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* For alweays in thive eyes, O Liberty !
Shines that high light whereby the world is sared ;
And thowyh thou slay us, we will trust in thee.”
Josx Hav,

On Picket Duty.

Handsomely bound copies of Volume III. of Lil-
erty are now ready for delivery, and will be sent post-
paid on receipt of two dollars.

Charles T. Fowler has issued unother number of his
admirable “Sun.” The subject discussed is “ Coiipera-
tive Homes,” involving incidental treatment of the
questions of marriage, maternity, etc. A portrait of
Louise Michel is inserted as a frontispiece. I supply
this pamphlet, post-pmd to any address, for six cents
a copy; two copies, ten cents.

T have a few ahghtly damaged copies of “ What’s To
Be Done?” the prices of which I have fixed at 75, 60,
30, snd 40 cents. Those at 40 cents have paper covers,
the others cloth. The damage is confined entirely to
the covers, and i3 not of a nature to render the books
lcss serviceable. This is a rare chance for those who
cunnot afford to buy the perfect book at one dollar.

The New York boycotters are free again, Governor
Hili having commuted their sentences to one hundred
days’ impri t. The d t in which the gov-
ernor gives his reasons for this course is curious and
significant. Among the mitigating circumstances it
cites the fact that ithe prisoners were “neither Social-
ists nor Anarciists, but respectable and industiious
workingmen.” This is equivalent to saying that all
Anarchists and Socialists are contemptible loafers, and,
if any of them are so unfurtunate as to get into puson,
they will rot there before Governor Hill will inquire
whethir they are innocent or guilty.

In this rumber I begin the serial publication of one
of the earliest and best of Anarchistic works, Stephen
Pearl Andrews’s “Science of Society.” Josiah Warren
pronounced it the best expocition of his ideas that had
ever been made and pobably the best that ever would
be made. When it first appeared in 1851, its seeds
fell on stony ground and only here and there took
root; but since then the soil has been cleared of many
obstructions, and T expect the harvest from its reap-
pearance to be far more abundant than the original
crop. Whoever masters this work will get the key to

_ human progress, past, present, and future.

Dyer D. Lum has gone to Chicage to try to re-

- vive the “Alarm.” T print elsewhere his appeal for
- sapport.

Lum’s “ Alarm” will doubtless be a vast im-
provement on Parsons’s “Alarm.” If it proves a vigor-

and fearless champion of the principles which its
editor really believes in, it will do grand work. Bat if

it wastes time in trying to reccncile the irreconcilable,
it outlook will be a dubious one. I think that we An-

archists will give your expenment a fair trial, Comnuie

human lives. Such is the object of Dr. Aveling's
State Socialism,—the obliteration of the individual
life. Property in human lives ought to be as “private
as possible; each individual (forgive the tautology)
should own his own. But under State Socialism the
ownership of each individual’s life would be virtually
vested in the body politic. Those who hold the pro-
perty in the means of living will inevitably hold the
property in life itself.

For two or three months past Liberty has been very
tardy; hereafter it will try to behave better. Such
delays would never occur at all, if the paper were more
liberally supported. It grows in circulation, but very
slowly, and, while it is thus getting its growth, each of
its supporters should do double duty. One of Liberty’s
moot earnest friends is a young Swede named Evald
Hammar, a resident of Grahamville, Florida, and hence
a neighbor of J. Wm. Lloyd. He makes the following
suggestion, which I wish Liberty’s constituents, one
and all, might promptly act upon: “If every subscriber
of Liberty will send you twenty-five, fifty, or one hun-
dred cents to pay for three, six, or twelve months’
subscription to Liberty to be sent to such person as
each subscriber would select, I think more could be
done for Anarchy than in any other way. Liberty’s
circulation vould be doubled. I am perhaps the poor-
est subscriber, but, if the others will do as suggested,
I ill rake up half a dollar and send you the name of
a person who very probably would afterwards pay him-
self for his Liberty. If you think this idea is worth
noticing in the paper, you may use my name for such
purpose in any way you choose. I feel sorry every
time Liberty comes and I see how excellent it is and I
know it is known to so few people.”

