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"PRO-GOVERNMENT ANARCHISTS":
"ANARCHISTS HAVE FORGOTTEN THEIR

PRINCIPLES"
By Carl Watner

If history teaches us anything, it is that war, like
no other activity of the State, decimates anarchist move-
ments. Not only does war create a breach in libertarian
ranks (between those who endorse governmental involvement
in war and those who don't), the State inevitably uses
the patriotic fervor stimulated by war to crack down on
dissent during times of military conflict. The purpose
of this essay is to demonstrate the fundamental anti-war
position of anarchism and to shew how the war issue di-
vided and depleted anarchist ranks during World War I.

Althouÿ the title of this paper sounds like a
voluntaryist accusation directed against the "political"
anarchists today, it represents the headlines of two ar-
ticles published by Erríco Malatesta in the London
FREEDOM in 1914 and 1916. Peter Kropotkin, the Russian
exile and one of the leaders of the European anarchist
movement, had taken the position, at the outbreak of
World War I, that the French government should be sup-
ported in its fight against German militarism. His sup-
port of the Allied cause surprised many of his col-
leagues. On the other hand, the vast majority of anar-
chists, both in Europe and the United States, refused to
support any government or any form of war. To them, wars
were caused by States. Since anarchists were opposed to
aíl States; since they looked upon them as criminal and
invasive institutions, it was a relatively straightfor-
ward conclusion for them to be aga,inst war.

KropotkirVs position on World War I was something of
a mystery to his followers, although for him it formed a
consistent pattern of thought. Much of his early think-
ing was clearly anti-war, but it became clouded by his
passionate dislike of Prussia. In his classic anti-war
essay, "La Guerre", written in 1882, he viewed war "as a
means for the enrichment of the state, as the exploiter
of the masses, and as the logical extension of the vio-
lence and greed" of State capitalism. He saw war as a
threat to the workers1 revolution, vhich he hoped would
overthrow the French State. German militarism was de-
signed to crush the revolutionary tradition of France and
was therefore to be opposed. Unfortunately for his anar-
chist philosophy, the only way to oppose the German
threat was to support France, and this he chose to do.

At the turn of the century, Kropotkin had analyzed
the Boer War and the Russo-Japanese War. He had refused
to take sides in either conflict, condemning then as
"senseless slaughter." Wars of imperialism were always
to be condemned, yet here lies the key to his support of
France. In 1905, he had published a letter in LE TEMPS
in Paris, in which he was concerned with the "crucial
distinction between war and revolution, as well as defin-
ing the difference between patriotic and imperialist wars
on the one hand and wars of national defense and libera-
tion on the other." Kropotkin informed his readers that
"if Germany invaded France, he would take a rifle and de-
fend her." The important part of his message was why he
would do this. "He would fight not as a soldier of the
bourgeoisie, but rather as a soldier of the revolution."
A German invasion of France represented a threat to "con-
tinuing the revolution." A defeat of France would be "a
tragedy for civilization" since France was the most "pro-
gressive of any country in its ripeness for the coming
revolution and because of *ìts record of achievements in
past revolutions."

The uproar over this letter in 1905 foreshadowed the
debates that were to follow Kropotkin's pronouncements on
World War I. At least one prominent critic pointed out
that Kropotkin was asking anarchists "to be anti-militar-
ist revolutionaries and revolutionary nationalists at one
and the same time." This was undesirable, even if it
were within the realm of possibility. Anarchists must
accept a hard-line position against war: "if one accepts
war, he must accept all of its consequences, its hier-
archy, its servitude, its statism." The general anar-
chist attitude towards war seemed to favor this position.
At the International Anarchist Congress in Ansterdam in
1907, it was stated that anarchists were "declared
enemies of all armed force in the hands of the state."
Anarchists were to encourage working men to refuse mili-
tary service and to do everything within their power to
destroy military power. "Kropotkin was, therefore,
already in complete disagreement with the anarchist move-
ment at this time on this issue." Many of his opponents
felt he "had gone too far with his Francophilia."

When war broke out in September 1914, Kropotkin soon
repeated his thesis that the "Germans threatened new to
eradicate this Latin civilization which had given birth
to 1789, 1848, and 1871. ... These themes of the in-
trinsic value of French civilization and its revolution-
ary heritage, of the monstrous threat represented by
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EDITORIAL

WHAT'S NEXT IN THE PURSUIT OF LIBERTY?

