberty. In practica! terms, i t n>Ust 

be made subject to the equilibrating authority of the law, which aims 

at a f ru i t fu l re la t ion of a l l the forces of society. 

The name which Proudhon f i r s t gave to a society, ruled by law 

rather than part icular forces, was "anarchy". Anarchy meant the absence 

of governmental authority and of cramping t i e s of too-close association. 

I t meant l i b e r t y , but l iber ty restr icted and ordered by law. "J 'ecr ivais 

en 1840 . . . : Je suis anarohiate. posant par ce mot la negation, ou 

mieux l ' insuff isance du principe d 'au tar i te . " But he explains that th is 

i s the dictum of a ™»n who i s the firm friend cf order, who sought "une 

(!) I b i d . , v. 115. 

\l] TTur^her reason for Proudhon's d is t rus t of assoNation ^ f * 0 ) ZT-i t i s seen as a ruling principle in society, re la tes to bis eco 
when i* " s e®" t t a l i ^TS i toc i a t i on means "donner l 'exclusion a l a 
nomc ideas. Capxtalist as c a n m e r c e . . .transformer en s a l -
p e t i t e Industrie . . . tuer xe e interessante de l a bourgeo-

estrunates the importance of the « u f t o r s an^i ^ | r e ^ t i o n of 
a l so , Aime Berthod's Introduction to the Marcei t a n 
Idee generale. 
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conception ra t ione l l e et pratique de 1*ordre social ." (l) While anarch

ism provided an answer to pö l i t i ca l questions, however, i t did so s t i l l 

by allowing the economic faetor to predominate. Anarchism i s described 

as the ru le of "Economy" and i t s laws; the primary equilibrating agent 

i s the "droi t economique", through which, "les fonctions "pölitiques "' 

etant ramenees aux fonctions industr ie l les , 1'ordre social resulterait 

du seul f a i t des transactions et des echanges." (2) As t h i s i s the case, 

the p ö l i t i c a l implications of anarchism are best understood in terms 

of h i s c r i t ic i sm of the ru le of "government". 

The definit ion of "government" which Proudhon gives in his anar-

chis t stage i s s ignif icant . "Remember, the aim of gDvernment i s not to 

harmonize antagonistic in te res t s , i t admits that i t i s quite incompetent 

to do t h i s ; but to keep order in society, despite the conflict of 

i n t e r e s t s . " (3) Government suppresses the antinomies of society instead 

of balancing them. Rather than th i s arbi trary despotism, the rule of 

law - which i s anarchism - i s obviously preferable. Nor i s the form 

of government - rule of monarch, oligarchy or mass- part icularly 

^ r t a n t . Monarchy axd temooracy are "in both cases, the sovereignty 

of man imtead of t he sovereignty of the law, the sovereignty of the 

wi l l instead of the sovereignty of the reason; in one word, the passions 

instead of Jus t ice ." (k) Liberal constitutlonalism i s also condemned, but 

f o r different reasons. The System includes l „ a l forms, a JuriAio s p i r i t 

a n d other essen t ia l s of a Jurf order, but t h i s s e r v e s ^ O y ^ ^ e 

^ Ibie""form of government» 
(3) Tdee G-enerale, p . 158. 
(h^ ™ ™* Memoir on Property, p . ii. 
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a "confederation of t h e bourgeoisie against the labourers and against 

the king." ( l ) The false legal facade has l i t t l e in common with real 

j u s t i c e , and t h e worker inst inct ively "a le sentiment vague de cette 

immense spoliat ion". The Proletar iat soon see that "les garanties 

const i tut ionnel les le touchent peu. . ." (2) . 

Proudhon's repudiation of s ta te democracy embodies a remarkable 

cr i t ique of t h e simple majoritarian idea, and shows a deep understand

ing of much of what has become essential to modern democratic constitut-

ionalism. Society must aim at the reconciliation of group interests , 

rather than dictatorship of a majority. Majority rule implies 

that there i s in the collect ivi iy of the People some special 
kind of thought, capable of representing at once collective 
and individual i n t e re s t s , which can be reached wiiäi more or 
l e s s exactitude, by some sort of balloting process; (3). 

This i s not the case, balloting proves nothing, ., for -What i s number?. . 

What i s i t north? . . . What relation i s there between the opinion of the 

voters , more or less sincere and unanimous, and that which rules a l l 

opinion, a l l voting, - truth and right?" (k) Truth and r ight for a 

par t icular era are immanent in society as a whole, the "raison collective« 

of society i s i t s expression ( 5 ) . But the «raison colle.tivd'oannot be 

determinad by the ba l lo t ; i t i s a much more subtle « d a g . *hich depends 

on a socia l Organisation having "pour principe, la P lus grande cont radid 

t ion , pour organe, la plus grande mult ipl ic i te possible" (6) . A majority 

(1) Second M~"™^ °" Property, p . 36l. 
(2J T^^rljacip^Ped^Q-t1^» P* ö ö # 

(y\ T^4A generale, p . 147. 

3 ^ i e J u s t f e t l e v r a i . . . n e sont donnes avec plenitude que dans l a 
k5) raison collective« Be l a Jus t ice , v o l . I H , p . 120. 
(6) rt« l a J u s t i c e , vol . H I , P« i : L 9 ' 
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opinion, even unanimity, i s i rrelevant when we think in terms of the 

"raison publique" ( l ) 

The cry for universal saffrage, which was heard so strongly during 

Proudhon's l i f e , seemed to him at best a mistakai emphasis. To have real 

meaning for the Revolution, universal suffrage would have to be accom-

panied by economic order, the re l ie f of proletarian poverty, the educa-

tion of the masses. Universal suffrage elected Louis Bonaparte, will a l 

ways, given socia l conditions which make an inmediate Solution to the 

misere of the workers the paramount issue, prefer the energetic speed 

of d ic ta torship to the sloth of democracy. 

. . . i l doit e t re permis au philosophe, au republicain, de constater, 
pour l ' i n te l l igence de l ' h i s to i r e et l'experience dsl 'avenir, que 
l e suffrage universale, chez un peuple dont l'education a ete aussi 
negligee que l e notre,avec sa forme materialiste et heliocentrique, 
loin d ' e t r e l 'organe du progres, est la pierre d'achoppement de la 
l i b e r t e . . . (2). 

Comment le suffrage universale parviendrait-i l a manifester la 
TDensee, l a vraie pensee du peuple, quand le peuple est divise, par 
l ' i n e p a l i t e des fortunes, en classes subordonnees les unes aux 
au t res , votant rar se rv i l i t e ou par haine . . . quand 1 exercise 
de ses dro i t s se borne ä choisir, tous les t rois ou quatres ans, 
ses chefs et ses charlatans. . .? (3). 

Thus When the »soi-disant theoriciens de la souverainete du peuple 

pretendenfc que l e remede ä la tyrannie du pouvoir consiste ä le fa i re 

emaner au suffrage populaire" they are talking nonsense. 

r»r rlu monmt oue les conditions constitutives du pouvoir, c 'es t 
Txnte Vau to r i t e , la propriete, la hierarchie, sont conservees, 
le su"fra"e d ^ u p l e n ' e s t plus que l e consentement du peuple 
\ son on^ession; ce qui est du plus niais charlatamsme. U) 

- v ^ 0 , m , i « r i t v between this concept and the general wi l l of Rousseau 
(1) The simxlarity ^ ^ e n , ^ t ^ t the choice of a representat ive 

• f n
eof a n ^ r e r s i o T ^ f e f t h S idea. (Contrat Social ,Book 3, ChaP . l5) 

g j ^ ^ ^ ^ S k & ^ ^ ^ ^ R iv i e r e ,Pa r i s , l 9 2 9 , p . 2 2 9 . 

(4) Hnntradictinns economic?ues.vol. I , P. 3M>. 
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Nor w i l l any t r u e answer to the problem of the people 's par t ic ipa t ion 

come from e i t h e r d i r e c t government, which only means "renewed l i f e for 

destroyed a r i s t o c r a c i e s and broken down thrones" ( l ) or the referendum 

whereby " to quest ions proposed'by the government, the people may answer 

Yes or No l i k e a ch i ld in the catechism." (2 ) . 

These long quotat ions on Universal Suff rage serve to i H u s t r a t e oKH-

quely a r a t h e r important factor in Proudhonian socia l theory which 

cannot y e t be fu l ly developed. The idea of a r ea l soc ia l int er est which 

i s d i f f e r e n t from t h a t which may be willed a t any given time i s strong. 

Unless s o c i a l conditions are such tha t a t rue ideal can be formed from 

t h e i r s tudv, men are l i a b l e to wi l l their own downfall. As we shal l 

see , progress involves a close in te rac t ion between the r ea l and the idea l , 

and i t i s only when man i s able to c r y s t a l l i z e from resJ i ty the idea l 

of j u s t i c e , t ha t he can wi l l h i s own best i n t e r e s t . 

I t wil l be noted t h a t many of the above c i t a t i o n s , containing some 

of Proudhon's c r i t i c i sms of State democracy, come fron books writ ten 

in the middle period (1B48-I852) of h i s l i f e , when the d i s a s t e r s of the 

Pebruary Revolution and the events leading to Bonaparte's coup d ' e t a t 

were uppermost in h i s mini. Later Proudhon becomes more construct ive pol-

i t i c a l l y . He borrows from h i s Solutions of the economic problem a model 

for p o l i t i c s : the p l u r a l i s t i c society of De l a J u s t i c e , and, i n s t i t u t i o n -

a l l y more p r e c i s e , the Federalism of T)n Principe Federa t i f . This new 

model i s , i n r e a l i i y , a developed form of «anarchism"',, ^ c h a l l o w s a 

p l a c e , s t i l l smal l , for cen t ra l government, ard s t a t e s more d e f i n i t e l y 

(1) rüÄn &@neral9.p. 110. 
(2) I b i a . , p . 14ß. 
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the ro le of the semi-autonomous groups which constitute society. 

We have-seen that the "force collective" of men in association 

goes to make up social force as a who l e , that from the interaction 

of groups ( l ) , freely operating, i s made up the "raison collective" -

the c r i t e i i o n of truih and right. The s ta te i s the resul t : 

la r iunion de plusieurs groupes differentes de nature et d'objet, 
formes chacun pour l ' exerc ise d'une fonction speciale et de Ja crea
tion d'un produit par t ieu l ie r^ puis r a l l i e s sous un loi commune 
et dans un in tere t identique. C'est une collect!vite, d.!ord.re sup-
er ieur , dans laquelle chaque groupe, pris lui-meme pour individu, 
concourt a developper une force nouvelle, qui sera d'autant plus 
granie que les fonctions associees seront plus mombreuses, leur 
harmonie plus parfa i te , et la prestation des forces, de la part 
des citoyens, plus entiere. (2) 

Eaeh group, equal and without preponderance over another (3)» i s the 

seat of a certain part of the social force, but "de meme que la propriete, 

l a concurrence, et toutes les forces economiques, toutes les forces 

co l lec t ives , le pouvoir es t , par nature, etranger au droit; . . ." (4). 

The problem i s , as always, the creation of order through the equilibration 

of these forces. "Or, cet equilibre ne peut etre l ' e f fe t d'une determina-

tion a r b i t r a i r e ; i l doit resulter du balancement des forces, agissant 

les unes sur les autres en toute l iber te , et se faisant mutuellement 

k) While in the section of De la Justice from which the following c i t a -
t ions are taken, emphasis i s ent i re ly on groups, the xndxvxdual as 
a o^ial a ^ n t , i s not completely ignored. Society eonsists of "groupes 
a social a p ™ > luaou'au demier terme de la ser ie sociale qui 
et sous-groupes. . .jusqu auae ra i c Ga-nacite 
ö«+ T-individu." ("De la Jus t ice , vol. I I , p . 106) In the uapaciye 
Poli t ique Ihe tbe role of the individual i s vas t ly increased: " i l est 
• ^ . f r j l e s t r o i s quarts, sinon les quatre cinquiemes d'une nation 
^ V n S t r e p ropr i l t a i r e s , agriculteurs, pe t i t a indus t r i e l s , gens 
f ^ t t r e s ar t is tes ,fonct ionnaires publics, e tc . ,ne peuvent damals 

• S t r e e Ä « T i « i vivant en societe . . ^Oapacite Pol i t ique,p. 194). 
(2) -nft l a Jus t ice , vol. I I , p . 101-
(3) I b i d . , P* i u k 
(4) I b i d . , P-105 & 106. 
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equation.11 ( l ) In a l l ex is t ing gpvernments, a true equilibrium could not 

be reached, due to the »appropriation des forces co l lec t !ves , e t . . . l a 

corrupt ion du pouvoir s o c i a l . " (2) Instead of a mul t ip l i c i ty of autono-

mous groups, huge h i e ra rch ica l power s t ruc tures have ar i sen , both in 

p ö l i t i c a l and economic worlds. There has resul ted the 

Consecration du pr incipe d ' i n e g a l i t e , . . . abolit ion de la 
J u s t i c e par l a raison d 'E t a t ; la d i rect ion l iv ree a l ' a r b i t r a i r e 
du p r i n c e , s i l ' E t a t es t monarchique, e t , dans toute autre 
hypothese, aux cabales des p a r t i s ; Tend&nce, eontinuelle ä 
l ' a b s o r p t i o n de l a soc ie te par l ' E t a t : . . . ( 3 ) . 

This type of S ta te , these forms of government are in to le rab le . The 

Revolution must mean the ordering of soc ia l forces on the basis of 

law and j u s t i c e ; government must have as i t s only object "de proteger la 

l i b e r t e e t de f a i r e observer la J u s t i c e . " (4) I t wil l consist of a 

l e g i s l a t i v e body, e lected on the basis of cer tain "categories de fonc

t i ons" (5) of the C i t i zens . There wil l alßo be an office of jurisprudence, 

a bureau of Information and s t a t i s t i c s , of which the Cassation Court wi l l 

be a p a r t . L i t t l e e i se i s specified for " I I est i n u t i l e de pousser plus 

l o i n ce d e t a i l . " (6) I t i s note-worthy however, tha t pol ice functions 

r e m i n with the group, "ä l a charges des l o c a l i t e s . " (7) .< 

The type of r e l a t i onsh ip which wi l l hold between the bas ic un i t s 

themselves, and the divis ion of power and function between c e n t r a l and 

l o c a l a u t h o r i t i e s i s given more de ta i l ed treatment in Da Pr incipe 

p e d e r a t i f and other wri t ings subsequent t o Be l a J u s t i c e and the model 
„« 1 1 >"•• 

(1) I b i d . , P- 125« 
(2) I b i d . , p . 107. 
(3) Ibjä«» P ' 1 1 5 # 

(4) I b i d . , P- 124. 
(5) I b i d . , p . 128. 
(6) I b i d . , p . 127. 
7) IbicU > P« l26' 
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i s subject t o extension on an international scale. As in De la -Justice. 

the s imi la r i ty and inseparabil i ty of the techniques of ordering both 

p ö l i t i c a l and economic spheres i s emphasized: "dans la Democratie nouvelle 

le principe poli t ique dev?it etre identique et adequat au principe econo

mique. . . c ' e s t l e principe federatif, sjrnonyme de mutualite ou garantie 

reciproque. , ^ ( l ) , 

" i l faut au droit politique le contre fort du droit economique"(2). 

