
Socialism means the Abolition 

of Family Life. 
——— 

Tue socialist idea of a commonwealth founded on the principle of 

an impossible “brotherhood” has taken hold of a lot of well- 

meaning and pious folk. Certain priests noted for ultra-senti- 

mentality, and a number of sectarian preachers, have for some 

years past been endeavouring to distinguish themselves by posing 

as the apostles of a something they label “Christian Socialism.” 

These good people have not the shadow of a notion as to what 

socialism in its various aspects really means. It is, therefore, 

with a view to educating them on the subject that we venture to 

offer a few remarks which will touch them on a soft spot—viz., 

their love of family and hearth and home. 

What, for instance, would Christmas be like under socialism ? 

Would it still be a season of festivity, joy, and mirth; a time of 

meeting and loving intercourse for parents and children, relatives, 

and dear friends; an occasion for the exercise of that spirit of 

charity which makes happy him that gives and him that receives ; 

a period in the year when the cares of life are forgotten, the bustle 

of the world suspended, and the noise and clash of civilised 

existence hushed? No; and for the simple reason that under 

socialism—socialism as taught by the advocates of Social 

Democracy—there would be neither parents nor children, relatives 

nor friends, in the sense we to-day understand these relationships. 

The union of men and women would be an affair of the State, not 

of mutual regard ; the children of such a nation would be held to 

be the children, not of the man and woman, but of the State ; 

the family would not exist—it and the married state are rightly 

regarded by all true socialists as capitalist institutions, to tolerate 

which would make Social Democracy impossible. The family, the 

individual home, are the units of the present social system, and 

would have to be broken up before the socialist régime could be 

established. According to the leading writers on socialism, every 

adult would have to take part in the industrial work of the State ; 

therefore, to allow a woman to devote herself to her children would 

be against the rules ; the children would be taken from her a few 

weeks after birth in a State hospital, and put into the herding pens 

provided by the State for the purpose, and she would have to 

return to her labour in the State workshop. The children would 

be taught to regard the State as their parent, and themselves as 
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children of the State. There would be no such place as home 

under socialism. Everyone would live in the State barracks. 
There would be no breakfasts, dinners, or teas with one’s family 

at one’s own table, as, in the first place, meals in private would 

not be permitted, as it would be against the socialist idea of 

equality. Everyone would have to take his or her meals at the 

common State table, and eat whatever the officials thought proper 

to provide. In other words, everybody, when hungry, would be 
reduced to the necessity of repairing to the common swine-trough 

and eating the hogwash the State had placed therein. No roast 
beef, turkey, and plum pudding, no smiling faces of children and 
friends around the table on Christmas Day. Indeed, there would 
not be any Christmas Day under socialism. Such a Pagan, 

capitalist institution as Christmas Day would be struck out of the 
calendar. Every day would be alike under socialism—a day of 
labour “for the benefit of the whole community.” In a word, 
under socialism the State would be made to stand for everything 

to everybody ; the names of father and mother and children would 

have no signification, free fornication and the foundling hospital 
taking the place of the present married state with its private 

burroundings. The family and the home would be abolished ; 
society would be converted into one gigantic workhouse; and “all 
for each and each for all” would be the rule which the State would 
rigidly enforce. 

In proof of what is stated above, we will quote from the 
writings of leading socialists. First, that brilliant star in the 
socialist firmament, the late Mr. Oscar Wilde. Writing on “The 
Soul of Man Under Socialism” in the Fortnightly Review of 
February, 1891, he said :— 

Socialism, Communism, or whatever one chooses to call it, by 
converting private property into public wealth, and substituting 
co-operation for competition, will restore society to its proper con- 
dition of a thoroughly healthy organism, and ensure the material 
well-being of each member of the community. It will, in fact, give 
life its proper basis and its proper environment....... Socialism 
annihilates family life, for instance. With the abolition of private 
property marriage in its present form must disappear. This is part 
of the programme. 

