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Always and among all nations the same thing has occurred. 
Among people occupied with the necessary work natural to all 
men, of providing food for themselves and their families, by the 
chase (hunting animals), or as herdsmen (nomads), or by agriculture, there appeared men of their own or another nation, who forcibly seized the fruit of the workers' toil - first robbing, then enslaving them, and exacting from them either labour or tribute, This used to happen in old times, and still happens in Africa and Asia. And always and everywhere the workers (occupied with 
their accustomed, unavoidably necessary, and unremitting task (their struggle with nature to feed themselves and rear their children) though by far more numerous and always more moral than their conquerors, submitted to them and fulfilled their demands.


They submitted because it is natural to all men (and especially 
to those engaged in a serious struggle with nature to support 
themselves and their families) to dislike strife with other men; and feeling this aversion, they preferred to endure the consequences 
of the violence put upon them, rather than to give up their 
necessary, customary, and beloved labour.


There were, certainly, none of those contracts whereby Hugo Grotius and Rousseau explain the relations between the subdued and their subduers. Neither was there, nor could there be, any agreement as to the best way of arranging social life, such as Herbert Spencer imagines in his " Principles of Sociology "; but it happened in the most natural way, that when one set of men did violence to another set, the latter preferred to endure not merely many hardships, but often even great distress, rather than face the cares and efforts necessary to withstand their oppressors; more especially as the conquerors took on themselves the duty of 
protecting the conquered people against internal and external disturbers of the peace. And so the majority of men, occupied with 
the business necessary to all men and to all animals (that of 
feeding themselves and their families) not only endured the 
unavoidable inconveniences and hardships, and even the cruelty, of 
their oppressors, without fighting, but submitted to them and 
accepted it as a duty to fulfil all their demands.


When speaking about the formation of primitive communities 
the fact is always forgotten, that not only the most numerous and 
most needed, but also the most moral, members of society were 
always those who by their labour keep all the rest alive; and that 
to such people it is always more natural to submit to violence and 
to bear all the hardships it involves, than to give up the 
necessaiy work of supporting themselves and their families In 
order to fight against oppression. It is so now, when we see the 
people of Burmah, the Fellahs of Egypt, and the Boers, surrender- 
ing to the English, and the Bedouins to the French; and in olden 
times it was even more so.


Latterly, in the curious and widely diffused teaching called the 
Science of Sociology, it has been asserted that the relations 
between the members of human society have been, and are, dependent on economic conditions, But to assert this is merely to substitute for the clear and evident cause of a phenomenon one of 
its effects. The cause of this or that economic condition always 
was (and could not but be) the oppression of some men by others. 
Economic conditions are a result of violence, and cannot therefore 
be the cause of human relations. Evil men — the Cains — who 
loved idleness and were covetous, always attacked good men — the 
Abels — the tillers of the soil, and by killing them or threatening 
to kill them, profited by their toil. The good, gentle, and 
industrious people, instead of fighting their oppressors, considered 
it best to submit: partly because they did not wish to fight, and 
partly because they could not do so without interrupting their 
work of feeding themselves and their neighbours. On this 
oppression of the good by the evil, and not on any economic 
conditions, all existing human societies have been, and still are, 
based and built.
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From the most ancient times, and among all the nations of the 
earth, the relations of the rulers to the ruled have been based on 
violence. But this relation, like everything else in the world, was 
and is continually changing. It changes from two causes. First 
because the more secure their power becomes and the longer it 
lasts, the more do those in power (the leisured classes who have 
power) grow depraved, unreasonable and cruel, and the more 
injurious to their subjects do their demands become. Secondly, 
because as those in power grow more depraved, their subjects see 
more and more clearly the harm and folly of submitting to such 
depraved power.


And those in power always become depraved: firstly, because 
such people, immoral by nature, and preferring idleness and 
violence to work, having grasped power and used it to satisfy 
their lusts and passions, give themselves up more and more to 
these passions and vices; and secondly, because lusts and passions, which in the case of ordinary men cannot be gratified without 
meeting with obstacles, not only do not meet such obstacles and 
do not arouse any condemnation in the case of those who rule, 
but on the contrary are applauded by all who surround them. 
The latter generally benefit by the madness of their masters; and 
besides, it pleases them to imagine that the virtues and 
wisdom to which alone 'it is natural for reasonable men to submit 
are to be found in the men to whom they submit; and therefore, 
the vices of those in power are lauded as if they were virtues, and 
grow to terrible proportions.