There i s new stress on regionalism in the social groupings. A 

" lo i du groupement naturel des populations par regions, cantons, coramines. . 

. . " ( 3 ) , exis ts in addition to that based on the division of labour and 

function. "L ' idie föderative, indigene ä la v ie i l le Gaule, vivait comme 

un souvenir au coeur des provinces. . ."(4) and this localism is taken 

into account in the central power, as well as in the formation of the 

groups themselves: ». . .chaque depute est avant tout l'homme de 1- loc-

a l i t e qui l ' a choisi pour son representant. . ." (5) 

The funetions of the central power are more interesting: 

•A4-* u h r p 1 P role de i 'E ta t ou gouvernement est par 
Dans un socxete l i b ^ ' J ^ ^ t i o n , de creation, d'Inauguration, 
« c e l l . n o e «n ^ole de legxslatxon d ^ a . execution. 

se r e t i r e , abandonnant 
t ion du nouveau Service, (.6} 

The government m s t u n d e r s t ^ , however, that 

" . e s s e r v . e s PubHcs ~ £ ^ £ % f . £ £ £ ^ s ^ n f t s ' 

f f o Ä ^ - T r » des compagnies d'ouvriers s o * -

daires e t responsables. (7) 

1) C a p ^ ^ l P o U t i a u e , p . 1%. 
, 2) ^ m n c i p e ^ 2 E S Ü £ » P« 1 5 5 ' 
h) T C p ^ t e Poli t ique, p . 190. 
(LS D Ä i n c ä ^ J ^ d i r a t i f , p . lBO. 

(5) Oa^ci tTgSl iH» P' 279 ' , . l l 6 

http://serv.es
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"Qu' i l y a i t un inspecteur pour suivre et surveiller la fabrica-

t ion, j e l e veux; le role de l 'E ta t ne va pas mx delä."( l) Public 

U t i l i t i e s , education, banks, even the coining of money, are to be 

handled local ly . The mi l i t i a i s to be decentralized, courts are to be^ 

long to c i t y , town or at most, province (2). 

The federative principle does not lose i t s value when i t i s 

applied internat ional ly as well as nationally. For, just as each group 

within the s t a t e i s a force which must be ordered in a just , reciprocal 

relat ionship with other groups, so must the force of states themselves 

be equil ibrated. Proudhon often defends the peace settlement of 1815 as 

a f i r s t approximation of a peaceful international balance (3). 

L' idee des t r a i t e s de 1815, c 'es t d'abord, l 'equil ibre entre les 
puissances, t e l que toute Suprematie politique, tout protectorat, 
consequemment toute guerre d'ambition et de conquete f \ ^ * " * " » _ 
imoossibles, en second l ieu, et comme g a r a n t i e r t e t equxlzbre 1 etab-
li^sement dans tous les Etats du regime constxtutionnel . . .Quand 
a l ' appl ica t ion , i l est certain qu'el le laissaxt a deszrer. W 

But a rea l equilibrium requires more than the l8 l 5 Treaties specified. 

The f i r s t condition must be «former des groupes mediocres» (5) , for, 

»une confederation entre grandes monarchies, a plus forte raison entre 

aemocraties imperiales, est chose impossible.« (6) Thus, instead of the 

national unification which I t a l i ans , Poles, Hungarians, et a l , were 

demanding, what i s necessary • « - . la premier pas a faire dans l e reforme 

du d r o i t public europeen, (est) l e retablissement des confederations 

(1) Ibid., p. 117. 
(2) Ibid., p. 117 & IJ-y. . d'exister.LaCroix, Paris,l863 by 

oo.cit., pp. 94-100. 
(L) fe^re.eOa^iS, PP- 500 & 501. 
(5) r>» Principe Federatzf, p. l̂ J-

(6) Ibid., p.109. 
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i t a l i enne , grecque, batave, scandinave, et danubienne, prelude de la 

decentral isat ion des grands Etats , et par su i te , du desarme^ent 

general." ( l ) Every s ta te i s affected by the actions of i t s neighbours 

" le mal des p e t i t s E ta t s , ä l 'heure ou nous sommes, c 'est le desordre 

qui regne dans les grands" (2); a l l would be helped i f "cette manie de 

central izat ion" (3) was transformed into enthusiasm for the just order 

of federalism, for "une confederation demeure sans force pour l a conquete"W 

"un equil ibre generale des Etats . . . est la PAK" (5). Although, to 

Proudhon, p ö l i t i c a l mtionalism i s "dementi, nie. . . par l 'h i s to i re , " (6) 

" le produit de la politique bien plus que de la nature . . ." (7), i t 

i s worth noting in passing that real patriotism i s another matter er.tir-

ely "son absence (^st) une monstruosite." (8) 

Thus; f a r , evidence has been presented which shows social change 

to be the resu l t of a realignment - an ordering, when the change i s an 

improvement - of certain economic and pöl i t ica l forces, which are antino-

mical i n nature . In the economy, these forces are the result of, or 

rather the e s . * , « * * * * « • o f ' t h e ^ ^ * * * * "" ^ *° ^ 

m a t e r i s 1 . . e n - b e i n g . Th* - t u r e of the economic process necessarily in 

volve, the . lash of f n r c s of division of labour, competition, property, 

e t c . , each of which has a dual nature, each of which, when unbalanced by 

•+•, antinomv i s nroductive of as much misery as well-
another force, i t s antinomy, . ___—• 

( i f l b i d . , p . 130. to Delarageaz, 15 March,l86l,p.328. 

(L) T^Principe Pederati.f, p . I 2 0 ' 
(A 5 3 _ _ _ ± - 2 _ ^ ^ ' V e t t e r to Alexandre HerZen,21 Apr i l , l86l ,p .22 . 
)(S Co^esT)onJ___7 vol.XI, pe^ter TO 
(7) ^ T p ^ c i n e Federatif, p . löö. 
Iß) TT^^-ite Poli t ique, p . 90. 
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being. In politics, similar forces arise inevitably from man's relation 

with his fellows, other than the purely economic connection. They in-

clude the principles of authority, liberty, and association. But, with 

the study of Proudhon's ideas on "collective force", another important 

aspect of the complex social forces becomes clearer. In addition to 

the general forces inheregt in all politics and economics, the particular 

forces which result from each human grouping must be taken into account, 

ordered, equilibrated. I t has been shown that between these particular 

forces the same tensions exist, they are part of the same pattern. 

Two questions now must be answered which are of the utmost import-

ance. Firs t , who are the agents of social change? Second, does the 

realignment of social forces demand violent means, or can i t be achieved 

peaceably? The answers to each require the introduction of l i t t le new 

material; they are already at least partially answered by the foregoing 

pages. But, as the brief review of past and Present opinions on Proudhon 

inaicated, much of the dissention in Interpretation revolves around 

these points; and the case which has been made against Proudhon by those 

who see him as a forerunner of Fascism relates directly to them. Professor 

Schapiro beüeves that there is sufficient evidence in the writings of 

Proudhon to conclude that: 
„ *iite and/or "great man" or hero as the primary 1. Proudhon sees an eilte ano/or & 

agent If social oh»*.. H. i s ™le»tl!r »«-a««o«»tlo. 

2 »oudhon". «tt i tua. to t b . workers i s one of baslc »tlpathy, 

^ e s - c i a l - « he op^ses M ™°» « — * - - •*"•» * 

4e„i.s * - » ~ 1 —« * « — ^ ~ ™tm ^ " ^ " . . „ 

, „ _ . classes certain — - *«« ~ M » « I - m ™ " ' 
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and therefore excludes them from a role in society comparable to that 

of superior races. 

if. Proudhon's "hysterical praise of war . . . was an integral 

part of his social philosophy." (l) 

Having outlined Proudhon's attitude towards the principle of 

authority, having noted the source of "force collective" and "raison 

collective", i t seems unnecessary and incongruous to spend time examn-

ing the chauge that Proudhon's theory of social change rests on a faith 

in elites or heroe«. And indeed, the continued exposition and logical 

connection of the ideas of ?-ouahon which have been thus far dealt with 

are the best evidence that Professor Schapiro »s emphasis is one-sided. 

There i s , however, other evidence available. 

Professor Schapiro is disturbed while reading Proudhon by certain 

"sinister overtones that haunt his pages« (2), and, indeed, when these 

"overtones" are detached from the many thousands of other pages written 

by Proudhon, thev are likely to disturb many other,. I t was remarked 

ear l . that the neriod from 1848-1852 was the one in which Proudhon's 

.riHcism, of democracy were strengest, and this fact was „ „ v * « * 

the discourage^ent and „ r f l l ^ e — * *** «» *»«" ™ ^ «" 

L a s t e r wMch resulted from the February revolutio, Al,ost all of the 

citations by - i c h P.ofessor Schapiro acqua.ts us with Proudhon's 

Meas on d e ^ a c y are f * » from ^ - other w . tings . r i n g this 

rW-ofl. Por e x . - l e , 1» ™ « ^ 

_ - - ~~~^~^< . T n s C T h p ^ h o n , Harbinger of Fascism« , 

0 ) J . 3 ^ H ? ? t £ £ l * ^ e w , vol.'50 (.T„ly 1945). 

(?} S c h a m r o , *' • &•* ..'.;,- *» • •• •• 7 
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All t r u e p r o g r e s s , according to Proudhon, was accomplished, not 
d i r e c t l y by the masses, but by des e sp r i t s d ' e l i t e who, openly 
or s e c r e t l y drove them in the r igh t d i rec t ion . The masses were 
pre-disposed t o au tocra t i c r u l e , not to se i f government. They 
needed a r u l e r a s they needed a God. ( l ) 

As t h e source of t h i s summary, Professor Schapiro refers us to a 

l e t t e r t o M, B o u t t e v i l l e , wri t ten October 8 th , 1852.^ l'roudhon's d i s -

i l lusionment here i s most evident , and he wams that the democratic 

u topia of Rousseau i s an absurdi ty , which demands that slaves lead the 

way t o l i b e r t y . The masses are incapable of taking the i n i t i a t i v e 

themselves. They must as always be guided by the i r own leaders, by 

"des es-prits d ' e l i t e ^ formes dans leur se in ." ( j ) But although the 

"Utopie democratique" i s a myth a t present , i t must be the future ideal 

for any r i gh t - t h ink ing man. Proudhon strongly affirms tha t education wil l 

lead to a f r ee socie ty in which labour and capi ta l are equal, and the 

Subordination of the worker w i l l cease. F ina l ly he wams K. Bouttevi l le 

t o be ca re fu l t h a t he does not imply tha t monarchy or other such forms 

of governmental au thor i ty are any Subst i tute for democracy; t h i s type 

of tyranny i s f a r worse than the a f f e c t i v e rule of the mass. A more 

coaple te pe rusa l of the l e t t e r Professor Schapiro c i t e s , then, r a ther 

c o n t r a d i c t s than supports the idea w*ich he seems to have found the re , 

t h a t the "masses needed a r u l e r as they needed a God.« 

«MHi t h i s l e t t e r does embody, however, i s more 
The e l i t e theory which t m s J.e«u 

* * . -<»«**«** °^-the ldea n C T ° r t t o l , 3 S ° ° ™ — 

- ^ . m . . , 1 ^ . o fFaso ism, BeGre.»*il l 
(1) Schapiro , J - S L l b ' ^ , ; £ 

Book Company, m o . , «<** * 
(2) See Appendix. 
\y) My i t a l i c s . 
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more than once i n his writings. I t crops up again in another l e t ter 

to Bout tev i l l e , seven years la ter , "La Rivolution sera l'oeuvre de la 

necess i te des choses, representee par une e l i t e d'hommes de toute langue 

et de tout pays." (j.) and again, in another of his f i t s of depression 

and äis i l lusionment in a l e t t e r to M. Mathey, "mais cette revolution, 

toute i n t e l l e c t u e l l e et morale, n'atteint pas, en ce moment, l ' e tabl i sse-

ment po l i t ique; ei le; l a i s s e indifferente la majorite, et se renferme dans 

une e l i t e de citoyens. . ."(2). The similarity between this notion of 

Proudhon's and Marx's concept of the leadership of the class-conscious 

Proletariat w i l l be at once apparent, but i t i s the opinion of this 

writer that i t occupies a far l ess important place in the thought of the 

former than the l a t t er . 

The "hero" theory in Proudhon i s largely confined to one work La 

E l u t i o n s o c i a l ^nntree, m r l e Coup d'Etat ( l 8 5 2) , in which 

Proudhon, s t i l l p o l i t i c a l l y naive, allowed h i ^ e l f to believe that Louis 

Napoleon could be the instrument whereby the Revolution would be achieved. 

As Professor Schapiro himself points out ( 3 ) , this was a phase quickly 

passed. Other instances of the great i^ortance of the hero, such as in 

the I d i e j _ n _ a l e , where Alexander, Julius Caesar and Cl .v is are seen 

as i ^ o r t a n t revo lut ionär f i ^ r e s ( 4 ) , in L _ _ _ r _ _ _ J _ ^ — 

' ^v, nf this Strand in Proudhon's thought, especial ly when 
add to the strength of this Strand t 

4.- ~ «4+v, +he contrarv assertions which can be 
they are taken in conjunction with the contr ry 

" ~ \ TY Letter to M.Boutteville,20 November,1859, P-244. 
(!) C o r r e s f f i g - ^ U ^ < X ^ > * Apr i l , l 86 l , p.345. 
(2) Corresjpondance, VOI.A, i £ i _ - _ 
3 Schapi^oTJ^T o p ^ t . , .P. 354. 

