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The purpose “of thiy article is to show
that Kropotkin's conception of man's troe
relationship with his fellows was the direet
antithesis of that of Nistesche and that
whereas Nietzsche's conception was an in-
tuitive one Kropotkin's was the product of
mény vears of practical study and research
That Kropotkin's arrived at his conclusion
from 8 considurmtion of & multitude of in
ru'nhmt.lhla facta is therefere ineomvertible,

Po my mind a piguaney and a greater
value is added o Kropolkin's dinmetreien)
divergenee from Nistzsche on root ethies to
note the great similarity of their ideas on

militant rationalists in malters religious;
both regarded Christianity as g deoadent in.
fluence.

Both regarded the lessons of our paat
svululion as the guide Lo our [uture pro-
greas; and lboth based their maror conelu
rian on the same poiol of digsgrecmeant with
Darwiniem, as then underslood. T have al-
ready guoted Niggscha's werds on bhe
strigzle for existenco as the aontral faecl and
dvnamie fores of evolution, which he flatly
dened.

Lat ma now ouote the ofening remarka of
'I"flr;'l:.:ml.il.n in hin inlreduction (o "Mutua
A —

“Two mspects of animal life impressed
e miosk during the jourpeys which 1 made
im my youth in Esstern Siberia and Nerth-
eriy Manchuria. One of thep was the es-
treme soverity of the strugele for ssistence
which mosl spocies of animalsy have to garry
on wganst an incement Natore; tha enor-
mouw destruclion of life which pericdically
results from natural agencies, and the conse-
quant paucity of life over the vast territory
which fell under my ohservation. k

“And (he oltber was, that sven in ihose
few mpols where animal Jifn tesmed ia
abundance, I falled to find—alihough 1 was
ragerly looking for it-—that bitter struggle
for the means of exislonca among animals
helonging lo the same species, which was
eongiderd by moe Darwinicls (though not
alway; by Darwin himse!f) ns the dominant
characlerisiic of siruggls for life, and the
wam factor of evolutiom."

He procesds (o deseribe the terrible smow
sborms. the glased [rosts, aad the lorrontial
Mood, which eharueterise these indoment
regioms, causing enormous  destruciion  to
animal  neect, ang bird life. From
facts he early realised the transcendant im-
poriunce of “patural checky (o overpopula-
Yirm," compared with Lhe stroggle for suh-
pilones bhotworn individual mombirs of the
~ane specics,  “Paucity of life, nnder-popu-
Tatfon—nnot  oyerspronlation -being the dis-
tiatiwe feature of thal immense parl of Lhe
glela  which  we name Northern Asin, 1
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conceived since ‘then serious doubts—which
subsequent study has only coufirmoed ey to
the reslity of that fearful slruggle for food
and life within sach species, which was ap
article of fmith with most Darwinisis, snd,
consequently,. a8 to the dominant part
which this sori of competition was sup
to play in the evolution of new apocwes,”
He saw, too, that where through the harsh-
ness of Nature, thers was o struggle for
food amongst wild ruminants—semi-wild
cattle and horees, and other species—that
portion of 1be ies which survived the
ordeal wers so debilitated in vigour and
health that "“ng progressive svolulion of the
species can be based upon wuch periods of
keen competition” But where as on the
lakes he saw, he saw sfores of species and |
myriads of individuals congregate to fear
their progeny; in the colonies of rodents;
in great migrations of birds; in fact,
through al| animated naturs “[ saw mutus)
aid and mutua! support eatried on to am
exlent which made me suspact in it B
feature of the preatest importasce for Lhe
mamténance of lifs, tha preservation of
each species, and its Further evolution.”
Later, whan he began to study the rela-
Lions of Darwinism and Bociology he found
it everywhere nccepled thai the struggle
between man snd man, wnimal and ank-
mal, was n law of Nature. “This view,
bowever, I eould not sceept, becauss 1 was
ed that to admit a pitiless inner
war for life within each epecies, and (o
sea in that war a eondition of progress,
waa Lo admit somethlng which not only
has not yet besn proved, but also lacked
confirmation from direct obwervation.” He
was thus indueed (o devols many years to a
desp study of the animal hinsdun, of E:"
historic and wavape man, and of the his-
of human aggregales, and to s~ |
cumulate the vasi evidence he lays belors |
us in his book which has earned bhim the
lasting gratitvde of mankind.