I must remind Comrade Lloyd, & propos of his bright
and breezy article in another column, that I make no
pretension to leadership of the Anurchistic movement.
If T cuff ears, mine get cuffed as freely in return; and
frequently I am not the first to cuff. I happened to
start Liberty, and I intend to control it; but in so do-
ing I am only codprrating with my comrades, e sch of
whom is working in his own way :nd is sovereign
therein. As for the idea that I am a locomotive to
which Miss Kelly is a tender, that is still farther from
the truth. A tender, indeed! Why, my dear Con rade
Lloyd, let me tell you a secret, and don’t you gi\ o it
away. If Idid pretend to leadership, I should consicer
Miss %elly the most insubordinate member of my flock.
Scarcely a day passes that she does not show her mu-

tinous propensities. If we seem pretty closely in agree--

ment, it is because we generally start from the same
premises and, being endowed with something more
than our fair share of the logical faculty, therefore
arrive at the same conclusions. But there is no lead-
ing or folloving about it. When we do differ, we
differ with = , and T ti tremble in
fear of the possible consequences. Miss Kelly is an
bunest woman of mdependent mind, and for her fear-
less se th , even in opposition to me, I honor
her; likewise 1 !wnor all my comrades in the propor-
tion that they share this admirable quality.

The men convictod at Chicago made a fine showing
in their speeches before the court. Parsons’s effort
suffered considerably from its extreme length and his
ethion, but it had many merits, not the least of

the ncorpormon in:it (mhout gmng tbe

ot Qah |

of Liberty exposing C drelisn.
The boy Fingg spoke bneﬂy, but finely,” never “drop-
ping for a moment from his lofty height of scorn and
defiance. But Fielden bore off the palm. His speech
will live in history. For plain, straightforward state-
ment of facts, and simple, rodest, moving eloquence,
but few utterances on record will stand comparison
with it. He introduced his speech with Freiligrath’s
magnificent poem, “Revolution,” printed in Liberty a
year or two ago, and nothing could have better fitted
the occasion. To those aware of it the pathos of his
eloquence was greatly enhanced by the fact that, while
he was speaking, his wife was giving birth to a little
girl whom he will probably never see unless he sees her
from the gallows. Even the heartless State’s attorney,
Grinnell, was obliged to confess that, if Fielden had
made his speech before the jury, it probably would
have saved his life, and two days later the Chicago
“ Inter-Ocean ” declared that “the marvellous influence
of its touching and magie eloquence had spread far and
wide,” and that “no more convincing evidence of the
dangerous character of the defendants could have been
furnished than the change which this one speech has
wrought in thousands of minds in so brief a space of
time.,” However this may be, neither Fielden’s speeck
nor any of the others.had. any. effect upon the shame-
less Judge (Gary, who sentenced all the prisoners except
Neebe to be hanged on the third of December. Are
the authorities bent on inaugurating another fratvi-
cidal war, of which Chicago is to be the Harper's
Ferry? It would seein so. The superstitious would
tind ground for foreboding in the very date fixed for
the execution. It was on the second of December,
1859, that John Brown’s soul was sent marching onj;.
it i3 on the third of December, 1886, that not one soul,
but seven, ure to start abreast on a far sterner journey..
‘With resuits, I fear, mor~ than seven times as serious.

To Rwaders of the “ Alarm.”

You have not wondsred at the pPp of the “ A,
arm.” With its files 2nd books confiscated, its office sup-
pressed, its editor in a prison cell under sentence of death,
and the advecacy of free speech made a crime, no apology
will be exp d. Law has d and order has been
vindicated.