(4) raA* Generale, p. 15. 
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cul led from every work. In one of h i s e a r l i e s t works he announces his 

i n t en t ion t o convince the people " tha t in the bosom of l i be r ty there are 

ne i t he r hepoea nor great men" ( l ) , and he t e i l s h i s fellows to " l e t 

equal i ty br ing us toge ther" , for "Benevolence degenerates into tyranny 

and admirat ion i n t o s e r v i l i t y . . . May I die without knowing to whöm 

among you I owe the most esteem." (2) Simil*r!y, towards the end of his 

l i f e he proclaims t h a t " l a Revolution a f a i t la conscience publique seul 

i n t e r p r e t e du d r o i t , s eu l juge du temporel et seul souverain, ce qui 

cons t i tue l a v ra i democratie." (3) 

Before examining Proudhon's a t t i t ude towards the working c l a s s , 

one l a s t po in t must be macie. Aüthough Professor Schapiro explains, wit^ 

grea t j u s t i c e , t h a t "Proudhon's d ia t r ibes against democracy arose from 

h i s repudia t ion of what he cal led "pö l i t i ca l " government, whether absolute 

monarchy, cons t i t u t i ona l monarchy, or democratie republic" (4 ) , th i s does 

not e n t i r e l y n u l l i f y h i s comment of the previous page. There he says, 

Proudhon's contempt and hatred of democracy overflowed a l l decent 
bounds, and he descended to a degree of disgust ing v i l i f i c a t i on 
reachea only by the f a s c i s t s of our day. "All t h i s democracy d i s -
« u s t s W he wrote. " I t wishes to be scratched where vermin causes 
i t c h W but i t does not at a l l wish to be combe* or to be deloused. 
m a t wo^a I not give to s a l i in to t h i s mob with my clenched f ls1*."(5) 

I t would be pedantic to i n s i s t tha t the u .ua l i n ^ - t i o n shouia ha*» been 

given t h a t t he l a s t sentence quoted from Proudhon's l e t t e r i s separated 

from the f i r s t by a f ü l l page, and tha t i t thus oecurs in a s l i g h t l y 

d i f f e r e n t context . And indeed, t h i s i s not a source of important d i s t o r -

(1) TWrat Memoir on Proper ty , p . 288. 
(2) I b i d . , p . 241. 
'3) w j ^ " ßt la P a i X » l * . 5 

*hS ^ t e m r o , o p . c i t . , p . 351» 
5) I b i ^ . , p . ^ 5 0 . 
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t ion. That two sentences are omitted between the f i r s t and second 

quoted, again without indication, i s perhaps more misleading, but both 

lapses are almost cer ta inly due to an unfortunate typographical error. 

The l e t t e r in question (l) i s a typically violent refutation of 

certain of Proudhon's detractors who have accused him of being "un 

faux democrate, un faux and du progres, un faux republicain. . ." due 

to his a t t i tude towards Polish nationalism. I t i s the kind of democrat 

who ca l l s him a counter-revolutionary when he attacks one of the current 

na t ional i s t prejudices which arouses the scornful disgust of Proudhon. 

In context, the aptness of Professor Schapiro's quotation seems 

questionable, the "overtones" are muted. Unless the word "democracy" 

i s always to be entangled with every sort of nationalism, Proudhon 

cannot be said to express «nti-democratic ideas here. 

Proudhon's estimation of the importance of the working class as an 

agent of social change does not remain constant throughout his writings. 

From the discuss^on on universal suffrage, as well as in the evaluation 

of e l i t e theory in Proudhon, i t will be seen that he regards the workers 

in the mass with grave apprehension. , i v e n their past and contemporary 

• *na educational Standards, they constitute a grave cu l tu ra l , economic and educaiaonaj. 

* * . to free « d - T . - ' . • • * - * " * * l =° ^°°" ^ ' ^ ' " * 

s e 3 t r i h O T s et l - * i ~ * - — ' " ta'U*U** * " e e l 1 " " 
1 W p o t e n o e . " <2) As » i.ohoate »ob, «he, „ . as togero»s « « , 