Ever since the Libertarian Party was founded in 1971,
electoral politics has been the dominant strategy in the
pursuit of liberty· For the last 13 years, this strategy
has been particularly disastrous for the libertarian
movement. This year, the Bergland campaiçp has been re-
latively unsuccessful in gaining attention to the liber-
tarian platform and the vote totals ( i f one considers
that an important measure) even less so. The \*ery nature
of electoral action has fragnented an already factional
movement.

Outside of the electoral context, the movement has
witnessed a weakening, too. The educational boosters of
the movement, those financially capable of supporting or-
ganizations like the Center for Libertarian Studies, the
Institute for Humane Studies, and the Cato Institute,
have either been hard-hit economically or have become
less prone to support these groups. Undoubtedly, the
weak state of the Libertarian Party's finances has helped
drain away funds frcm these educational activities. The
publishing end of the movement has suffered. INQUIRY,
UPDATE, and FRONTLINES no longer exist and other news-
letters or journals only appear sporadically. When The
Voluntaryists were organized in the sumier of 1982,
George Smith made a prediction that hand times were ahead
for all libertarians. Not only was the growth of the
leviathan State continuing, but the movement was so
wracked by internal differences that i t was weakening i t -
self. Time has proved him correct.

In the Dallas Accord of 1974, anarchists were asked
to overlook the differences with minarchists in the
Libertarian Party. This snuffed out all further debate
within the Party over the serious question of whether the
ultimate goal should be just less governnent or "no"
government. These modern-day anarchists found themselves
in an analogous situation to Kropotkin (see the article
on "Pro-Government Anarchists" in this issue), when he
placed himself in the absurd and unfortunate position of
supporting one State over another during the horrible
conflict of World War I . Wherever anarchists have joined

rank with "political" libertarians, there has been l i t t l e
notable success in furthering the idea of "no" govern-
ment.

To the anarchists vino wear the label "libertarian",
The Voluntaryists are the one group that has criticized
electoral activity, and yet placed an emphasis on educa-
tion and activism. In the words of our "Statement of
Purpose", we are dedicated to promoting non-political
strategies to achieve a free society, since we believe
that political methods invariably strengthen governmental
legitimacy. As we have said before, we do not measure
success by vote totals, but rather by how many people
come to view the State as the criminal gang i t really is;
not by how many laws are abolished by libertarian legis-
lators, but by how many people hold the law in contenpt
and refuse to obey State legislation.

Frcm the start, the most well-intentioned
libertarians involved with the Libertarian Party saw i t
as a vehicle for educational activity. Several questions
must be asked, however. Just who was to be educated and
to what ideas were they to be exposed? More than half of
the eligible voters choose not to vote in an average
election. As a political party, the LP had to aim at the
5OÏ who do vote. But this is a difficult task, because
people who already participate in politics generally have
their minds made up, i f not on party affi l iation, at
least on their stands on issues. People who already have
strong political opinions are the least open to persua-
sion.

Even worse, many Libertarian Party "educationists"
have tried to reach out to the 5(Ä of the population
which doesn't vote. What a terrible contradiction for
the anarchists in the Party. Non-voters have either de-
liberately chosen not to vote, or they are apathetic.
Either way they are refusing to support the political
establishment. How can a libertarian justify trying to
make them give up their non-participation? Finally, what
types of ideas has the Libertarian Party been promoting?
By running candidates, as political parties must - i f
they are to be a political party - the Libertarian Party
has been destroying the anarchist message that all polit-
ical power should be abolished.

Before there was a Libertarian Party the conventional
wisdom was to educate people at the top: the leaders,
the opinion-makers, the philosophers; and eventually this
would all "trickle-down" to the rest of the populace.
But even the Libertarian Party has shown that this idea
is wrong. Wherever the LP has had any appreciable suc-
cess i t has been because of a "grass-roots" approach.
The average citizens of this country are not stupid. Far
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from it. In their own ways, millions of them are living
their lives outside the system, away from the State. If
government had never been invented, these people would
naturally be anarchistic and never know the difference.
It is time for all libertarian anarchists to pick up the
gauntlet and persuade these people of the lightness of a
consistent theory of "no" government, rather than consent
to being ailed.