Comrades: Shall thg “ Alarm’ again be issued to defend
free speech, to sound a note of warning to our social pilote
now 8o busily engaged in ‘shooting Niagara”?. .. Our
comrades have been condemned for the crime of bei.ng ‘“leac-
ers”; the p ion belizve, in their i nce, that this
vorld wide movement can be m\mped out h\ America throughf
their extineti That iniqui di
effo;t. If we are true to onr primyip]es, when one falls an-
other must take his place. . . . In such an nndennkmg
there is no profit. We and yon alike are moved by but oue
im). _ise—devotion. We stand ready to assume the task and
the responsibility. Will you respond with cordial aid and
support? Against the reign of legalized terrorism into which
we are drifting, our voice should ba raised.

In the present condition of affairs an advanced Labor paper
in Chicago has become an lmpmﬁve necessity. Under the
newmngsmnthborinﬂlm interests will he fally con-
sidered. - Writers prominent in the labor causs have promised
contributions. Arrangements are already being made for a
list of editorial contributors whose names will gumtae
confidence. To you we a :

but calls for new
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. EIGHTEEN CHRISTIAN CENTURIES:

OR,
T EvoLuTIoN OF THE GOSPEL OF ANARCHY.

An Essay on the Meaning of History.
By DYER D. LUM.
Continued from No. 87,

What is the spirit of the nineteenth century? What further Anarchy —or, in
other words, what further restriction of authority and extension of individual
freedom-—is there to be won? Our century inherited the achievements of its
predecessors.  Mental freedom existed. True, it was denied here and there, but
the enemy had been outflanked and the future was secure. Usdversal manhood
.uffrage was in its hand.  What more was left to be striven for? With religious
and political freedom attained, was progress henceforth to be merely along these
lines, without opening into yet wider and unknown fields? Were individual rights
to find their guarantees in —extension of taxation? What new orbit for activity
essential to human happiness can there be beyond these of religion and polities?

There is one that neither religious nor political methods have yet reached. Let
us look a little closer at the line of progress followed in the past, and see if we
cannot detect a path not yet emerged nto the open ground of achieved result. In
the rapid glauce we have taken of the Christian centuries we have gained an insight
into the meaning of history. We have seen that history is not a record of fortu-
itous eveuts; there is a thread which may be followed through the web of events
which makes progress a reality. The larger and more comprehensive our knowledge
of the past, the better we are enabled to grasp the true relations of events and
understand the present. Our ears are dinned with vociferous demands to do this
or that, and the millennium will be achieved. Let us dismiss our pet panaceas
from consideration. Let us interrogate the past; it is the womb of the present,
and contains the germs of the future. We nay discern the lines of progress, even
if unable to distinguish the agencies by which they are to be accomplished. So
far as we keep in those lines, we are on ite path to victory, carried on by the
momentumn of the ages. So far as we depart from them, disaster and defeat will
overtake us and overwhelm our projects.

We have seen from the crusades a constant extension of freedcin. Let us now
hastily resume the whole period of our study, and see the result. When Paul
returned the fugitive slave, Onesimus, and preached absolute obedience to servants
and wives, slavery everywhere prevailed.  Aristotle had proclaimed it to be founded
on natural law. ~Rome’s greatness was based on it. Yet slavery brought Rome’s
downfall. The muitiplicity of slaves rendered free labor worthless. Let us hasten
on to the barbarian conquest. We have studied the forces broughi L. .o cenflict in
that seething crucible, Germanic individuality, which, in attempting to use Roman
forms of government, gave birth to a now society founded on proprietorship in
iand. Slavery died out and serfdom arose. The laborer belonged to the land, he
was attached to the glebe; he was no longer an individual chattel to be driven to
and sold in the market. Historically, there was an undeniable progress; individ-
ually, his material condition was not much improved. His wife and children were
his own; so, too, were their economic condition, which remained the same.