• ~~„4-« i^miel l a Liberte a i t a se ten i r 
despotic clique: "Le seul ennemi contre lequel 

~~~~ 7 m l 9 Letter to M.Buzon, 18 September 1861, V-^f** 
(ft Corr«spondance, vol . 9, heyzer <*> ^ Appendix. 
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en garde, . . . c f e s t la Liber te elle-?»er.e, laber te du pr ince, l i be r t e 

des grands, l i b e r t e des ^rultitudes. . . ' ( l ) . 

"Je ne verde pas plus de "» 'TWcnle pleheian que de l 'Hercule gouverae-

mental. . . . ( ? ) . He dreads communism, -which i s simply " . . . l f exp lo i t a 

t ion a r i s t o e r a t i q u e e t l e despotisme applique au prof i t de 1? plebe. . . (3) . 

But, the day of t h e worke3S?r freedom, the day when they must a t ta in a 

worthy Status i n socie ty has arr ived. " I preach err^neipation to the 

p r o l e t a r i a n , assodat ion to the labourers; equali ty to the wealthy" \k). 

The s e l f i s h Opposition o^ the bourgeosie to the workers1 jus t Claims bas 

changed t h e i r r o l e s : "ce n ' e s t pas ee l l e -c i q u ' i l faut appeler la masse, 

l a mul t i tude , l a v i l e mult i tude; ce s e r a i t p lu to t ce l le- la" (5) . There 
. J I t • J -. - . 1 — — . • I I I ••! I 

i s no point in denying the existence of a r*>l class dis t inet ion in con

temporary soc ie ty - the economic and socia l facts sp«ak for the-selves -

and t o do s o , "ce s e r a i t n ier Vindependance i n d u s t r i e l l e , pol i t ique et 

c i v i l e de T o u v r i e r , seule compensation q u ' i l a l t obtenue. . . . " ( 6 ) . To 

r a a l i « . t h i s emaneipation of the working c l a s s , " I I faut *vant tout 

q u ' e l l e s o r t e de t u t e i l e , et que . . . e i l e agisse desormais e t exclusive-

ment par elle-meme e t pour elle-meme. E t r . une puissance ou r i e n , t e i l e 

e s t l ' a l t e r n a t i v e . " (7) But t h i s s p l i t from the r e s t of soc ie ty , though 

an immediate n e c e s s i * , should not and wil l not be extended i nde f in i t e ly . 

Bourgeois and worker 
, u „ w T-ecinroauement dans une conscience superieure; e t 

( l ) Ib id .» r* 6 l " ,-, • oo 

(5) ^ ^ T a Capacit.3 I t o l i t i g u ^ p . 231. 

(6) I b i d . , pp. 94,95. 
(7) I b i d . , p . 244. 
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e t proclame, selon ses aspirations du dro i t nouveau et les formales 
de la science, l a reforme economique et social^ sera le jour de la 
fusion def in i t ive , ( l ) 

Fusion, however, i s perhaps not the best word, and Proudhon expresses 

himself more typical ly when he refers to the desirabi l i ty of "ramenant 

les deux classes nouvelles ä une seule, parfaitement de niveau et en 

equi l ibre ." (2) 

The emancipation of the workers i s not only in their own interest , 

but also i n the in te res t s of every other class -m society, For, "Que 

la bourgeosie l e sache ou l ' ignore, son role est f ini . . . c 'est une 

minorite qui t raf ique, qui specule, qui agiote, une cohue . . . et e i le 

ne peut pas renai t re ."(3) 

"L'humanite travail leuse est seule capable d'en finir avec 1* guerre, 

en creant l ' equ i l ib re economique, ce qui suppose une revolution radicale 

dans l e s idees et dans les moeurs."(4) 

Armed then, with t h e ^ a - W o f their class , which i s the nntualist-

federa l i s t form of society, led, - r h a p s , by such an elite-group as the 

authors of the M ^ n ^ f ^ ^ d e ^ S o J ^ t e who inspired Proudhon's great work 

, • «i .«-..* aided bv the blasse movenne (5) , the wor>ers on the working classes, aiaeo. uy __-J 

m Ust oreate the revolution by translating idea into fact. 

The ins t i tu t ions whereby the workers r i se would take place did 

not include, however, the trade union, the collective bargaining technique, 

o r the s t r i k e . They were to be aol . ly the production and exchange 

_ ^ s deso,,bed i . his ««aa l« .* so . , t ion to the ^ P — • 

^ t ^ s ouvrieres« were a ^ . « ^ of Organisation, which t e * * . 

m . t , . c ^ n a t i o n s of <**"*« producers, t o ^ t p r i ^ 

Cl) Ib.id- > P* 101' 
(2) "ibid., p . 96. 

>?m&r»IrbZ et la Paix, p. 487. 
* TS^s^gSäMflagrpp- 2i°> 2 3 6 > e t c -
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would otherwise be determined by "libre concurrence". 

Or, quel est le but des coalitions? Precisement de detruire la 
• liberte commerciale, dfan@antir la concurrence, et de lui sub-
• stitueK auoi? la oontrainte flL 

— 7 — ~ — 

stituei; quoi? l a oontrainte ( l ) . 

(2) 

Further, the attempts of the workers through their unions to raise 

wages are doomed to fai lure: "Pour que la coalition soit efficace, i l 

importe qu 'e l l e s o i t unanime; . . .Ssperez-vous, ouvriers, maintenir 

contre l ' i n t e r e t prive , oontre la corruption, contre la misere, cette 

unanimite heroique?»(3) But, even i f one group of workers i s successful 

the r e s t are l ike ly to suffer. «Pendant qu'on exagere le revenu des uns. . . 

un bien plus grand nombre voi t reduire presqu'a rien ses salaires et sa 

nourriture. . . " ( 4 ) . I t i s pathetic "de voir l e s malheureux ouvriers. . . 

s'imaginer qu'en se coalisant. . . Ü B priviendront la reduction du 

sa la ire ." ( 5 ) A wage-fund theory such as that held by Proudhon makes 

J-U ' „ . ! , « And unlike John Stuart Mil l , Proudhon union a c t i v i t y worse than use less . And, uniiKe 

was never led to admit the weakness of the analysis. 

Proudhon i s not at his best in his discussion of trade-unions. Com-

bined with shoddy economios, there i s an insistence on s t r i c t l ega l l s» 

which verges on the ridiculous. 

L 'autor i t . - « * f i t ^ ^ Z ^ Z ^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ e u r e u s e ^ * ^ £ £ Z oonsul: i l f a l l a i t sacr i f i c i er 
son amour de pere o* -

(1) I b i d . , P. 387. 
(2) I b i d . , P. 38b. 
(3) J b i d . , p. 397. 
h) I b i d . , P. W * . _ „ , n „ e g vo) . I , p. 267. (5) tt^M otior« ecnnomiques, vox. J-, y 
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ses enfants pour sauver ">a Pepublioue. Brutus n ' hes i t a pas, e t i« 
p o s t e r i t e n ' a pas ose l e condamner. ( l ) 

Nevertheless , i t i s ä i f f i n u l t to agree with Professor Schapiro that 

"There was a menacing tone of b i t t e rnes s in h is v i t r i o l i c denunciation 

of these movements, not present in h i s a t tacks on cap i t a l i sm .^ ) The 

quotation from the Contradict ions economigues on page 25 of t h i s essay 

i s only one of many instances where the reverse seems rather the case. 

I t must be remembered, too , t h a t the a l t e rna t ive forms of Organization 

which Proudhon proposes are always ones in which the workers have the 

cen t r a l r o l e . 
. * n-n+ fnncu l ' i d e e dfune 

Actuellement, l e s c lasses ouvrieres . . '°fG°ft &u r i s q u e , . a v i i -
g a r a n t i e qui do i t l e s ******r t o u t a j j ^ * ^ ^ w a l i t i 

issement des P n x et s ^ r e s ^ ^ a 'associat ion 
Cet te ga ran t ie c o n s i s t - , d une p , ^ ^ ^ l l E u r q p e j a s e 

par l e q u e l i l s se preparent , s u r *ou r n concurremment 
c o n s t i t u e r legal e r n t e n c ™ P ^ % * V ^ i e a u t r e cote , dans l e 
avec l e s en t repr i ses bourgeoises et * u n iroTUALITE, par 
p r inc ipe plus general e ^ ° £ / V o S a c r T t des a present la so l ida r i t e 
l eque l l a Dfaoora t i . ^ ^ e ^ s S t u t i o n pol i t ique e t e c o m m g e 
de ses groupes, p r e l u d e a ** f ^ e r ( r i e c o m b inee de ces deux^r inc ipes , 
de l a s o c i e t e . C es t l a , dans l ^ n e r ^ ^ ^ ^ 
A s s o c i a t i o n e t l a mutu W e - ^ ^ ^ m o r a l e s 

SSÄSStS 'quSles la civilisation aspire. (3) 

n • ins tead of making negative attempts again . t t rade compe-
With mutualism, ins teaa oi 

• l i a i r e s de l ' a r i s t o c r a t i e c a p i t . l i s t e contre l a 
t i t i o n , as " l e s aux i lxa i res 

+ > l e p e t i t commerce e t l a p e t i t e propr ie te ^ v. , 
,̂o+-i+p. i n d u s t r i e , xe P»I<J-

p e t i t e i m u 1 a 1 1 1 e s t h - "" l aga f t movenne. 
• n accept as t h e i r natural a l l i e s , t n ^ 

w o r k e r s ^ l l ac ep . . ^ ^ ^ W of Proudhon a 

Professor Schapiro sees *T ^ 
* - . l i sm with i t s d iv i s ion of mankind m t o c ^ ^ 

b e l i e f i n *rac ia l i sm, wi ^ _ _ _ __ 
-—— " ~ T,_ •„ nfiT1ftcite P n l i t i q u e , p . 380. 
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s t e r i l e races." ( l ) I f th i s i s the case, i t must necessarily be a factor 

in any analysis of the author's theory of social change. If , while 

disc&rding other types of soc ia l hierarchy, Proudhon wishes to emphasize 

one on the bas is of race, t h i s must be taken into account. 

Of Proudhon's anti-Semitism there can be no doubt. Jews seen to have 

been inextr ieably linked in his thinking with the worst features of 

c a p i t a l i s t speculation and the distortion of true values; with the whole 

System of economic exploitation. I t has feeeno shown that the monetary 

and f inaneial aspects of eapitalism were the chief target of Proudhon's 

economic cr i t ique , and in more than one instance the word "Jew" i s used 

as a synonym for international financier. "Ce sont l es juifs usuriers, 

des saint-simoniennes, directeurs de femmes l ibres , des soudards brutaux, 

des pedants meprises qui mement l e pays. . ." (2) . The importance of this 

aiaagreeable t r a i t of Proudhon's can, however, be exaggerated, If we are 

to agree with Professor Schapiro that scattered derogatory references to 

Jews are the "acid t e s t of racialism« (3) then Karl Marx and many others 

must be classed as ' r a c i s f thinkers with Proudhon. I t seems wiser, on 

the whole, to determine just what connection there i s between Proudhon's 

angry and unpleasant c lass ing of Jews with other elements he disliJced -

"jacobins, doctrinaires , jesuites« (4) and h i s concrete proposals and more 

rat ional judgements. This writer knows of only one instance where 

Proudhon Singles out Jews for special treatment. Fol lowingthe complet-

t i o n of b is book T.. , w ™ et l a Paix. Proudhon, i n ex i l e in Belgium, 

i • • - ' " ' 

% g g l g l k S s f ™i . P mfL«».*o Defo-tai,».!* April, 1862, P-55. 
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found himself faced with a long and trying series of disappointments 

in bis attempts to have the work published in France. One publisher 

-after another first accepted, then rejected it, "par peur du parquet." 

Among those who let him down was the firm of Levy brothers, and, in a 

fit of disappointed rage, Proudhon writes, "Ces gens-lä sont encore plus 

juifs que les G-arniers (another Publishing house) ne sont Normands, 

indigne d'exercer la profession de libraires et de jouir des privileges 

de citoyens francais." (l) The importance of this judgrnent, expressed in 

his private correspondance, must be weighed against the many others 

which occur throughout his works. In a letter to Dulieu, Proudhon 

(2) 
firmly refuses "ä admettre parmi les peuples des predestines et des elus."^ ' 

In La G-uerre et 1 a Paix he recognizes with no hint of antipathy "cette 

penetration mutuelles des peuples, . • • ces anastomoses, . . . des 

melanges de races . . ." (3). He affirms that "L'humanite est progressive 

dans toutes ses generations et dans toutes ses races. „ ."(4), be damns 

as "aussi etranger a la conscience qufimpenetrable ä la raison: Dogme, 

Fiction, Prapeau, Symbole de secte, de parti, d'eglise ou de race. . ."(5) 

and he includes, as part of the nature of the Revolution, "the free and 

universal eommingling of races" (6 ). There is no hint here of second-

class Citizens, of uncreative peoples. 

Nevertheless, the picture presented thus far must be modified in one 

important respect. G-iven present conditions, Proudhon believes, it is 

incorrect to think of "des noirs corame s'ils etaient nos pairs;" (7) 

(1) Corresnondance, vol. XI, Letter to <2häud$r,10 May,l86l, p. 60. 
(2) Corres^ondan"c7, Vol. X, Letter to Dulieu, 30 Dec. ,1860, p. 273. 

(3) La G-uerre et la Paix, p. 503. 
M ih; Principe Federatif, p. 123. 
(5) Capacite Politique, p. 201, 
(6) T*4» r^nerale. p. 281, 

^^^^^^e et la Paix, p. 177. 
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and in the case öf the Negroes of the Southern States, it would be 

criminal "sous pretexte de les emanciper . . . a en faire une boue prole-

tarienne plus immonde cent fois que celle de nos o^pitales." (l) The 

State of inferiority of Negroes will perhaps not be permanent, for 

"Toute race doit sfameliorer, se moraliser et s'instruire." (2), but 

for the present at least, Proudhon believes that "le CaucasieB se dis-

tingue entre tous . . . par la superiorite de la force physique, intellee-

tuelle et morale." (3) We must conclude then, that the taint of 

racialism in Proudhon ^s undeniable, in spite of the foregoing indications 

to the contrary. Yet it still can be said that its importance in the 

whole body of his thought is almost negligible. The instances when race 

considerations are either completely ignored or specifically denied 

overwhelmingly outnumber and outweigh examples to the contrary. To the 

biographer who attempts to give a complete picture of the complex, contra-

dictory character of Proudhon, the authorfs views on this score are 

relevant, but to the social scientist who wishes to isolate the major 

tenets of bis pölitical doctrine, their significance is slight. 

With a clearer answer to the first question proposed, "ViTho are the 

agents of social change?", it is possible now to seek an answer to the 

second, "Does the realignment of social forces demand violent means?" 

and to examine Professor Schapiro's contention that Proudhon's "hysteri-

cal praise of war . . . was an integral part of his social philosophy.tt 

which will lead directly to a füll understanding of his concept of 

(1) Jbid., p. 178. 
(2) Ibid., p- 179. 
(3) Ibid., p. 177. 
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Jus t ice . In an e x c e l l ^ n t a r t i c l e on "Proudhon e t l a G-uerre", M.J.L. 

Puech mentions some of tbe var ied i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s of Proudhon's work 

which have, not a l t o g e t h e r su rp r i s i ng ly , been made. Even Edouard Droz, 

a most sympathetic Mographer , conld explain the book only by the fac t 

that "Proudhon e t a i t gravement malade quand i l l ' e c r i v a i t " ( l ) # Edouard 

Dolleans r e p o r t s t h a t "Parmi l e s amis de Proudhon, i l y eut ceux qui se 

facherent sans r e t o u r e t ne comprirent pas . I I y eut ceux qui s 'e tonner-

ent e t se s c a n d ^ l i s e n t , t ou t d 'abord, puis revinrent sur leur premier 

iugement. . . Among t ^ i s l a s t group was M. Rolland, an old friend of 

Proudhon, 

Cet ami a v a i t e c r i t ä Proudhon q u ' i l ava i t tremble a l a l ec tu re 
des deux p r e m e r s l i v r e s dans lesquels 11 a cru voi r un j u s t i f i c a -
t"*on du O e s ^ - ' ^ : r̂ ni s , comme i l s f e t a i t resigne a poursuivre, 
i l a v a i t co,iw1^nce a ' resn-irer un peu au l i v r e I I I . \2) 

The reason for these r eac t i ons i s not hard to discover; for i t i s qui te 

t rue t ha t t h e book begins wi th what i s ap t ly ^escribed by Professor 

Schapiro a s "a hymn to war, ^ntoned in a more passionate key t h a t 

anything produced by the f a s c i s t s of our tirae."(3) In a s imi lar l i gh t 

appears , i n the Contradic t ions economigues, the j u s t i f i c a t i o n of monopoly, 