"He fully er%orses the opinion of Weit-
gache that the struggle for existence i
exceplionel—nol offers no

netal, ang
adequate t:phn!tﬂ of the story of evol-
ution. But where he and Nelimsche part
company, is when, after repudiat the
struggle for existence theory, they ante
their res ive alternativea, 1 have al-
ready outlined Neilmche's Will to Power,
somewhat vaguely I fear bul perhaps nob |
more vaguely than he Iimulf-upuundadl
it. But it will be admiiied even by Hlla|
lowers of Neiigeche he sssumed as the
dominant fack in evalution pr the |
diﬁmt antithenis of the pﬂ:fph g’ mntut!
mi.
By that term Kropotkin intends nm-'
thing distinel from Altrusin, Bympathy or

Lave,
He says; "It in mot love 1o my neigh-
hnur—wgum I often do Thot imrli ‘1“_

which inducea me lo seiza u pail of water
and rush towards his houss when I see it
on fire; i is n far wider, even more
va feeling or instinet of human molid-

arity and sociability which moves me”
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arity and sociabilify which moves me "

T{ia instinetive cobsciousness of the
bomogeneity of the race. the oneness ?f the
specios, which is the dominant Feckor iy life
and progress. Ty is the unconscious recog-
nition thal the individusl happiness
pends on the general happiness, and of the
equal rights of all others.  Upon this deep-
mtn‘;i f-:irmni.qn clihnhhighr Tﬂhl.ll qualities
ars deaveloped, and the trus r progreas
which is their product.

It ia im ble here Lo folbw K
kin in his fescinating study of mutusl eid
in tha subhuman species, our sav-

angbstors, and =Bvage oon poTariea. |
.?.ih 8 silver thread steadily strengthen- |
ing and widening its circumference if first
uniles man inko iribes, Lhen, 1% eom-
miunities, mediseval frea cibics, llil:'54
into national aggregations, with still grand-
er potenifalitios of fulure expansion, *Till
man (0 man ths world o'er shall brothars
be, and &' thas"

And fhe lion, or master morality, which
Neilgsche trumpets forth as Nature's fiat,
in disnbey which is to deeay, @ the very
ezoistic principle which from the very be-
ginninga of life, even 1o the diabolieal cnr-
nnge of this world-war, has destroyved in-
numerable speeics and mads this sarth the
tomb of dead empires, |

Cartainly it in abundantly proved hrl
Hropoikin'u research that amongst hirds,
nnimnals apd insects, thoss species which |
have the highes! duvelopment of the sou)-|
able nualitien, mnd the lowesy of egoism
have iuvariably surpassed all others lt|
wha becavise man was “par sxcellsnce” ihe
ﬂaguinm animal with infinitely greater
sogial instinets than any other that
ha became the lord and ruler of them sll,
with dominion o'er land and gea.

For confirmation of thess bold statementa
I must refer readera to the storshovss of
know gathered for us by Kropotkin.
When have assimilated that they
will .Lm wii-hh me that Ndhn:u: moral
concapls are the auintessencs o
scy, and he himself, though unconsclously
was Lhe greatest enemy of man.

That some dav man will become super-
man every evolutioniak may devoutly hone
and belicve, but it will not be by the
ngency of tyranny and slavery, but by (he
progressive eradication of injustice and op-
pression, and (he eonsummnation of social
equity,

"Many a million ages have gons #o the
making of man. Fla new is the firal, but
it he the lnat? Ta ha pot too base?"