In slavery the master had to sustain'life in his slave, or lose him. The minimum
cost of subsistence therefore became a necessary expense to the master. In the
slow process of evolution from slavery to serfdom, the principle of freedom made
progress, but the rut of custom left this iron law cf remuneration unchanged.
"I'he cost of subsistence remained the laborer’s share of the social product. The
crusades enfranchised large numbers of serfs for their services. The tremendous
impetus thus given to industry we have noted. Free labor increased. Industrial
warfare was the direction now assumed by human activity. The military phase of
human activity was passing away; society was seeking “structural adaptation to
surrounding environmants.” The peaceful pursuits of Tndustry were claiming the
tuture for its own; for this end the Genius of Liberty became its guiding star.
Bat still through all the centuries the iron law of remuneration remained un-
changed.  With inventions the power of labor was multiplied and the product
incrensed. Comforts began to slowly descend through social layers down to the
proletariat. In our century his standard of existence has been struggling upward,
notwithstanding the adverse influence of competition, which has tended to repress
it to the old limit, The principle has remained unchanged, though a change has
come in what constitutes subsistence. It no longer means black bread and chest-
wuts. The extension of freedom has raised the standard, though the iron law
vemains. Amelioration is never a remedy, though often its herald. Though in-
creased freedom has beuefited the proletaire, remember that its influence has been
reflex, not direct. He warms himself by another’s hearth.

But can this be changed? Is it not rooted in human nature, in natural capa-
cities? I have not, and shall not, lay down any plans for progress, or any panaceas
for social ills. I am simply endeavoring to ascertain in what direction the hand
of progress points. And as our answer 18 to bo found in the meaning of history,
let us group sowe of the different epochs already viewed.

When're}ifr'ious freedom was achieved, its advocates deemed the goal of progress
attained.. Men had held it impossible to separate belief and action. Freedom of
thought in the State was inconceivable with the existence of the State. Yei this
was realized. The spirit of the age asserted the idea, time furnished the means
and answered the query. The State was modified by the curtailment of a"thority.
What statesmen: in one century declared inconceivable, men in the follr win s one
enjoyed. . When authority became wounded unto death in the Vatican, ic shrank
hehind the thrones. The power of the king became logically the poiv. of attack.
Where Charles I. lost his head for his stubtornness in matters of coscience, the
next age saw Louis XVI. mounting the scaffold because he was king. His crime
lay in the insignia of his office. gl‘houghtful men trembled for the future. To
question the divine authority of the monarch seemed utter social ruin. In fact,
men seldom were logical in their claims; it ‘was brought about, not by theorists,
ot by revolutionists and National ‘Asserablies, not by books, but by the stern
logic of events; by that social providence that ever bends men’s purposes to the
lines of progress and “shapes our ends, rough hew them as we may.”

The great man of his age is he who is most thoroughly its secretary, who voices
the cr‘); of the spirit dumbly seeking expression in his generation.” The wise man
saw the spirit of the sixteenth century to be religious freedom, and buckled on
his armor without stopping to philosophize on what had never been, or to bewail
the inevitable dissolution of existing 1 conditions. The armies of revolution-
ary France cared nothing for constit the ‘The spirit.of the age ani-
mated them, and political freedom: must be Won, and:all Europe trembled before

e return ne
Is it striving for
‘chararteristic

the spirit of the nineteenth century?
e which will give it a distinctive
Religious and ‘political

freedom attained, in what direction has the legislation of this century tended?
Undeniably the regulation of commercial and industrial relations. In 1801 Eng- |
land began a long series of enactments regulating the hours of labor and protecting |
the laborer. The whole century has been filled with efforts to ameliorate the con-
dition of the laborer, to shorten his hours of toil, to place educational facilities
more within his grasp, in fact, to extend his freedom from economZc subjection.
Run over in mind the countries of Europe; in not one is this not the casc. Labor
legislation is a product of this century,—no longer to repress, but to alleviate.
Public authority bows to public opinion; demand ever precedes supply. And i
this inarticulate demand we will find the spirit of this century.

The spirit of an age is ever the assertion of a rineiple, legislation the modifica-
tion of antagonistic principles through its intluence. The legislative result is,
therefore, ever a compromise, and not a full recognition. The demand of the age,
while securing by compromise amelioration, is ever more radical. Need T say that
this new spirit—the logical successor of mental and political freedom—is eco-
nomie freedom! The whole century eclioes with its demand; the overthrown
standard of the Bundschuh flies on every breeze. It led to the English Reform
movement in 1832, and the Chartist upriting. Tt has broken out in France;
whispering in 1830, growing bolder in 1539, erecting barricades in 1848, and filling
Europe with dread in 18711 Each time repressed, it has each time risen from
contact with the earth in new vigor. 1f ihe spirit of this century is to be described
in one word, the historian of the future will read on the nineteenth milestone of
the ages the legend, — Socialism!