which preceaes t h e reve la t ion of t he other aspect of t h a t fo rce . Proudhon's 

use of t h e - t i n o m y does not m^e him any ea s i e r t o unde r s t a i* . But i t 

i s no t hard t o gran* bvn W s weakness for "des paradoxes en haine du bon 

. . „ / , \ ^>nT, Tja p rUerre e t l a Paix i s c e r t a i n l y never d u l l . sens v u l ^ r e " w , t o r -J..J...TUP.1-..— — — 

I t has been shown a l ready t h a t , for Proudhon, " l e monde de l a 

I in .m l ~ " 

(1) E d o v ^ l Ums. - T^t te r to Georges 0-uy ^rand, qnoted by J .L . Puech in 
Proudhon e^j&I^temss, o. 205 

(2) M<MIVI? Dol leans , o p . c i t . , p . 303. 
(3) Scha ni.ro, rro. c i t . , p . 3<$0. 
(Li J T, "Puech, l o c . c i t . , p . ^05. 

http://ni.ro


59. 

soeiete, de meme que le monde de la nature, est e tabl i sur des forces."(l) 

In La Guerre et l a Paix . Proudhon t r i e s to define exactly the meaning 

of the word force i t s e l f , to study i t as a phenomenon in society, to 

determine prec ise ly i t s ro le . He maintains that there i s a right of 

force which i s basic to a l l other human r ights . In the past, men "n'ont 

eempris de l a force que l a violence et l 'abus" (2) while, in rea l i ty , i t 

is "la premiere en date des facultes humaines." I t has "son droit comme 

toute aut re (faculte) , et comme toute autre , e i le peut etre appelee ä 

faire l a l o i . " (3) Democrats should be the l a s t ones to deny the r i ^ i t 

of force, for "par l'avenement de la democratie, i l ( le principe de la 

force) en devient d r o i t du numbre ou de la majoriti§"(4), " le principe 

jarlementaire des m i o r i t e s ; n 'es t -ce pas encore, et toujours, la raison 

de la force?" (5) His tc r ica l ly , then, the right of war must be recognized 

i f the r igh t of force i s admitted, for war i s simply 

La revendication et la demonstration par les armes du droit de la 
force(6). 

La G-uerre co™e le temps et l 'espace, comme le beau, l e jus te et 
r u S ? " « i « « forme da notre raison, une lo i de notre a*e, une 
condition de notre existence. (7) 

„•** n „ P rpvet en nous l'antagonisme, lo i de 

social. (8) 

But this is only half the pictuxe; only one pole of the antinomy ha, been 

revealed. For while 

l 
1) T« ftuerre et la Paix, p, 477. 
2) I b i d . , p . 133. 
3) I b i d . , p . 134. 
4) I b i d . , p . I86« 
5) I b i d . , p . 40. 
6) I b i d . , p . 142. 
1) I b i d . , P. 28. 
8) I b i d . , P. ^96. 
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Oonflue comme jugement de la force, la guerre est sublime; . . . 
Rajnenee a sa cause premiere, i l n ' e s t pas d ' in iqui te dont e i le 
ne s o i t sou i l l ee : Semblable de visage a l'archange e i le uorte ecr i t 
sur son W l i e r l e nom de Dieu; e i l e a les pieds et la queue du 
dragon. ^1} 

The "cause premiere" of war i s poverty; war i s debased and brutalized 

when i t i s seen as mere search for loot. I t becomes an evasion of the 

primary economic problem. Thus, in exactly the same way that competition 

und er l a i s sez - fa i r e capitalism i s the abuse of a basically good, necessary 

idea, so i s war - which wi l l submit i t s e l f to no rules , which nlunders. 

demands r e t r ibu t ion , assassinates - simply the perversion of the right 

of force, which i s an incontestably just and lawful pr inciple . Thus 

"jusqu'ä l a Constitution du droi t economique, . . . l a guerre n 'a plus 

r ien ä f a i r e sur le globe." (2) But to do away with war completely would 

be f a t a l , for war 

es t entierement ä l'humanite et doit durer autant qu 'e l le . . . 
Les meines causes organiques e t animiques qui creent entre nous la 
contradict ion et l'antagonisme veulent que cet antagonisme so i t 
e t e rne l . . . . (3) 

. . # l a soc ie te , pour se conserver digne, morale, pure, genereuse, 
voire meme laborieuse, devai t , avant tout , se tenir a l ' e t a t antagon-
ique, ä l ' e t ä t de guerre. . . ($ 

Tbe Solution i s "non point . . . une abol i t ion, mais . . . une transforma-

tion de l a guerre" (5 ) . War transformed can co-exist with peace, t o -

gether they "se completent et se sontiennent, comme les termes inverses, 

mais adequats e t inseparables, d'une antinomie." (6) The gain w i l l be 

great , for ihe new form of antagonism 

1) I b i d . , p . 441. 
2) I b i d . , p . k&5. 

,3) I b i d . , p . 55. 
M I b i d . , p . 46. 
(5) I b i d . , p . 50. 
(6) I b i d . , p . 64. 
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n fa pas pour but une destruction pure e t simple, une consommation 
improduetive, l 'extermination pour l 'extermination; i l a pour but 
l a production dfun ordre superieur, d'un perfectionnement sans 
f in . Sous ce rapport , i l fairt reconnaxtre que le t r ava i l offre 
ä l'antagonisme un champ dfOperations bien autrement vaste et 
fecond que la guerre. ( l ) 

Antagonism i s to be removed from a military sphere, and will become 

the source of creat ive growth in society. War must mean "la lu t t e des 

forces, non leur destruction; la l u t t e des hommes, non leur extermination.(2) 

I t i s not stränge, then, that Proudhon denies having counselled either 

" le revolte ou l a resignation. Loin de moi • • . tout ferment de haine 

et de guerre c i v i l e . . ."(3) Towards the revolution "la t ransi t ion 

peut e t r e aussi insensible que l 'on voudra," (4) but i f i t i s too slow, 

there i s danger. 

To add to grievances and . . . to bot t le up revolutionary force by 
repression, i s to condemn oneself to Clearing in one bound the 
distance tha t prudence counsels us to pass over gradually, and to 
Subst i tute progress by leaps and jerks for a continuous advance.tj) 

War, the s truggle of force against force, i s no bloody ba t t l e of the 

s t r e e t s . The word, for Proudhon, has a much more profound significance: 

La guerre , en effet . . . est la reunion en une seüle nature de; 
ces t r o i s radicaux: la force, principe de mouvement et de vxe. . . ; 
l'anta<7onisme, act ion, reaction, lo i universelle du monde . . . , 
l a l u s t S , faculte souveraine de l 'ame, principe de notre raison 
p r a c t i ^ e t qui se manifesfedans la nature par l ' equxl ibre . (6) 

The en t i r e discussion of war and peace i s primarily "une bel le application 

. . . de ma theorie de la Jus t i ce . " (7) 

To complete an understanding of the System throu^i which antagonist ic 

Jl) Ib id . , p. 483. 
2) I b i d . , p . 482-
'3) n Q r Q ^ t e Po l i t ique , p . 237. 
\k) TMi P H n d p e Federatif , p . 176. 
3) Tdee generale, p . 14. 

4 %^g£%?z;™& -̂ -> 
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social forces i n t e r a c t , J u s t i c e must be s tudied and defined. From the 

outset of h i s l i t e r a r y c a r e e r , Proudhon's preoccupation with t h i s 

concept i s r e v e a l e ä . As wi th t he r e s t of h i s thought, there i s growth 

and development h e r e . And even a t t h e end of h i s l i f e , Jus t i ce remains 

a eomplex, many-sided not ion . To J u s t i c e , Proudhon consecrated the s ix 

•volumes of De l a J u s t i c e dans l a Revolution e t dans l ' ü g l i s e . and i t i s 

la rge ly from t h e s e pages t h a t the developed idea must be derived. 

One aspect of J u s t i c e depends on Proudhon's conception of human 

nature. Each i n d i v i d u a l , we have seen, i s a source of force , and in 

soc ie ty , the t o t a l i t y of ind iv idua l forces i n t e r ac t with tense antagonism. 

If Proudhon had stopped t h e r e , the analogy with Hobbes' s t a t e of nature 

would be c l o s e , b u t , "La theor ie de Hobbes es t fausse". For man i s 

endowed not only wi th h i s force as an individual with i t s propensity 

for a n t a g o r d s t i c s e l f - a s s e r t i o n , but a l so with another overriding facul ty -

J u s t i c e ; " n o t r e mobile supreme n ' e s t pas l 'egoisme: ce n ' e s t pas l e 

conservat ion.de n o t r e corps . . . ce n ' e s t pas not re i n t e r e t bien ou 

mal entendu." ( l ) J u s t i c e " l a facul t« preponderante de l'äme" (2) 

enables man "de s e n t i r sa d ign i t e dans la personne de aon semblable 

^^«^«nicW (i\ Jus t ice . ° inne \ a l'humanite11 (4) comme dans sa propre personne . \$). i m s u o c , 

\ . . e s t l e r e s p e c t , spontanement dprouve e t reciproquement g a r a n t i , 

de l a d i g n i t e humain. . . • (5) » ±s by reason o f t b i s ^ ^ * t h a t 

man " d i s c e r n e nettement l e bien du mal, e t que ce discernement e s t l a 

plus cerfeaine de ses connaissances." (6) 

mmmmmmmm» i • <m 

,1) TO o . . - , , . , mt l a Pa ix , p . 491 . 
,2) De la. Jus t i ce , , vo l . 3, P« u*U 
3) I b i d . , v o l . I , p . 224. 

,4) I b i d . , v o l . I , P . 227. 
,5) I b i d . , v o l . I , P . *4>. 

4 l y ^ ' 3, P. 3W. 
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While, j u s t i ce i s a faculty of each indi.vid.ual, part of bis per

sonal make-up, i t i s immediately evident that i t s expression re la tes 

ent i re ly to the social nature of man's existence: "I**individu est 

immerge dans la societe"1 ( l ) . Thus Just ice can be seen also as the 

social effect of t h i s part of the individual1 s nature which orders 

and regulates egoist ic force. In this sense, Justice i s social equilibr-

ium. But i t has been shown, that the individual fs ratrport with society 

i s not alwa3rs, or even usually, qua individual. For each man's personal 

force may be merged in a "force collective" superior to the sum of the 

individual forces. Again, Just ice describes the ordered relationship of 

these co l lec t ive forces. Tbe interactio-n of groups, in creative anta

gonism i s the basis of a just society. In th is sense, Justice can be 

seen in i t s r e l a t ion to law. "Justice i s not the work of the law; on 

the contrary the law i s only a deolaration and application of just ice 

in a l l circumstances where men are l i ab le to come into contact." (2) 

Tbe exnression of Jus t ice in the era after Revolution must be, 

then, " le d r o i t . . . definitivement constitue, universalise et real is^ 

. . . l a reconnaissance du droi t economique. . ." (3) The war of 

social forces under law, and with the reciprocal recognition of r i gh t s , 

r e su l t s in equilibrium, which i s jus t i ce . 

But the concept can be even further extended - extended to the 

point where i t simply becomes a synonym for the ideal ordering of 

a*y aspect of nature as weH as society. In the realm of the universal 

as well as in the world of man 

(1) I b i d . , vol . 2 , p . 10. 
(2) mTZt Memon r on Property, p . *(. 
(3) La Guerre e t l a Paix, p . 492. 

http://indi.vid.ual
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L a l i J e C e D t r p S ' a P P e S e J u s t i c e » Harmonie, eouilibre, balance, 

tS mlidle; L t ^ t l S l V T l ? ^ ^ n° t re ^ *' ^ S°US 

u o para l le le , a 1 equate^r ou an pole; que nous comm-
encxons pa r l 'econome poli t ique plutot que par la^logique, nar 
1 esthetxoue e t l a mora le ,p lu to t que par l a numeration et la gramm-
a i r e . . . C est tonjours la raison superieure des choses que nSis 
cherchons, c ' e s t a d i re l e rspnort direct de chamie chose avec la 
Jus t i ce . . . (1 ) . 
La J u s t i c e , . . .sous des noms divers, gouverne l e nrnnde, nature 
et humanite, s e i e n d et conscience, logique et moral, economie 
po l i t ique , po l i t ique , h i s to i r e , l i t t e r a tu r e et a r t . (2). 

I t i s to t h i s l a s t extension of the concept of Just ice , where i t 

becomes the "idee princesse" (3) of the universe, that such writers as 

Georges G-urvitch (4) ebieet , and Henri de Lubac, S.J. (5) adhere with 

emphasis. For Jus t ice in th i s sense can no longer be said to be 

"immanent . . . au coeur de l'homme." (6) I t i s rather an absolute, 

seemingly transcend°nt value, an ideal to which "tout se subordonne. . . , 

tout . . . s e r t , tout se f a i t ä son commandement." (7) M. Grurvitch 

believes tha t the idea of Just ice sbould be reserved, as i t frequently 

i s in Proudhon, to legal and social relat ions amöng men, that i t s exten

sion to a universal plane eliminates the basis of immanence which he 

regards as al l - important . M. de Lubac, on the other band, has assembled 

weighty in t e rna l «vi^enoe which prohibits a summary ruling out of "ul t ra-

physical transcendancy". 

Yet there i s a way of looking at the problem which permits the r e -

tention of the idea of immanence even on the universal plane. In 

nature there exist absolute laws, which describe the necessary modes of 

* - W 1 M ^ * ' M » - « » ' • ' 

(l) De la J u s t i c e , vol. I , p . 49. 
> / 1 • I I « I I I I » « i » . • 11 • ' * * " * * ' * , 1 

2) I b i d . , vol . I , p. hh. 
) Ib id . , vo"?. T , ?• 33. 
) 7i^zes rri,rv^tch, o p . c i t . , pp.371-373. 

,5) Henri de Lubac, o p . c i t . , pp. 278. 
W P g la- J u s t i o e , vol . I , p . 42. 
(7; I b i d . , vo l . 2, p . 104. 
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interactlon of na tura l f o r c e s . Jus t as the existence of these forces i s 

eternal, as they a r e p ^ r t of the yery nature of r e a l i t y , so are the forms 

of ccBiplex movements which r e l a t e them. These laws are immanent in 

real ity, j u s t as the laws of soc ie ty are immanent in man's socia l ex is t 

ence. Thus, Proudhon can say , wLe peuple asp i re ä. # . des l o i s absolues, 

immanentes, comme c e l l e s que l a science decouvre tous les jours dans l ' un-

ivers . La sc ience , l a v e r i t e , p o s i t i v e , object ive, jur id ique, en tout 

et par tout e s t son idea l«" ( l ) The existence of absolutes in terms of 

laws of motion, then, necessa r i ly means that there exis t s an absolutely 

ideal pattern for t h e i r Operation together . J u s t i c e , seen as the ideal 

ordering of n a t u r a l f o r c e s , i s immanent in Nature, J u s t i c e , seen as 

the ideal o rder ing of human r e l a t i ons i s a t the same time immanent in 

society and an i d e a l to which men s t r i v e through the study of the 

forces which must >>e orde—d for i t s r ea l i za t ion . Certainly no idea 

of P r o v i d e n t i a ! In t e rven t ion , whether continuous or simply i n i t i a l 

seems requi red t o bo l s t e r Proudhon's concept, and i t i s the author ' s 

* . u. 4.- +~ ^rwrirTe a Subst i tu te for G-race. Nor need there expressed I n t e n t i o n to proviae a ^ " ^ - L - ; - u 

T. j . ~~~ +•>>,=> nrle« of absolute forces and laws and be r e a l incons i s t ency between the idea ot an , . -u 

^ n . ^ . . . i HT^nvmW- an idea of incessant creat ion in TMI 

a b e l i e f i n cmt imi .a l b o c o ^ r g , 

the role of humanity 5 s o ' p^ramount importance. 

But P r o u d W « theory of progress «ust be examined before we can 
t_̂  •. • ^ AAOO n-f* b i s -nosition. 

obtain a ^rec^se m e a oi r^-- J.W 
II • T -~~~~**~ 

( l ) Ib id . . vol. 2 , p. 86. 



OHAPTER V - THE TOEORY OF PROGRESS 

The economist f r equen t ly looks a t change from a number of different 

pcdnts of view. He may, for ins tance , ^onstruct a model which i s 

e s sen t i a l ly t i m e l e s s . In t h i s type of s t a t i c equilibrium analys is , he 

i s able t o observe t h e market Si tuat ion free of cer ta in f r i c t i o n s , changes 

in teehnique and o ther phenomena of a d^mamic nature . The market i s 

taken out of t ime, i n t o a realm where action and reaction take place 

i s s t a n t l y and. e f f o r t l e s s l y . This type of analysis i s a logical tool 

which enables him t o a b s t r a c t from the "causal sequence in time", an 