The voluntaryist view is that we libertarians are in
for a very long struggle against the State. There is no
such thing as a quick fix in this arena. The State has
had centuries to mold and brainwash people's minds. All
the conscientious libertarian can do is to offer his or
her truths in an attempt to persuade, convince and inform
that part of the populace which is susceptible to under-
standing our message. Non-violent resistance - whether
one simply ignores the State or speaks out and acts pub-
licly in defiance against the State - plays its role in
this struggle, but it does require the courage of one's
convictions. It also has a tremendous educational im-
pact. People must see injustices occur before they can
decide where they stand on the issues. Institutionalized
coercion allows them to avoid the need to make a decision
whether to continue their support or withdraw their coop-
eration from the State. As Benjamin Tucker once said, if
one fifth of the people were to refuse to pay their taxes
on principle, he doubted if the other four-fifths would
agree to pay for their incarceration.

The voluntaryist has to have a long range vision and
be geared toward improving him or herself as an individ-
ual. Only by changing individuals can we change that
collective known as society. If we could tell the fu-
ture, we could answer the question: What's Next?, but
the truth is none of us really knows. Therefore we have
to do all within our power individually to live by and
practice the truth as we know it. We must be dedicated
to razing the State, but we must also raise new voluntary
associations which allow people to be self-responsible.
We have to cqntribute to the development of constructive
alternatives to State services and attempt to get people
to understand that they do have the capabilities of pro-
viding for themselves without government. Only then can
we be assured of having taken care of the means; realiz-
ing that right means are the only route to our final des-
tination.

New emphasis needs to be placed on non-political
alternatives to promoting voluntaryism and libertarian
ideas in general outside of the electoral context. To
those anarchists who have spent 10 or more years pro-
moting libertarian political activity, we ask: What has
it produced? A fair amount of public exposure to the
word 'libertarian1, but little understanding of what it
means. You should not continue to pour time and money

into a failed strategy. Isn't it time to proudly declare
the illegitimacy of the State and put your resources into
voluntaryism?

Carl Watner and Paul Bilzi

Continued from page 1

German militarism, and of the necessity to combat enemy
activity in battle were repeated the next few months."
FREEDOM, in October 1914, printed a letter by Kropotkin
which supported his "pro-government" position towards
France. He spoke at least one public meeting, v¿iere he
stressed that "no one could afford to be indifferent to
the victor of this war and that the continued progress of
the workers' movement meant supporting the coalition of
England, France, and Russia."

Opposition to his views soon began to be aired and
Kropotkin soon "found himself not only at war with
Germany but with many of his friends and with the major-
ity of the anarchist movement." In an article in the
November 1914 FREEDOM, entitled "Anti-Militarism: Was i t
Properly Understood," Kropotkin maintained most anar-
chists had been "spellbound" by the possibilities of a
general strike among the workers of all nations in pre-
venting war. Since i t was obvious that such a general
strike was not going to occur, he thouçƒit active military
defense was the only possible response to Germany. "A
policy of noninvolvement was in fact aiding the aggres-
sion of the enemy."

I t was under these circumstances that Erríco
Malatesta spoke out on behalf of the anti-war anarchists.
In the same issue of FREEDOM appeard his article,
"Anarchists Have Forgotten Their Principles." Malastesta
related his theory of class struggle between the exploi-
ted and the exploiters and pointed out that anarchists
had "always fought against partiotism" and "were proud of
being internationalists." "If . . . the privileged classes
were to renounce their privileges" then i t would be time
enoucƒi to side with one nation against another. "But i f
kings wish to remain kings, . . . then the . . . Anarchists
should leave them to their own devices, while being them-
selves on the lookout for an opportunity to get rid of
the oppressors inside the country, as well as of those
coming frcm the outside." Malatesta had no more confid-
ence in the French or English States than in Germany.
"An Allied victory would simply mean the domination of
Europe by England and Russia, which was l i t t l e better
than German domination." I t was imperative that Anar-
chists "keep outside every kind of compromise with the
Governments and the governing classes."

Malatesta's criticism of Kropotkin continued in the
next issue of FREEDOM, where he claimed that "Kropotkin's
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