Let us not Lo blinded with prejudice. Luther and Calvin abjured toleration as
of the devil; yet they were the instruments of its success. The Humanists of the
seventeenth century extolled royal power while they were unconsciously severing
the veins which supplied it with'life. The revolutionists of the last century would
have scouted the idea that suffrage left ~ught to be struggled for, yet scarcely had
they closed their labors when progress again raised her banner an marched or to
new outposts. The emancipation of conscience from control by external authority
but cleared the field for new struggles. The emancipation of the individual from
royal authority has but simplified the contest. In these cases the seat of authority
was visible, objective: a chureh, a prince. So is it today, — the Politico-Economic
State! History is not yet veady to close her scroil and retire on the pension list.

We may continue to imitate the wiseacres of the past, and cry: ¢ Pooh! pooh!” |
The logic of events listens to no man’s sneer; human progress halts not at privi-
lege’s shriek. Mental liberty, political liberty, economic liberty! Is it not the
line of progress? The word Liberty includes all, and she will not be content with
less.

Economically, man has risen; we have traced his course from slave to serf, to:
wage laborer. ~ He has participated in the achievements of recent centuries. Men-
tally he is free; no external authority may dictate or forbid the free expression of
his ‘thought. Politically he is free; no external authority may diutate or forbid
the free exercise of his choice. But economically he finds freedom denied, and
often his economic condition demands the curtailinent of lns mental and political -
freedom. He lives by labor, but has no control over the means of labor.  He la-
bors, but has no right to labor. The means of subsistence are extended o1 withheld
as individual will or caprice may determine. Like the monster Frankenstein, the .
creation of his own hands holds him at its mercy. If his labor be needed, the
means of labor will be extended to him. If it be not needed, he is told that “at
the banquet of nature there is no cover laid for him.”

Will it be always thus? Have we not read the answer in the meaning of hirtory?
Progress has only resulted where authority has decayed and freedom extended. -
The earliest governments were ecclesiastic; Divine authority ruled men,— The-
archy, government by God through a priestly hierarchy. With increased social
interrelations man’s activities widened, and the warrior king arose. Divine au-
thority was delegated to the hand of power: it stepped forth from the veil of the
temple and became embedied. The priest blessed the sword, and mox-urchy, gov-
ernment by one man, followed. Till 1789 priest and noble constituted the ruling
classes. The insurrection against authority culminated in the Revolution to hurl
them from their seat. Commerce and Industry, trader and producer, fought
shoulder to shoulder against their ancient enemies in storming the Bastile, and
together celebrated their triumpb. But the day after the victory saw a new di-
vision of forces; the tiers-itat had divided. Monarchy fell, but where once the
amulet and the sword stood as symbols of authority was now seen the purse. The B
old aristocracy was replaced by a new timocracy. The monarch had followed the-
hierarch into the land of shadows; their day {ad passed. But the power of the
purse created in their place an olig-archy, — government by the few who possessed -}
its strings. The new Redeemer of the new world, Capitaly was held in legal bond-
age. Economic subjection to the means of labor, dependence for life upcn arbitrary §
conditions, remained supreme; the third arm of Cresarism still retained its vigor.
The glorious cry for liberty became degraded into commercial freedom, —involving
free trade in labor!