e s sen t i a l a t t r i b u t e of r e a l i t y , and determine an equilibrium posi t ion 

by means of a p r i o r i argument from cer ta in limited, assumptions. ( l ) 

The ana lys i s of change i n t h i s sense has proved most revealing 

for c e r t a i n problems of the short per iod, as i t gives a p i c tu r e , 

highly a b s t r a c t of neces s i t y , of the in te rn lay of economic forces 

according t o the laws deemed. proper to them. The idea of cause in the 

^ -u • ~ v ^ +Vi<* -Porces ?riven, they wi l l work themselves 
temporal sense can be ignored - tue rorces g±v^>, * 

• T w*.-,-,,™ »PV»«-!- i«? a l l the Information which out i n t o a p a t t e r n of equil ibrium. iha t i s a n 

t h i s type of ana lys i s at tempts to nrovide. 

For a s a t i s f a c t o r y long-run theory of economc developnent, how

ever, t h e "causa l sequence in time" cannot be avoided. The economist 

must i s o l a t e from a complex of forces those which are e s s e n t i a l t o the 

t r u l y temporal p rocess . In a dynamic model such as t h i s , time i s 

, . . * . 4. a of the flow of events r e s u l t i n g from a given phenome-
defined i n t e r r a of tne u.ow 

. i +«q M cause. The causal element se lec ted may vary 
non, which i s i s o l a t e d as cause. ^ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - — 

x * n** Theorv of EconoTTdcChange,The MacMillan 
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according t o t h e viewpoint of the pa r t i cu l a r economist - innovations, 

population change, war, have a l l had t he i r proponents. The process of 

change, t oo , may be seen i n many ways - as progressive, cyc l ica l , r e t -

rogressive, or simply i r r e g u l ä r . 

. JßLdway between s t a t i c and dynamic ana lys i s , however, there i s 

another wajr of dea l i ng with economic change, which has been termed 

"comparative s t a t i c s . " In a se r i e s of IJLke modeis, s l i gh t changes are 

made i n t he parameters and the changes in the equilibrium posit ion 

which r e s u l t a r e not ed. The nature of the time process which would be 

involved in a r e a l movement from one equilibrium point to another, 

however, i s ignored. 

A study of t he theory of soc ia l change in Proudhon seemed to 

demand a n a l y s i s in a raanner analogous to a l l three types of economic 

model. Proudhon's System was described by tbe author himself as an 

attempt t o apply the laws of economics to socie ty as a wnole, and he 

adopted t h e a n a l y t i c a l t oo l s which were being d^elopecl a t the same 

time by economists . There i s *t l - » s t a superf ic ia l resemblance between 

the General Equi l ibr ium of Walras, t o who, Proudhon occasionally r e f e r s , 

, „ , ^ , • + 4-h- s t a t i c snt<»raction of economic and pol i t ic».! 
and the l a t t e r ' s view of t h e sta-cic ...n>> 

phenoroena. 

E . 8 . M 1 « . of t h . « . g r . - of sojfcisUcation in r a g » « to the t i ™ 

f . c to r A M * P r o ^ h « « - . I f . < • » — " « » * * « « - « » ° f 

x- ~ ,,+a-hVs and dynamic ana lys i s may be u s e -
s t a t i c a n a l y s i s , comparative stati .r .s, ana j 

* i • + + + +n i s m a t e b i s d i f f e r e n t ideas on s o c i a l change. üp 
ru l i n an at tempt t o I S O W « 

„-M^ntea axe bes t seen as be lon £ ing to the 
to t h i s p o i n t , "the ideas presentea ar 
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first two eategori.es, The social group and particularly the workers' 

production and exchange associations have a role in the Proudhonian 

social model analogous to that of the firm in a purely economic one. 

Proudhon i s concerned with a general equilibrium in which the forces 

engendered by the groups thernselves and by their relationships to one 

another are balanced. The laws of interaction are described in the 

ideas of the antinomy, of antagonism anH of contractual reciprocity, and 

equilibrium i s postulated as the resul t of a jus t , lawful ordering. 

When a change from one Situation to another has been described, the 

economic aralogy i s "comparative s t a t i c s . " Thus the historical balance 

between authori ty and l i be r ty , which Proudhon describes in Du Principe 

Federatif (noted b- ie f ly äböve, pp.30 and 31 ) i s seen as being d i s -

turbpd at a i f ferent per iods, and. consequently, a new equilibrium position 

adopted. In t h i s manner, the t ransi t ion from a patriarchal to a monarch-

ical System i s ^ v e d by a new e T * n b r i ™ in which auifcorfty cedes g — d 

to l ibe r ty because the prince "se fa i t assister par des conse i l le . , , off-

ic iers ou minis tres choisis par n , i , et & egis.ent en son lieu et place 

. . ." (1) . There i s a changs in a Parameter, - the ^c rease in the 

v,-^ -fhe nrince must rule - which leads to a number of subjects over which the prince rau* > 

,Mft „ the h. la„oe of p o ^ c a l foroe, , but i t « O d b . S t r e t c h ^ the 

s i g r t f i o n c e * i c h M » • « • * - * " * • " ^ ^ " " * 

„„i ra,i=fi of any imoortance. deem i t a t rue temporal cause 01 <^Kf -
* ^ b e however, a rea l ly dynamic pa t te rn of social 

Proudhon does descrxbe, howeve. , 

(l) D» Principe g & j r a t i f , p . &> 
» ' • •!• H i l l .1 I m . I — * M * " • * * " " 
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change and, with an understanding of i t , i t may seem convement to re l 

gard his suggestions of e w d c determinism, of monetary causation, 

et<v, as exercises in comparative s t a t i c s rather than features of a 

theory of soc ia l change in time, a theory of nrogress. 

Proudhon'^ theory of the progress of society sees in man the 

basic dynamic force. Fan's w i l l , freely operating within the frame-

work of soc ia l forces , and his sense of just ice and i t s growth, are the 

causal element in the ^ove^ert of ^ivi^i^atlons. The specification of 

a human agency rather than a material or transcendent one i s not surpris-

ing, considering the definition o^ human just ice as immanent in society, 

Pere de Lubac, recognizing that such ci tat ions as "La Justice est 

humaine, tout humaine, rien qu'humaine: . . . La Justice a son siege 

dans l 'humanite, e i l e est progressive et indefectible dans l'humanite, 

parce qu ' e l l e est de l'humanite. (1) are strong evidence agamst 

transcendent ali*™ never the less believes that "A text such as that , 

however, does not suppress a l l the others in which Proudhon expressly 

refused to hold humanity as adorable, whereas he s tates that he adores 

Jus t ice . " (2) While i t i s ernte true that the adoration of humanity as i t 

exists i s repugnant to Proudhon, there are instances enough where he 

considers tha t al l that i s worthy of adoration has a human source. "Ainsi, 

ce que nous affirmons, cherchons, adorons comme Dieu, n ' e s t autre chose 

que Tessence pure de l 'humanite, la nature sociale et la nature ind iv i 

duelle indivisiblement unies. . . " ( 3 ) . 

(1) De la Justice, vol. I, P* ll&* 
(2) de Lubac, "^cvb*, P; 28^ 
(3) Philosonhie du F r o h e s , p . 1*. 
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Adjnittedly, « . . . VHnmanite, essentiel lement pe r fec t ib le , Jamals par-

fa i te , r e s t s n t constamment au-dessous de sa propre idee , r e s t e par 

consequent tou jour s au-dessous de l ' adora t ion . . . " ( l ) ; but the con-

clusion i s t h a t man must rep lace the "cu l t e de l 'B t r e pretendu supreme 

par l a c u l t u r e de l 'Humanite ." (2) The difference between idea l Jus t i ce , 

and the approximation of i t which i s ac tua l ly real ized a t any time, i s 

great - b u t , a s we s h a l l see , the source of the idea l i s s t i l l human. 

Ac tua l ly , Proudhon's de f in i t ion of Jus t i ce requ.ires of him a 

theory of p r o g r e s s . For , i f man has within bim a facul ty which enables 

him t o pe rce ive r i g h t from wrong in h i s dealings with h i s fellowmen, 

why i s t he s o c i a l order not immediately perfected? If the idea of 

Jus t i ce i s t o r ep l ace the God of a transcendent s^rstem, there i s as much 

need for a s ecu l a r theodioy as there was for one in re l ig ious terms. An 

explanat ion, f - r s t of t he r^oess i ty for a lapse of time before the attain-

ment of i d e a l - m s t i c e , and, second, of the existence of s in and thus 

of h i s t o r i c a l t r - n s i t i o n s between progress and decadence, i s required 

of Proudhon i f h i s soc i a l theory i s t o be se l f -cons i s t en t . 

There a r e o ther necessary conseguences of the posi t ion thus far 

adopted. I f J u s t i c e , e s s e n t i a l l y human, i s t h . supreme flyn-Mc in the 

Proudhon:^ tbeory „? t « n o r - l o h - n « , - n ' s freedom of ac t ion , the 

e f fec t iveness of M s w i H , « s t N> grea t . Pr ior t o the wr i t l ng of De 

la J u s t i c e t h e r o l e of human will, was narrower than tha t assigned to i t 

in the works of the nature period. He says of l i b e r t y , t h a t i t s 

(1) Ib id . . , p . 73« 
(2) I b i d . , p . 74« 
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d e s t i n a t i o n . . . e s t de p r o p r e r , dans une cer taine snhere, 
l 'accompi.isse^en^ de la f a t a l i t e . . . (i) * 

L'homme, doue d ' a c t i v i t e e t d ' i n t e l l i g e n c e , a l e pouvoir de 
t rouble r ! ' o r d r e du monde, dont i l f a i t p a r t i e . Mais tous ses 
eca r t s ont e t e prevus , et s 'accomplissent dans cer taines l imites 
cjui, apres un ce r t a in nombre d'all .ees et venues, ^emenent 1 'homme 
a l ' o r d r e . C f es t d ' apres ces oso.niat ions ^e la l i b e r t e que l fon 
peut determiner l e vol e de l'hnmar>ite dans l e monde. . . ( 2 ) . 

Although he can say t h a t "La machine est l e symbole de l a l ibe r t e 

humaine, l ' i n s i g n e de no-^re dominat?on sur l a nature. . . " ( 3 ) , he 

hastens t o i n s i s t t h* t "^1 faut conclure one l a l i b e r t e est d 'autant plus 

parfa i te q u ' e l l e se de te r^ ine plus conformement aux l o i s de la ra ison, 

aui sont c e l l es des ^hoses." {)•) His a t t i t u d e has not changed. fron that 

expressed in the Creat ion de 1 'Ordre where " le progres . . . obeit ä 

des l o i s d i f f e r e n t e s , donnees par la nature meme des choses." (5) Tbe 

influence of human -** H as a c rea t ive force i s almost negliffible. The 

• J. • A i „ ^ -?<s TTI 0 qfofp of jrrowth and development universe, human s o c i e t y •moluden', i s m a s t . . ie 01 gx^wu. 

to which man - only ^ ^ , as b i s understanding of the process ^ncreases. 

Proudhon's l a t e r r ^ ' . t i o n of *Ms e.olut ionary view i s tnaÄe in no un-

«-rt ^ ntQn ete autre fois dupe de ce bilboquet 
certain terms: " J ' avous que j a i e te auxr« iu-o 

i ~,,+- +no+ " le c ivi l iNat ion ne f a i t physiologico-pol i t i ? i - » , which makea out tha t le C I V I J L . 

. - 1 - . 1 ioo 2+res aue la Nature a. corpus e t o r g a ^ e s 
que cont inuer Ven\\*ll« des e t r e s , que 

1 4. * M H^ sees t h i s form.« idea of h i s as 
selon une s e r i e ascenrf<»nte:. . .» ." . . 

i ncons i s t e - t wi th t ^ e cnnfr-nn^s r1" n p - -
, -,1 ^ + -infinie ö^.ns son etendüe > äans sa m ' J.- „ ö~+ -tri v-t-ueT lernen t xnunj-c, >.-

**. -*-.-*—****' 

( l ) Contraflictions econo^agisa* 

*3) I b i d . , p . 174. 
,4} I b i d . , p . ?.7R, ^ r " ^ l o q 
v5) Cr la t ion de 1 'Ordre, p . <W. 
(6) De l a J u s t i c e , Vol. I H , p . O S . 
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duree e t dans ses formes. ( l ) 

I I n ' y a a e f i x e e t d ' e t e r n e l rn,e l e s Tois -eme du -ou-e-ent . . . ( 3 ) . 

Thus 
i n d e p e n d a ^ e n t ^ e R evolutions organiaues cans ta tees , et nU± toutes 
re levent des necess i t äs -de 1* n*+ure, *e notre Constitution i n t e l l e c -
t u e l l e e t social«*, i l y a l i eu de c ro i re n n ' i l exn'ste dans l ' h u ^ r i t e 
un mouvement plus profond, qui embrasse tous les autres et l e s 
modif ie: ce mouvement e s t oelui de la l i b e r t e e t de la Jus i t ce . (4) 

l e i t he r the i d e a of f ree w i l l ^or t ha t of necessi tv a!or»e i s ?uffi ei ent. 

Liberty. 

comme l a n e o e s s i t e elle-meme. . „est frappe d'antinomie, ce qui 
veut d i r e que ^°ul i l ne s u f f i t non plus a l ' exp l ica t ion de 
1'homme e t r5e io na ture , . . Ainsi la necess i te e t l a l i b e r t e , au-
t i the t iquement u n i e s , sont . . . la condition essen t ie l l e de toute 
ex i s t ence , de tou t mouvement. . #(?) . 

To be c o n s i s t e n t , then, with both bnm*n l i be r ty and the paramount 

importance of Juslp.ce, t he e s sen t i a l ele^ent in social dynamics must be 

«ÜB phenomene de 1 'ordre moral, dont le mouvement s ' i r r a d i e ensu i te , 

soi t pour l e b i en , so i t pour l e mal, sur toutes l es f?oul tes de 1 »etre 

humain, c o l l e c t i f e t irrH^H.duel." (6) 

In summary, we can do no be t t e r than r*Per to the conditions wb.ich 

Proudhon himself s*t* for "une theor ie du nrogres. . .complete et v r a i . " 

This theorv must: 

a Prendre son no in t de depart dans l a l i b e r t e e t l a J u s t i c e , e t 
s ' e S n S e de " a T t o u t e s l e s f acu l t a s de l'homme c o l l e c t a f e t 

i n d i v i d u e l : • . • 
. . - . „ , ^————»—*~^mm •—mm». 

, || | | I I - ' • ' " * " " 

(1) I b i d . , vo l . T, P. ? \ 
(2) Philosopbi/». *_n Propres, P. **-
(3) Ibid., p. 49. „n 

(4) De la. Justice, vol. ?, p. UV. 
(5) Ibid., vol. 3, P. 239. 
(6) Ibid., vol. 3, P. 2^-
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b. Montrer l e progreg a.ff ra j lchi d e . , 
a r b i t r e e t i.« J u g t i o e ; s t a l l t e , comce l e l i b re 

c. P r e s e ^ t - r un fleveTor>-i?em«n-h acoelere v,~ 
parabol ique ou c o n c e n t r i a u e : , a S w , T " n

+
m o u v e m e n t «volutif, 

e s t e r i e u r e , f e . i t t ™ , W „ a n ' Ä * ^ . ™ J ^ 

« e S ^ » a e r 5 t r o S 1 « t l a n ^ * * * < • , • * * « * * * ** ^ t e s les aecaaences e t r e t rog rada t ions soc ia les , ( l ) 

The only c o m i d e r a t i o n s which Proudhon neglects t o l i s t above, he 

has already posed and answered i n a previous volume. Tb, probi.™, ™hic* 

we have a l ready seen, i s the reconc i l i a t ion of the three flifferent 

factors: the abso lu te idea l of j u s t i c e , j u s t i c e »s imm^^nt in societv 

and continuous movement. I t woijp.d s^em that 

s i l e cen t r e ou p ivo t de la ph-nosophie, a «a.voir la Jus t ice es t 
comme ce la ö'oit e t r e , invar iable et f ixe , le Systeme des cho?es 
qiii, en f a i t et en d r o i t , repose snr ce cent re , d o i t e t re aussi 
de f in i en lui-meme, par consequent f ixe dans son ensemble et tendant 
ä l 'Lmmutabi l i t e . (2) 

We have a l ready not er3 t h a t in na tu re , a l l i s movement and creation save 

only t h e laws arid forces of movement themselves, and i t i s t h i s tha t 

enables Proudhon to °s> "Pourquoi y a u r a i t - i l un commencement au monde? 

pourquoi une f in? La r a i son n 'en voit pas la necess i t e , e i l e y repugne." (3) 

Just ice i n t h i s extended sense i s compatible with e te rna l motion. But 

in the human sphere , J u s t i c e i s again an abso lu te , yet i t s source i s 

humanity - a humanity which has ce r t a in ly not achieved t r u e J u s t i c e . 

The Solution has al ready been indicated. 

Le HWGBES r e s t e . . . l a lo i de notre ame, non pas en ce sens 
l e perfectionnement de nous-memes, nous devons 
;se de l ' abso lue J u s t i c e et de. l f i d e a l ; mais en 

