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Whrn Proudhon wrote against communism he meant by the latter an alttllnri- 
tativr furrn ol eat lv S w i a l i m  which would have inlposed ~lpotl  dl the duty o f  
supplying each according t o  the mere needs of food, clotlline, e tc  hut whicll 
~~everthelew w ~ g h t  to impose upon the duty of working t~ the rlt~ilnst r,f 
their capacity 50 as there are any nertls 1 0  I)e cupplietl 

Fllwtly a f t e rwwd~  tlw Niliilistr, perceiving that thete early ('on>n~anlct. 
had rilwlr certail~ advances in svcial rcienrr threw arnonpqt thefir the propa- 
ganda nf rrn(j~lricit~g authorttv. which new departure was &$tined. il l  11s 
n~od l f t r a t iw  of tllclr pre-existing ideas, t o  lead to  the goal of pure Anarchy. 
and set the t r w  s w t  thus constituted. knnwn from these obuio~l. develop- 
nlental reacme as the rnmrnl~n~sks-Anarchism.  or Anarchic Comlnuniats, 
and 111 k11~lish .peaking count r~er  as the Cornnllmist AnarCllitts, in tlie nlain 
Body ( ) l  the Nihillstlc vanplard. the position whicli i t  holds in advance of tile 
world todav 

We say thus: What is i t  that every Inan wishes for, except as inflllenced 
by tlw prpsent ryrtrrli to  wVh for s m ~ e t h i n g  else as the nlere road tn it? I t  

is the s;ltisfactiw of all his nrcntal and physical n e e d  needs of  con- 
sltt~lpliilrl ~wt-ds of use without cnnsutnption, needs of' production in order 
to  cl)nsllrlre r)r ro enjoy without consutrlitrg that which he has prod,tced 
needs of' production nf  sul~stantial things, or of ideas. f~,r  the production's 
sake in a word the satisfaction of Iris needs. 

Maltlillsians thrt they are who pretend that if each receives. acclrrrling to 
his need. l l i r a  will he slavery and niisery! It is the very .stificatiot1 of 
cxplflitatii:~l. Prow 11) inankind that wlierr there is no more tt1onf~pnly all will 
he short n l  what lhey need if each strives t o  have according to  his needs and 
sooner tllr11 wff'er for ever the great rna~oritv will cry - "1-et 11s run the risk 
o f  erploitafinn and take its chances;it is hetter tbnt even one sllnl~ld 1.e 
happy and the rest :I trifle more tniseral,le, then !hat all should l v  wrrtctred 
togetl~el! " 

i l  ir not W' It ic a lihel upon the Llniverse a litre1 ilpon aurwlves 
qilice Ibrle 11s i5 ! I l l l~er~e  it1 one particular manifestation. There is 
cllough for all and to snare. What t hm?  - . . - . . . 

"Oh!" llley say. "lwt if' each receives according t(1 his needs some will 
not receive rrrri i s  r n ~ t c l ~  as the least they need," or if they dn  riot sav i t  i l l  

express wortla, tlwv t T w w  sn near to the mark that explarlation is s u p e ~ f l ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ,  
Pfrci.rly i l  O I I  Yrant that when each is as he pleasrs sotne will 1.e as the,, 

do not please; and that if enc-h received according to his works some will 
receive less than their works. Till then, permit me to  relegate the arguement 
to  the inhahitarlts nf the Yarra Rrrld. 

Then they will add ,  "Rut l w k  here; i f  a man can produce more than he 
needS and another will nof protlr~ce what he needs. both get according to  
their needs, l ~ t  nne i s  compelled ~c t  I,e R slave. while the second i s  privileged 
t o  remain idle. 

Paltry subterfuge! Ooes not t h ~ t  lirct wan need rest, need liberty to 
devote his energies to the r:reation of new needs that Ile rnav supply tllern? If 
he has according to tl~ese needs. then the second man must look to his own 
needs for hiniself. 

Then the not over acute may ask, "Why not say, 'To each according t o  
his works'?" 

Because that principle is a lie. Unless, indeed my works are only directed 
to the supply of' what I ueed to consunle, and t o  no  other need whatever -- 

that is, unless I have rio other needs 11ut those whicll can only he satisfied by 
the destruction of the rneans of satisfLing them. 

I Ilave an idea a Iwrrling t l l o~~gh t  which ~ i v e s  me n o  rest until I have 

given i t  physical ernhodilnent. I need to invent, t o  endow my invention with 
tan~ib le  form. When I have done. I have n o  use - no need for the machine 

itself. It will serve no  purpose of m y  own. What then? You come along. The 
sight of the invention inspires you with a sense of your need to  use it. Having 
ascertained that in doing so  you are not infringing upon my needs, you are at  
liberty t o  d o  so. But hold! The 'individualist' declares that you must pay me 
for my labor in inventing or at least in constructing the tool. For what? If 
you had never been born would I have construckd i t  any the less? Have I 
not paid myself in the very fact o f a  fully accomplished fact. if payment there 
needs be? T o  be sure you now do  need i t ,  hut i f  I make that the pretext for 
extorting fton; you a second 'payment' am I not taking a profit, am I not a 
tyrant. a capitalist. a slave-driver I,y the fetishism of property? Rather let us  
both use it if we need to .  or you alone if I need it not. That alone is equity, 
that alone is Anarchy. The 'individualist' is no Anarchist but a Theocrat, a 
devotee and a priest of the altar of mammon. a charlatan conjuring from his 
dupes with the mystic fortllula of' "mine and thine". payment for the 
allnighty consideration of having blessed them by living up  to  the top of his 
hent - -  and that is the very sun1 arid acme of his morality. 

Even much as I Inay need what you produce, i f  I can compel you t o  that 
production by otherwise withholding from you that which I do not need 
a~ltl yoit do,  I at11 a slave-dealer and a villain. It is the policy of the despot, 
the usurer, the taskmaster, and it is never the policy of the Anarchist. Less 
oppressive it nlipht be were the land set free, and the other pvrtions of  the 
profit system aholislled. hut the Colrln1unist-Anarchist knows of NO conlpro- 
rliise with liberty, and against the 'Individualist' robber, as well as against the 
('apitalist king. he  will battle if needs be t o  the death. 