Quite true. The great pioneer of socialism in England—Robert 
Owen—held that in the “New Moral World the irrational names 
of husband and wife, parent and child, will be heard no more...... 
all connection will be the result of affection...... [woman] in her 
parturition will be comforted and caressed by the whole community. 
The child, which would undoubtedly be the property of the whole 
community,” etc., etc. All this is part of the creed of socialism 
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to-day. Mr. William Morris and Mr. Belfort Bax, in their joint 
production, ‘Socialism: Its Growth and Outcome,” say (p. 9) :— 

Even now it is necessary that a certain code of morality should be 
supposed to exist, and to have some relation to that religion which, 
being the creation of another age, has now become a sham. With 
this sham, moreover, its accompanying morality is also stuprd...... 
and this is clung to with a determination, or even ferocity, natural 
enough, since its aim is the perpetuation of individual property in 
wealth, in workman, in wife, in child. 

On page 199 of the same book we read :— 

The present marriage system is based upon the general supposition 
of the economic dependence of the woman on the man, and the con- 
sequent necessity for his making provision for her, which she can 
legally enforce. This basis would disappear with the advent of social 
economic freedom, and no binding contract would be necessary 
between the parties as regards livelihood ; while property in children 
would cease to exist, and every infant that came into the world would 
be born in full citizenship, etc. Thus a new development of the 
family (sic) would take place...... an association terminable at the 
needs of either party. 

Now, we put it to any candid reader of these two precious 
extracts whether they do not conclusively prove our assertion that 
what we call family life would not be tolerated in a socialistic state ; 
that what we know as marriage could and would no longer subsist ; 
that the relation as between parents and children would cease to 
exist as soon as children were born; and that, finally, “the 
associated form of government” would pay a bounty on wholesale 
concubinage or promiscuous intercourse ? 

Professor Schaffle, one of the ablest and most sympathetic 
writers who has ever discussed the socialist’s pernicious and vain- 
glorious system, on pages 146 to 155 of his “ Impossibility of 
Social Democracy” says: “The ‘reform’ of the family in the 
direction of ‘free love’ and ‘equal’ State education [as proposed 
by socialists] has a significance, not only for the preservation and 
renewal of population, but also, and this is in a higher degree than 
almost any other question, for the personal happiness of individuals. 
TGN What would be the result upon the happiness of the people if 
there were no longer any binding marriage union, if marriage were 
to become a contract which could at any time be entered into or 
dissolved, and that was not in any sense binding? The great 
majority of the weaker sex would lose the assurance of the support 
of the stronger; and the adjustment of the inequality of wage- 
earning power between the sexes, which to-day is accomplished 
by the stable marriage union, would be lost without the woman’s 
being able to gain any more through her emancipation than she 
really possesses to-day through the man, or can earn by her own 
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capacity. An immense proportion of the happiness engendered by 
the love of husband and wife, parent and child, would be destroyed, 
and the true and purely human nobility of the office of propagation 
be lost ; or, at the very least, all this happiness would be constantly 
threatened, and never in any degree secure The new Hetezrism 
of free love reduces man to a refined animal, society to a refined 
herd, a superior race of dogs and apes, even though all would 
become productive labourers, and spend a few hours daily in 
manual labour [Under socialism] the children, almost from 
their birth and cradle, would be the children of the nation, not 
of the family It would destroy the love of parents for their 
children, and of children for their parents A really consistent 
Communism would not admit free love according to individual 
choice, but rather love by turns, regulated on a basis of equality, 
the actual supply of women for all men desiring them, and, vice 
versa, a universal sex-communism, the Hetzrism no longer of the 
horde, but of the organised Social State.” 

Such, reader, is the distant goal, such the New Jerusalem 
towards which the socialist invites your toil, solicits your abne- 
gation of civilised conditions, and tempts you to peril honour in 
manhood and chastity in woman. Are these possessions that you 
cherish so lightly as to gamble them away ? 

We hope the good and pious folk who have allowed themselves 
to believe that socialism means social salvation, and who enjoy 
the blessings of family and civilised life, will ponder these things. 
To them socialism, correctly understood, means the negation of 
every joy, every hope, every comfort, which they at present know 
and possess. Let them, therefore, shun the hateful thing as they 
would the plague. 
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