seulement que par ^ j , . . . ^ , . ö _ „Ä 
approcher ?ans cesse de l ' abso lue J u s t i c e et d e . l ' x d e a l ; mais en ce 
sens n,». 1 «Humanite se renouvela&t e t se developpant sans f m , 
sens que 1 Humamte se j a 6 J u s t i c e . . .que nous avons 
comme l a c r e a t i o n elle-meme, > xuctu. u.o u 

(1) IM. 
(2) 5 T 

I b i d . . v o i . 3 , P. 22*-5. 
. De l a J u s t i c e , vo 1 . I» P« 4-9. 

(3) I b i d . . v o l . I , p . 52. 

http://fe.it
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a r e a l i s e r change e t s ' ag rand i t toujours . ( l ) 

J u s t i c e , t h e n , always a d i f f i c u l t word with Prouähon, can have 

three separa te meanings, even in i t s l imited sense, as socia l Jus t i ce . 

I t can re fe r t o ( i ) an absolute i d e a l , unknown and unknowable in f ü l l , 

but i t s ex i s t ence deducib le from the nature of humanity, frei" man seen 

t e l eo log ica l ly , ( i i ) the idea l of j u s t i c e , an approximation of the 

absolute, towards which men s+rive at any given period, ( i i i ) the 

real izat ion of j u s t i c e in the ac tual r e l a t ions of men a t any given 

period. 

The degree of r e a l i z a t i o n of j u s t i c e , "a pour mesure le nombre des 

lo i s qui s ' obse rven t . . . " ; when " le bien s 'a joutant au bien en raison 

du nombre des personnes comprises dans l e pacte, et de l a mul t ip l ic i te 

des i n t e r e t s r e g i s par l e pac te , l e regne de la Jus t ice s 'etendant sans 

cesse, i l y a necessairement progres." (2) The progress of Jus t ice i s 

seen in t h e extension of " l a pacte de l a l i be r t e " (3). Jus t i ce in th i s 

dynamic sense r e l a t e s a t once to what we have learned of the concept 

previously . I t i nvolves as always the understanding and equi l ibra t ing 

of s o c i a l forces in an tagonis t ic tension, but i t s movement consis ts in 

conscious dec i s ions to nring ever wider areas of human in t e r ac t i on in to 

the ordered , guarenteed, mutualist regime. 

The Vision which spurs men to the r ea l i za t ion of higher and higher 

degrees of J u s t i c e i s the idea l which he holds within him of J u s t i c e , 

and the re i s cont inual i n t e r a c t i o n between the r e a l and the i d e a l . 

Given a c e r t a i n set of soc i a l condi t ions , man sees i n them the p o s s i b i l i t y 

' l ) I b i d . , v o l . I , P» 51 . 
,2) I b i d . , vo l . 3 , P- 273. 
,3) I b i d . , vo l . 3 , P« 27^« 
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of improvement, and s e t s abont. i t a r e « n ^ - H o n ÄQ w . . . , 

resemble more and ^ore tbe i ^ o i i^,„Ä 

*-<*! , however, the l a t t e r it**»? changes; i t 
expands and approaches n i . o s e r +0 t h e l l T ) B t t a ^ b l e ^ s o l l i t ^ 

The ijnportanoe of +ho "ifl e»l" o- tb^ n i a _ » , n ~ .. 
iaea in Proudhon cannot be 

overemphasi zed, ^snecn a i i v i n w« i«+4.a%, _ , 
' "" XY] • -s , n t t ^ works. The fact that the 

future l i e s wi th the w ^ H ^ ^ i s p ^ - j ^ , . ^ -iv, 4-̂ Ä x. 
• •-ö Ö e_p».ainea in these t^rms almost cnt i relv 

Toute s o c i e t e se forme, se reforme, ou se t r a n s f o ™ a i ' p ^ „ 
d'une ?.?ee, ( 1 ' ••-••: """ ' 

Le p r inc ipe . . . de la necess i te n0 lv r P I ] e c o l l e c t ! ^ t e ^nT O-i^ 
ca s t e , corporat inn ou race , * 'avoir conscience, soi t pour se ' 
cons t i tue r en E t a t , s o i t pnnr .par t ic iper au ^owemement de la 
soc ie t e dnnt e l i e f « i t n a r t i e et s1 elever a la vie polütique, 
peut e t r e consldere comme un lo i generale . . .(2) 

But ce nT'i c o n s t i t u e 1« oapsci te pol i t ique n ' e s t nas seulement 1? 

conscience, c ' e s t aus s i i ' I d e e . . ." (3 ) . While "la bourgecisie . . 

avait coüffiience a. perdre l e sentiment d'eile-meme," and while "son idee est 

epuisee" ( 4 ) , the workers are j u s t beginning to become c lear ly conscious 

of t h e i r r o l e . They a r e beginning to se ize the i r Idea, and 

Le jour oü l e s masses t r ava i l l euses auront acquis la notion o la i re 
du p r i n c i p e qui dans ce moment l e s ag i t c s , ou la eonsoienoe s 'en 
sera pene t r ee , ou eli.es en auront f a i t hautement profession, toute 
abrogation du regime i n s t i t u e par e l l e s deviendra impossible: ce 
s e r a i t une cnntrVdiot ion. La mntualite . . . est l a J u s t i c e . (5) 

The l ink between r e a l and idea l remains close, however: 

Tout ce que f a i t emerger successivement dans la socie te l a l o i 
du Ero<rre"s a s e s ^ae-ines dans la nature meme. La c i v i l i s a t i o n 
marche°enveloppee de ses r r i n c i P e s , precedee et su iv ie de son 
corteges d ' i d e e s , qui ?nn+ incessemment l e ronde autour d e i l e . W 

« .Mm m * 111 ' mmr*" 

X) Oapacite P o ü t l o u e , p . 127. 
>2) Ä i ä « , p . 97 * 98. 
,3) I b i d . , p , 223. 
,4) I b i d . , p . 223. 
>5) I b i d . . p . 195. 
,6) Du P r inc ipe Fede ra t i f , p . 124. 

http://eli.es
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The idea l has i t s source "au plus profond de l'ame" and " i l se 

developpe par l ' a c t i o n de la l iberte" ( l ) ; "l'homme;'en vertu de sa l iberte , 

produit son idea l . . . " ( 2 ) . With this capacity to create an ideal, he 

tr&nsforms r e a l i t y . "Ce que nous aimons dans les objects de notre 

affections, dans nos jonissances, dans les personnes qui sont oberes, 

c'est l 1 i dea l que nous savons y mettre ou plutot que notre Imagination 

y decouvre. (3) This a b i l i t y to idealize reaches i t s high est when the 

ideal of Jus t i ce i t s e l f i s formed: 

La Jus t i ce n ' e s t pas un objet d'idealisation comme un autre; eile 
est l e pivot de tout poesie et de tout a r t , autour duquel les 
autres creat ions de 1'ideal aprparaissent comme des manifestations 
seeondaires, subordonnees ä la Justice, commes des moyens ä leur 
f in . (If.) 

The very idea l of Jus t ice i t se l f , however, cannot be formed in 

vacuo: 

Pour que l a Jus t i ce occupe constamment la premiere place dans notre 
estime, pour g r e l l e soi t toujour*j le c = c e m e n t et la f i ^ 
nos affections in T ^ ^ ^ ^ S S S o ^ S e U e m e n t la regle du 
a remplir: c es t ^ V ^ _ J J _ ^ f £ . m effort assidu de notre 
d r o i t , ce qui ne peut se faire que par un ^ ^ 
in te l l igence f K ^ ^ ^ J ^ de louveaus rapports juridi^ues 
•ouvement social nous öftre san a r b i t r e äepaSSe la nature, i l 
ä determiner,. de . • « t r e s i le 1ibre a r b ^ ^ ^ 
ne l a cree pas , i l ^ . f J J " ^ 1

 Sms une matiere donnee, l a 
fondement d'une r e a l i t e c e r t a ^ ftcante o u s e j e t t e dans la 
l i b e r t e r e s t e vide, mactiye in sign a ^ a s s e l a r a i son des 

proportionnel. (5) 
. « * * KLear u^ to th is point, but there 

The theory of prosres- s e e m s oleST Ujt 

v, of S in the noblem of trends towards decadence. 
s t i l l remins the problem of sin, tue x ^ ^ ______ 

(l) De la J u s t i c e , ™o1. 3 , P» 2 8 ?* 
i2) I b i d . . vol . 3 , P. 285. 
,3) I b id . , vo l . 3 , P« 2„ •*.-„„ *n 

4 Ibid vol . 3 , P - J 8 5 . c l o s e , h e r e , to his P O - ^ n 
5) Ibid. vol . 3 , P. 2 8 6 ' . ^ f ^ " e he denies being either % r e a ^ J e t 

m r k ^ o r i ^ ^ ^ f^aeveLppement pa ra l l e le de l a r e a l i t e 
an i d e a l l s t , rather seeing 

de ViAM. vol. I . P- l b y -
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Just as man's p rog res s depends on h i s freedom from f a t a l i t y , so his 

periodic f a l l s a r e a r e s u l t of h is l i be r t y . "La seule puissance capable 

de faire eehec ä l a J u s t i c e es t l a l i b e r t e . . . " ( l ) . Trouble occurs 

when the r e a l i t y which man attempts to mould in the shape of his ideal 

proves s tubborn. When r e s u l t s do not f n l f i l l h is expeetations, 

D'abord par s u i t e r^v mouvement po l i t ique , economique eta©cia.r , 
et de l ' i n e v i t a b l e imperfection de l a l o i , l a Just ice . . . est 
neeessairement f a u t i v e , et b ientot en re tard; d'ou i l r e su l t e , 
que l ' E t a t , . . . e s t un faux type, un vain simulacre . . . la 
foi d e t r u i t e , au respec t succede donc le mepris . . . a lors , c ' e s t 
f a i t de i ? s o c i e t e : e i l e tourne ä la decadance, et ne peut se 
re lever que par une revolut ion. (2) 

Lack of f a i t h i n J u s t i c e l.eads to lack of fa i th in society, and man's 

ideal becomes s e l f i s h and ego i s t i c , ra ther than human and social . 

"L'idee d 'une pure J u s t i c e . . . r e s t au foni de ^ame comme une i l lus ion 

perdue . . . " ( 3 ) , and i n i t s place men set up the rule of s e l f - in t e re s t . 

Proudhon saw t h e 19th Century as such an era of decadenep, but 

esperer de vo i r la J u s t i c e suiyie » 
eclinse,Pendant l e r e s t e des s i ec l e s . W 

I t i s worth emphasising tha t th i s vision of the reign of Ju s t i ce i s 

*uite d i f f e r e n t from the a ^ c a l y p t i c visions of most s o c i a l i s t s . I t must 

T 4.- ^ v o l v e s legal ized s t rugg les , mul t ip l ica t ion 
be remembered t h a t J u s t i c e mvolves xeg 

•H -̂ir I t wi l l mean tha t " l e t r a v a i l . . . 
of tense r e l a t i o n s h i p s , s t e rn moral i .y . I t wi l l 

J "(*>} but there i s hard 
est . . . g l o r i f i e , V e ^ l de la ver tu . . . ( 5 ) . 

»T K ^ r Pin« "dth love, i s the most s e c r e t , the 
work n e v e r t h e l e s s . " T ^ o u r , <-i-™_ 

I1) I b i d . , v o l . 3 , P« 2TL'an 
\2) I b i d . ! v o l . 3 , P. 289-90. 
.3) I b i d . . v o l . 3 , P« 2"\' 
\4) I b i d . , v o l . 3 , P- 2 9 6 ' ) R c 
(5) LaTiuerre e t l a .Paix, P- ^ ' 

' wi • » I I » I i m II i i > i i • ' " " 
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most sacred, function of man_ "(i\ A^^ * ±. 
9 • • • * ' • 4 M > Jus t i ce ru l ing or not, i t 

must never be fo r^o t t en t h a t i noeo^n t «u «*»,«*« * 
' to b mce^sant changes and movement are necess
ary and inev i t a b l e . 

Ac tua l ly , i n t he e a r l i e r .Philosophie du Propr*^ I¥oudhon was a 

l i t t l e l e s s o p t i m i s t i c about t^e pos s ib l i t i e s of eliminating the 

"eclipses" of j u s t i c e which tend to take place. Rather, he saw s l ike -

lihood t h a t the amplitude of the oscil.lation between jus t and unjust on 

the path towards the i d e a l , the rea l iza t ion of man's capacities in thei r 

f a l l e s t , would decrease ( 2 ) . 

(1) Idee G-enerale« p . 88. 
(2) Phi losophie du Propres , p . 85. 



Did Proudhon develop a. cons i s ten t theory of soc ia l change? The pre-

ceding pages h - e given evidence of a th inker whose mind was never at 

res t , who g lo r ied i n paradoxes, wbo tended to express every idea with 

the same i n c i s i v e v ipour . ^ r no -H-in-ht n-p +>>- -,-r»o~-̂ o4-- -^ 
^ • -„ nu ..iiuriT oT the Imagination could anvone 

reconcile a l l t he c o n t r a d i e H o n . , i n t ended or 9ociflental, in Proudhon's 

thought, ajrä certain"! y r>o *vch a t t ^ . p t w i l l be *w»e h*re. Yet i t i s 

s t i l l pos s ib l e t h a t beneath the confused, choppy snrface of b i s th ink-

ing there i s a moving t i d e with both s t reng th and d i r ec t i on . A. r e -

view of some of the major d i f f ion l t i e s , however, must precede the en-

deavour t o d iscover an underlying consistency. 

Basic to any theory of social, change must be a c l ea r ly defined 

role for human w i l l . Here Proudhon leaves something to be des i red , in 

that there was a no t i ceab l^ t r a n s i t i o n from h i s ear ly ideas in ihe 

Creation de 1 'Ordre , through Contradict ions economiques and the 

Philo so nhie du " ^ o ^ r e s , u n t i l de la J u s t i c e . But th i s i s not s u r p r i s -

ing and cannot be regarded as a ser ious weakness - ra ther the opposi te . 

What i s s i g n i f i c a n t i s tha t the f i n a l pos i t ion i s adequate to the r e s t 

of h i s thought and i r i t s e l f c o n s i s t e n t . Proudhon, with n e g l i g i b l e 

exceptions, does not lapse again i n to t he r e j ec ted idea of organic 

growth, l i t t l e inf luenced by man's i n t e n t i o n s . Although economic and 

p ö l i t i c a l forces wi.ll always have to be taken i n t o account before any 

decision can be r e a l i z e d , they a r e not the determining f a c t o r s , 

Actua l ly i t can s a f e ly be said tha t Proudhon was a t no time an 

economic de t e rmin i s t or any o the r kind of d e t e r m i n i s t . The human f a c t o r 
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is always f a r too impor tan t ; the re i s ü t t l e of the au tonat ic even in 

the ordering of fo rces i n the s t a t t e sense. Human wi l l i s l imited in 

i t s scope by the na tu re of s o c i a l forces and by t h e i r laws of motion, 

but conscious dec i s ion i s never theless necessary a t every s tage . The 

will i s fa r more e f f e c t i v e when i t i s eouipped with a thorough under

standing of na tu re and s o c i e t y , but understanding can never lead to 

quiescence; i t r e s u l t s r a t h e r in be t t e r -d i r ec t ed act ion. In the 

dynamic sense, i t i s man who must reveal the new pat tern which i s 

immanent in s o c i e t y , by forming from i t an ideal towards which he can 

s t r ive . Even t h e abso lu te i d e a l w^ich Proudhon postula tes does not 

transcend man in s o c i e t y , but i s simply a necessary consequence of 

social ex i s t ence . Nor does t h i s annlv only to the l a t e r ideas of 

Proudhon. Even in t h e me^oirs on proper ty -rrnr* which the evidence in 

support of economic deterrainism i s la rge ly cul led , the tenor of the 

book as a whole n e c e s s i t a t e s the inclusion o^ the human, moral fac tor as 

of primary importance. I so l a t ed qn.otations from as forcef^l and 

dramatic a ^rriter a s Proudhon mean even l e s s than usual . 

Por these r e a s o n s , then , i t has been considered j u s t i f i a b l e to 

i so la te human w i l l as the real causal dynamic in the developed Proudhonian 

System of social, ohange and i t w»c perh^ps permlssable to draw the 

analogy wi th »comparative s t a t i c s " in economics when t h i s s i g n i f i c a n t 

variable could not be discerned in some of h i s d iscuss ions of change. 

More se r ious d i f f i c u l t i e s a r i s e , however, when we t r y t o f ind the 

p r e i s e means by which human w i l l i s exer ted . I t i s the content ion of 

t h i s t h e s i s t h a t the i n t e r a c t i o n of independent s o c i a l groups, sources of 
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collective reason and fo r ce , operat i ng in t h e milieu described as 

federälism and mutualism, i s t he V.ey concept in t h i s connLotion. 

But i t must be recogni^ed tha t the soc i a l gro-un i s by no means the 

only agency by which Vmman m i i i s deemed express ib le by Proudhon, 

nor i s t he f ree i n t e r a c t i o n of these groups the only means for i t s 

assertion. Proudhon tend-S to v i t i a t e the concept in three ways. 

F i r s t , by emphasizing o ther s o c i a l agents; secondly, by pos tu la t ing 

patterns other than f r e e , mutual group in te rp lay for the action of 

the w i l l : and t h i r d l v , b^ not infrequent a t tacks on the idea of the 

group or a s soc ia t ion i t s e l f . 

On the f i r s t p o i n t , we h*ve noted the idea o^ the great men or 

the hero as an ageut of change. Proudhon's respect for law »^ for a 

just order led him sometimes to ^^^re men who were instrumental in 

