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PREFACE.

Ter original title of thin kook is Sosielrame Collectiviste o
Socialisme Eibdral

Though a cenvineed Socialist myself I confess that M. Naguet's
book struck me 88 & most conclse and valuable cootributicn to
the discussion of the sooial question. I folt that the seiendific tone
m which M. Naquet sttompts the confutation of Collectivism
deserves full consideration at the hapds of English Sopialists and
of nll thoss interested io the topica with which the book treats,
Hence the appearance of this translation, in making which I have
not allowed the commentator to usurp the Functions of the trans-
lator. My chief aim hes been to reproduce the thought of my
author, and pot to add sny merstricious embellishments of my

oW
I cannot conclnde without expressing my very sincere thanks to

Mr. A. Larpent, whoae counsel greatly lightened my task, and who

kindly compared my translation with the original,
WILLIAM HEAFORD,
April, 1891,

i Paria: E. Dentu, editeor, Litealre de In Bocidte dee Gens de Lettrss,
15640,
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COLLECTIVISM AND THE SOCIALISM
OF THE LIBERAL SCHOOL.

INTRODUCTION.

Tas Collestivists, through the instrumentality of their different
writers, foremeat amangst whom Karl Marx deserves to be placed,
on scoount of the vigour, clearness, and precision of his oriticism,
have indulged in a viclemt atfrok upon the existing system of
soefety—en stinck which, degpite the numercus god fundamental
errore with which it abounds, iv nons the less powerful, and is
entitled none the less fo & serions exeminetion,

Their doctrine consists quite naturally of two parta—the cne
critigal, and the other organie, embodying a plan of social re-
orgenisation. Concerning this latter scheme the fathers of
Collectivism— Lassalle, Marr—are sober in their details. Thoy
oonfine themnselves to an impeachment of modern capitalism, and
it ia only through ocoasions]l glimpees that they exhibit to us
their ideas on the future of society. Itis to their commentators—
to Deville, to Schifie—that one muet have recourse in order to
acquaint oneself with the idess of the school as a whola

Both parts—the critivism snd the plan of erganisation—Ilend
themselves equally to & scientific refutation, and necessarily so, for
the two parts hang together, and the cne cannet be false unless
the other ie likewise false. TLet we edd, however, that the scheme
of reconstruction raises by lar the gresatest of all the objections.

One of the points oo which Collectivigt-Sociplism is essentially
wrong, though the fact is ignored by fte devotees—and this, too, in
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ppite of its constant affirmations of materialism—in that it acts
practically as a religion. Thie position, if guite logieal on the part
of the Christian Soolalists, is abeolutely illogieal on the part of the
Collectiviats,

It i clear that if we start from the idea that theve exists an
immenent justice, and if we believe that, by the working of some
aniversal law, averything must finally result in good, it will be
suffivient to demonatrata the exisfence of evil in order to be justi-
fied in concluding that there exists an efficacious remedy.

But when one admits neither immanent justice nor providencs,
nothing ramaing to prove that it is poesible to remedy the imper-
festions one discovers in nature ; nothing ia left to prove that thess
imperfactions are not inbersnt in the very patore of things, and
are not in scoordance with the laws of the universe ; nothiog that
vouchea the sonclosion that it im possible to subetitute, for the
socinl systern the Sovinlista s rightesusly denounce, a eystem
which would bo batteor.

The general law of the universe, withomt doubt, grievomsly
wounda that sentiment of justice which, with the progresa of
eivilisation, has elowly gained possession of the human mind, and
which does pot geem to correspond to auy sctual reality outside
wmankind,

This general law may be summed vp in that precept, as terrible
as it ig fatal,—Eat one avcthor,

Throughout nature, the strong destroy tha weak, the great de
vour the small.

This rule everywhers prevails, even in the miceral kingdom.
Place in a glass receptanls & saturated sclution of any =alt, putting
therein a lurge number of undigeclved cryetels of the same sall,
and taking care that the crystals are of various sizes. Close the
receptacle, expose jb during several years to tho changes of the
goasong, and yuu will disgover that, by a mechanical procesy, the
operation of which enn earily be explained, the large orystals will
Lave bgeome larger, whilat the small ones will have diminished in
volame or entirely disappeared.

A terrible competition is waged in the vegetalle world, one
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plant stamping out ancther, The animals devour the plants, and
devour each other. Man bimeelf, after ages of cannibalism, still
devours the anmimals, and probebly alwaps will devour them
Where, then, can we go to fingd the prinsiple of the right to live?
Asguredly not in natare, sinee it coutains not a trace of such o
principle.

Why does such an arrangement of things exiat mt alll

To kill o sheep in order to oat it viclates the idea we form of
juetice, and overthrows the principls of the right to live—at lesst,
go far g animale are eoncerned. Yet we cannot pive up eating
if we want te live at all, and wo ¢annot suataio life except with
dead bodies  Our life s bound up with the destruction of thou-
sanda of living beings, enimals or plants, and, similarly, thers is
nothmg to show that smong humsy aggregations some of the im-
perieotions which distreas us wre not inevitable.

Man, by this fact alooe that he is’the superior awonp beings,
reises bis mind to conosptions which—uinee thay are nbaclute-—hava
nowhera any cbjeetive reality, and justica might very wall be cne
of these subjective coneeptions. It is quite possible that this idea
may be one of those which tan never step outside the domain of
imagioation iote that of tact. Ne doubt it hae not been demon-
strated to be so, but the conteary idea equally lacks demonatra.
tion, and the fact that we find it corteinly impossible to realise
our ideal in maoy ozess, notably in the question of food, leavea
the stege clear to those who maintain that the same powerlesaness
limits equally our efforta in roany other mattors.

It iz not enough, then, fur the Colleetivists to establish that the
society existing to-day is bad. It would, moresver, be necessary
for them to prove that it is possfble to establish s hetter society
on the ruins of the old, and that this now society would be less
charged with abuses and injustice than that which it would have
superseded. . ;

T they canoot prove that, all their criticisms, for that very
reason, become mere declsmation, and remain a dead letter.

It is inoumbemt, therefore, npon those whoe do not wish to pro-
nounce an inconsiderate opinion, not only to weigh the objections