Consequently the folly and vice of the crowned and uncrowned 
rulers of the nations have reached such appalling dimensions as 
were reached by the Neros, Charleses, Henrys, Louis, Johns, 
Peters, Catherines, and Marats.


Nor is this all. If the rulers were satisfied with their personal 
debauchery and vices they would not do so much harm; but idle, 
satiated, and depraved men, such as rulers were and are, must have 
something to live for — must have some aims and try to attain them. 
And such men can have no aim except to get more and more 
fame. All other passions soon reach the limits of satiety. Only 
ambition has no limits, and therefore almost all potentates always 
strove and strive after fame, especially military fame, the only 
kind attainable by depraved men unacquainted with, and incapable 
of, real work. For the wars devised by the potentates, money, 
armies and, above all, the slaughter of men, are necessary; and in 
consequence of this the condition of the ruled becomes harder and 
harder, and at last the oppression reaches a point at which the 
ruled can no longer continue to submit to the ruling power, but 
must try to alter their relation towards it.
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Such is one reason of alteration in the relations between the 
rulers and the ruled. Another still more important reason of this change is that the ruled — believing in the rights of the power 
above them and accustomed to submit to it — as knowledge spreads 
and their moral consciousness becomes enlightened, begin to see 
and feel not only the ever increasing material harmfulness of this 
rule, but also that to submit to such power is becoming immoral.


It was possible five hundred or a thousand years ago for people, 
in obedience to their rulers, to slaughter whole nations for the sake 
of conquest, or for dynastic or religio-fantastic aims to behead, 
torture, quarter, encage, destroy and enslave whole nations. But 
in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, subjugated people, en- 
lightened by Christianity or by the humanitarian teachings which 
have grown up out of it, can no longer without pangs of conscience 
submit to the powers which demand that they should participate in 
the slaughter of men defending their freedom (as was done in 
the Chinese, Boer, and Philippine wars) and can no longer with 
quiet consciences, as formerly, know themselves to be participators 
in the deeds of violence and the executions which are being 
committed by the Governments of their countries.


So that force-using power destroys itself in two ways.


It destroys itself through the ever-growing depravity of those in 
authority, and the consequent continually-increasing burden borne 
by the ruled; and through its ever-increasing deviation from the 
ever developing moral perception of the ruled. Therefore, where 
force-using power exists, a moment must inevitably come when 
the relation of the people towards that power must change. This 
moment may come sooner or later according to the degree and the 
rapidity of the corruption of the rulers, to the amount of their 
cunning, to the quieter or more restless temperament of the people, 
and even from their geographical position helping or hindering the 
intercourse of the people among themselves; but sooner or later 
that moment must inevitably come to all nations.


To the Western nations, which arose on the ruins of the Roman 
Empire, that moment came long ago. The struggle of people 
against Government began even in Rome; continued in all the 
States that succeeded Rome, and still goes on. To the Eastern nations: Turkey, Persia, India, China, that moment has not yet arrived. For the Russian people, it has now come.


The Russian people are to-day confronted by the dreadful choice 
of either, like the Eastern nations, continuing to submit to their 
unreasonable and depraved Government in spite of all the misery 
it has inflicted upon them; or, as all the Western nations have done, 
realising the evil of the existing Government, upsetting it by 
force, and establishing a new one.


Such a choice seems quite natural to the non-labouring classes 
of Russia, who are in touch with the upper and prosperous classes 
of the Western nations and consider the military might, the 
industrial, commercial and technical improvements, and that 
external glitter to which the Western nations have attained under 
their altered Governments, to be a great good.
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The majority of the Russian non-labouring classes are quite 
convinced that the Russian people at this crisis can do nothing 
better than follow the path the Western nations have trodden and 
are still treading: that is to say, fight the power, limit it, and 
place it more and more in the hands of the whole people.
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