brin<r?m~ t^em about. ^ ur> u n t i l 18^2 he seemed t o tMnk tha t a 

leader might, almo-t v.mntti™1?, cremte the condit ions which were 

reouired for t he emergence of « new soc ia l orHer. At t*e time of 

W i t i n * -f^e T>«WMi^nn demontree rar Je_Cnun_^ i* 2 t , however, the note 

of despera te optimism ra the r than r a t i ona l thought r - e ä ^ i n a t e s qui te 

c l e a r l " This » r > s t he end of the perio* where concentrat ion on the 

nature of the forces o" soc i e ty themselves tender> occaaional ly to aive 

r i s e t o i n c o n s l s t e n c i e * as t o the preoüfe means b y which t h e y - i g h t be 

ordered. C e r t a i n l y F ronden i s no l e s s cons i s t en t than those of His 

c o n t e ^ ^ e s whose st^nds he reversefl. W i e they beg»n with Opposi

tion and soon were r e c o - . i i e d , Proudhon, t y p i c a l l y enough, cbose the 

opposite coin-se. 

The imrortance of elite groups is greater. The mass, as an undiff-
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erentiated whole, b e never regarderi as c rea t ive . And, a t any y.ate, un+i! 

society was d i f f e r e n t l y organiseri, he h e i i - W th*t onlv a few ^ -o -V 

would be ablc t o forrr. t h - in>*i to - r - s u the " idea», wbnch a c h p r , ^ 

society must r e a l i s e . "Rut t ^ i s ^ i t e does not d^ar, n\nr\cr u-n-i lüncr 

mobs, i t r a the r c r y s t a . l l i s e s t h e i r -*spirat-*ons. I t exp la ins , i n s p i r e s , 

leads, but as a p a r t ^-p soc i e ty , not as a se lec t grouu above i t . 

Though perhaps not as ^uch a t vari ance vpth other elem.ents of 

Proudhonian thought as some wr i t^ r s hav^ made them out to he the hero 

and e l i t e i deas cannot be sai d to f i t happi"»^ in to a consistent theory. 

Inevi tablv . fh^-r p^aok of t^e ide*^ of ^u.thoritv« which Proudhon eise— 

where takes such pa ins to destroy. The tn^luence of Christ ian thought 

is here profound. T-T̂ ch of h"1'.? hatred and dr^°d of s t a t e author i ty i s 

derived from. t^e Au~nstinian explanation of> pö l i t i ca l power as a necess

ary r e s u l t of ran's inna te s in fu lness . By b i s re jec t iön of the s t a t e ' s 

r ight t o supreme power, Proudhon denies t h i s explanation of the nature 

of man, ye t t h e idea has been planted so firmly tha t i t crops up again 

in other forma. Free i n t e r a o t i o n may not always he e f f ec t ive , groups 

of men mav not be cam?ble of forming t he i r i dea l - they may have to be 

forced.^r a l eade r or an e l i t e , i n to a s t a t e where they will be f ree and 

crea t ive . Author i ty i s Hrj>*< with s in , and when Proudhon's wnf i .awce 

in mankind i s a t an ebb, then the r o l e of a u t h o r i t y i s * t f lood. This 

basic lack of assuredness i n Provdhon cannot be resolved by an a b s t r a c t . 

balancing of a u t h o r i t y and l i b e r t y , as Proudhon at tempts to do i n 

Du P r i n t e ?eaer». t i f . And indeed, t h i s i s not a p a r t i c u l - l y s a t i s f y -

ing sect ion i n h i s w r i t i n g s . 

The t b i r d d i f f i c u l t y - the a t t a c k s on a s soc i a t i on - has been d e a l t 
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mth more f u l l y in the boöy of t h i s t h e s i s . Proudhon never f i n a l l y 

reached an e f f e c t i v e comr-romise between h i s s t rong netit-bourcreois 

Individual is t and h i s r - l i ^ t i o n of the necess i ty for co l l ec t ive 

action. Both extreme inriivViu=>-!i«m «„ä a üki.no- for the smali communitv 

are t r a d i t i o n a l values of t h e rur-O. Frenchman. In Proudhon, however, 

they were a t war u n t i l t h e end. 

With t h e recogni t ion of these deviat ions from the pa t te rn which 

we have s ingled out for emphasis, some j u s t i f i c a t i o n must be given for 

regav-ding them as of l e s s e r importance. This j u s t i f i c a t i on can only be 

th?t they a r e fa r l e s s compatible with cer ta in other e s sen t i a l elements 

in Proudhonian thought t h a t the idea of groups in tense equilibrium 

which has b**en deemed most s i g n l f i c a r t . Tb"s we must now attempt to 

trace these thread.s of r e a l consistency which run throughout h i s 

wri t ings . 

The f i r s t of these i s the analys is of social forces . The antinomy 

concept was r e t a i n e d from h i s ea r ly works t o the end of b is l i f e . From 

i t developed the idea of mul t ip le equil ibrium. The r e l a t i o n s h i p between 

forces was exparded i n to the idea of c r^a t ive antagonism in La G-uerre e t 

,1a Paix. Any fo rce a c t i n g unchecked r e s u l t s in as much barm as good. 

Each must be balanced by another for the c r ea t ion of order . 

Again, t h e idea t h a t t he c rea t ion of order i n Society i s the 

e s sen t i a l problem continues throughout h i s work. Order involves law, 

which must be c r y s t a l l i z e d consciously from the soc ie ty in which i t i s 

immanent. 

The t r u l y ordered soc ie ty i s t h e j u s t s o c i e t y , and i n the concept 

of J u s t i c e , which begins i t s development with Proudhon's f i r s t w r i t i n g , 
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is summed up a l l tha t i s basic to his social thinking. The capacity for 

justice, the facul ty of j u s t i c e , i s innate in each human being. I t i s 

expressed in society by the balancing of social forces, by the free 

working out under law of an equilibrium posi t ion. The idea of balance 

necessarily impiies equal i ty , but sn equality which i s never ident i ty -

whether of function or remuneration. I t simply me*ns that e^oh ind iv i 

dual and each grouping of individuals i s of equal importance and has the 

same weicht in determinir>g tbe nature of th^ whole. 

If these are the most consistent ei en<=nts in the Proudhonian pat tern , 

i t i s the idea of the .^"tonomoris competing group, as the chief social 

unit, which f i t s best t o them and makes i t possibi e to regard the whole 

as a fa i r ly cohere-nt theory. The isolated indlvid.ua 1 cannot cope with, 

cannot be reonnoiled ef fec t ive l^ wi th , the stron& nressures of social 

forces; his helplessness in the anarchy of l a i ssez- fa i re i s all too 

evident. Similarly, the leader and. the e l i t e are not compatible with 

the equali ty, the law, and the freed.om of Jus t i ce . That th is theory 

involves select ion and rejeet ion from the mass of Proudhonian ideas w i l l 

be readily admitted, but i t does seem arguable that i t foi lows the main 

lines of Proudhon's thinking, Notwith stand ing contradictory indioati ons, 

then, i t see^s nossib^e to say tha t there i s a theory of social change 

in tbe writings of Proudhon. 

Having s ta ted t h i s point , however, i t must again be made clear tha t 

Proudhon did not , in any work, propound such a theory in an integrated, 

rounded form. De la J"°_ti_ce comes closest to such a preci.se statement, 

and, indeed i t rnust tpquestionably be regarded as h i s greates t work. 

http://vid.ua
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Yet i t does much more than out l ine the elements of a theory of socia l 

change. Combined in i t ^ e studies in econömics, po"H t i e s , philosophy 

and sociology, and the whole i s incongruousiy s ta ted in the form of 

an ant i-cler ical pol^™lc. T̂ Tor, as usual , i s i t free from overstatement, 

confusion and, eontradi c t ion . All that can be safelv maintai n̂ =i then. 

is that ynthin the wide-ranging works which ^rere the sources for t h i s 

thesis, the theory of socia l change which has been described i s an 

iurportant and recurrent subject , an^ o^0 which i s not unamenabl e to 

coherent presentat ion. 

In conclusion, the relevance of Proudhon's thought for contemporary 

society deserT^s a ^o^"^ J t w^s stated in the f i r s t chapter tha t a 

stud^ of Proudhon min-ht well shed l igh t on the nroblems of the n e t i t -

bovrcreois, Their nlace in societv ir-' certai.nl v one of his main concerns 

and his nronosals never io-nore thei^ interests« Th° n l u r a l i s t i c society 

of Proudhon replaces c lass d i f fe rent ia t ion with functional or regional 

differentiation. Society w i l l be made up of equals. Within the equal 

and autonomous groups of socie ty , then, the in te res t s of pet i t -bourgeois 

and worker wi l l no longer be separa te . The mldd.l^-class ideal of i ndepen-

dance and recognized s t a tu s can merge effect ively with pro le ta r ian des i re 

for group Integra t ion, ^he gro^p i°- the important u n i t , and s t r a t i f i c a -

tion either within i t , or outside of i t , wi l l be unnecessary and impossible. 

His ideas on Federali sm, which point out quite specif ical^r the 

difficulties which the s i ze and in te rna l Organization of national s t a t e s 

represent, need l i t t i c elaborat ion. The almost insuperable problems involved 

in federating highiy central ized countries are evident enough. In 

^oudhon's day^ the tendency towards large-scale production, and integrated 
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management was only beginning to become d i scemable , Marx may have 

exaggelliea the ooncentration of ownership which would accompany i t , 

but bis predictions were ce r ta in ly much t rue r than Proudhon's. Yet 

that does not mean tha t the problems which Proudhon singled out a re any 

the less important - ra ther the opposite. Contemporary s o c i a l i s t s a r e 

fliÄing more and more t h a t the pressing problems centre around the 

local uni t . Nbbody today needs to be told by Proudhon or anyone 

eise that nat ional izat ion i s noi? the panacea which ear ly enthusias ts 

hoped i t would be. The proudhonian emphasis on the small grouping and 

i t s relat ionship to the" "whole must be the future focus. 

Finally, i t must be adjritted that in a cer ta in sense, Professor 
• -• *. 

Schapiro cannot be gainsaid when he l inks Proudhon with Fascism. There 

is ample evidence of h is 'appeal to any creed which d i r e c t s i t s propa-

ganda to the lower middle c l a s s , as Fascism has done. And, indeed., there 

i s mach of Proudhon i n theoreticai corporatism or in the soc ia l i dea l 

formulated by such conservative ex-Nazis as Hermann Rauschning ( l ) . 

European conservatism has always been linked with regionalism, and 

i t s support of eontmporary federalism i s no deviat ion. For a movement 

which t r i e s t o act as a revolutionärer middle class creed and as a l a s t 

stronghold of conservatism - twin aspects of Fascism - cer tain features 

of Proudhon are bound to be a t t r a c t i v e , but the whole of h i s thought 

certainly cannot be. The Proudhon whc re j ec t s coercion and suppression 

by even a vast majority as a method of dealing with any social force, and 

« M M M M M M « 

( l ) See Herman Pausehning, The Conservative Revolution. G.P. ftrtijam's 
Sons, New York, 1941, especially Chap^er 233* 
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who sees "u^ t i ce as f^r-i^n^-)^.^ -fVov.i t^e fr^e i n t e rn lav o-̂  e^u.al, recT^ro« 

catin^1 "Touns, i s ^ovo ^Tvoortant to ^e^oe ra t l c e o n s t i t u t l o n a l theory 

than t o Fasci sm. 
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Appendix 
• 1 »In» « I M — — — 

Note:- Due to the length of the following two c i t a t ions , and also to 

the fact that much of the i r content i s nniy relevant as the context 

of Professor Schapiro's exerpts , they have been included in th is 

appendlr ra ther than in the body of the thes i s . 

Correspondance. vol. 7, ftetter to F . Boutteville (in n a r t ) , 8 October I852, 
PP. 57, 58, 59. 

§uidez-vous toujours par ce principe generale, helasj trop vrc i , que 

l 'u topie democratique formulee dans son idea l , par Rousseau, est diametrale-

ment contraire a la notion, ä la l o i de progres; q u ' i l est absurde de 

vouloir fa i re marcher une sooi.ete dans les voies de la l i be r t e en prenant 

les esclaves pour chefs , la classe elevee, eduquee, pour Instrument. . . ." 

The masses "dans ce qu 'e l les ont accompli de passable, ont toujours ete 

poussees, s o l l i c i t e e s , ostensiblement ou secretement, par des espr i ts 

d ' e l i t e s formes dans leur sein, . . . • 

"Ce qui f a i t i c i la contradiction et qui determine tous les mouvements 

democrati ques c ' e s t que la democratie indique l 'egial i te , et que les 
< 

classes regnantes, concluant dv passe a l ' aveni r , nient l ' Sga l i t « , et 

comme Aris tote et Fal thus, affirment l a servitude perpetnelle des masses. 

Nous affirmons, au cont ra i re , la poss ib i l i t e de leur education, c ' e s t - a -

flire la n o s s i b i l i t e d'une l i be r t e generale et d'une egal i te devant l e 

t r a v a i l e t le capital comme devant la l o i ; nous ne nous ar^etons que devant 

qe -na^ta^e des prod-nits, qui est le comm^nism*. Pour arr iver ä ce t te 
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l i b e r t e e t Ägal i te gene ra l e s , que j e d e f ' n i s en ce moment, nous v**r\-

mettons point avec Rousseau e t l a Cons t i tu t ion de 93 l 1 i n i t i a t i v e 

d i r ec t e du peuple; nous ornyons q u ' i l s u f f i t , apres avoir pose nettement 

l ' i d e e , de former un p a r t i qui l a r ep re sen t e , e t qu i , par l a d iscuss ion 

se m u l t i p l i a r t e t s ' e l e v a n t au pouvoir-^ termi.ne enfi1^ la s e r i e du 

despotisme et de l a deW>gogie, en organisant l e t rava i l et l ' echange. 

!,"D'apres c e l a , vous devez, dans votre t r a v a i l , en meme temps que vous 

ferez r e s s o r t i r l ' i m p o s s i b i l i t e de l a these democratique, ne pas 

menager l e s gouvernements monarchique$et au t res qu i , de tous te™ps, se 

sont prevalus de l ' i n c a p a c i t e des masses pour asseoi r l eur tyrannie e t 

exercer l e u r s s p o l i a t i o n s . . . " 

Corresnondance, Vc-t. IX. L e t t e r t o M. Buzon ( in na.rt^. 18 September, 1861, 
p . 197. 

Proudhon c i t « s a n ^ b e r of "e r ro r s" i n a vrorV by M.Elias Regnault , 

then contlnu.es: 

MCe «-mHl v a de -eis. c ' e s t nue M.Elias Re>na.ult se plac^nt sur l e ^ome 

t e r r a i n que v r . de Montalembert, sout ien t sa cause par l e s meweci arguments, 

e t , apres avoir abandonne l e pr incipe de n a t i o n a l i t e , comme f u t i l e ; 

apres avoir admis l e p r inc ipe d,Veojjdli.bre_ffu^neer^, ( l* l o i supreme *es 

Forces nar narent^ese) , ne r spende r i en aux i^p,os s^hvH/b^s ^e recons^ i tu -

t ion one j e S igna le , n ' en p e r s l s t e pas moins a demander l e ret^.hlissement 

rle if> p^io^ne, sons p r e t ex t e que la Po'logne n o b i l i a i r e , ca tho l ique , 

a r i s t o e r a t i ^ue, dtvis 'ee en c a s t e s , a nne vi.e apa r t , e t q u ' e l l e a le d r o i t 

$f> viv^o de c e t t e vi.e nua^d meme.1 

"Tonte c e t t e democratie me degoute. T>a raison ne s e r t ^e r i en a^ec c e l l e , 

http://contlnu.es
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n i les pr inoipes , m les fp.i+s. Peu l» i im rorte de se contr«di.re a 

chaque pas . El le a ses dadas, ses t i c s , et ses chic««; e i l e veirt nU 'on 

la Tratte l ä ou la ver^.ne i» fleman£e, mais e i l e n'entend pas qu'on 

la peigne, ni qu'on la d ^ r a s s e ; eH.e ressemble ? co ^U-JX canonise, 

nnn- ron-e tont vivant pas les vers , les remettait to i es plaies 

lo rsou ' i l s s ' ech^ppaient. 

Atta,uer u , p r e > ^ c-e 7 . a f r n o r , « , , o'es* *e la contre - r e v o ^ . o r ! 

Quelles brutes.' 
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