As a consequence concentration of wealth has resulted by legal means. The
political State is the concrete expression of existing social conditions; it is based
upon them, and is clothed with authority to maintain them,—an exercise of foree
that every day is ealling more and more into activity. For underlying all political
questions are the unquestioned economic formulas of the present rdgime. While
21l this is in the line of progress, who will assert it to be its end? If the spirit of
the age demands economic freedom, the pelitical State cannot bar its course. :

In the past force has been the midwife at the birth of every extension of freédom;
privilege never concedes till endangered. Authority has ever sought to atrest pro-
gress, to dam the stream of time to turn privileged grist mills, and has but increased
its destructive momentum when the inevitable break has come. Thearchy, mon-|
archy, oligarchy! The church is of the past, the king is without divine right;
will ‘the political State remain? Already the standard of An-archy is unfurled
and groups thoughtful followers. : -

But the absence of government, the negation of authority of men over:man, it
is shrieked in our ears, is social dissolution, death! Authority must remain t;
control—others. So said its ecclesiastical defenders, so vociferated the assertors|
of intolerance, so shrieked the royalists,—yet Humanity lives! - Authority wil
remain wherever freedom is denied, but with economic freedom attained'the State, |
like the Church, will find its occupation gone. Individual liberty and-external
authority, of Church, or State, or Mob, caunot co-exist. They are mutually
onistic. ~The whole course of historical progress we have seen to be the extensi
of personal liberty, and the consequent restriction of the sphere of authority.
when a State is seen slowly developing force as its main reliance, it is'not only
reactionary policy, but a revolutionary symptom! No man has yet been able to
set a satisfactory limit to the extension ofp freedom. Liberty, not partial,

complete, is the goal of pro‘gcress.

Let us not be alarmed. -The dissipation of authority will continue, the'e:
of freedom cannot now. cease; Cwmsarism -is dying o¥ its wounds; its'col
wrenchings betoken its last agony. Where priest and king, clothed with
consecration, have failed, the militia of the people will not nrevail over the
ration of the age: In the social commonwealth of the future, people will sm
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~ pation of labor, the definitive emancipation of humanity. And what does the

- yoke of spiritual and temporal power. The materiaisue, full of faith and despising

~ befere them the triumph of humanity; and the idealists, out of breath, seein

§ peculiar to all founders of new religions, that materialists are incapable of loving
and of devoting their life to great things. In saying that, he only proves that,

B phet he very seriously believes himself to be, he has never comprehended human
“nature nor the historical developments of society, and that, if he is not ignorant
- of history, he misunderstands it in a sin

“ says, the worl

_petition of blind forces. There would be no aim in life; everything would be
. only material, brutal, and fortuitous.
~,vghysica1 world, and no wmoral lew in human society; and without moral law, no

i worldly mission to fulfill, and she
by God, whose paternal solicitude for this queen-of nations has gone so far as to
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the political methods of this age, as we smile at the judicial combats of the medi-
weval age to settle questions of moral right, and the prayers of the Fifth Monarchy
men to seeure poiitical freedom.
External authority —imperial or delegated — grows more and more restricted in
scope as the ages roll on.  Each revolving year brings out in clearver relief the rfact
that social administration and political government are not ideniical. When men-
tal freedom gained recognition, the church passed away as an objective power, and
humun thought became of more value. When political freedom broke the blade
of the consecrated sword, human actions increased in worth as they were more un-
trammeled. With the birth of our pseudo Commereial Freedom, the modern
State arose.  Deprived of a basis in the control of human thought and activity, it
necessarily fell back on what remained,— economic privilege. When this is swept
away and equality of opportunities prevails, the State ceases. Though government
falls, adiinistration will remain; but to administer is neither to regulate or con-
trol. The twin delusions—-protectis and prohibition —will be exploded fallacies
in the light of freedom,
1s this incouceivable?  Every ove will today admit that politieal methods cannot
settle a moral guestion, cannot decide on the truth of a dogima.  We would as soon
speak of a black sound, or a round fragranev, as to attempt to identify the now
senarate spheres of morals and politics. Yet but a tew generations ago what is
now o comnmonplace that “even i laborer” can understand was to statesmen in-
conceivable. [ntelligent mea coday admit that political methods cannot reach
economic laws; hey underlie our whole social system, and are the foundation of
the State. Yet men talk glibly of the power of the ballot in the State to settle
economic questious, the spirit of which is a protest ayeinst the State. But in the
fact that other thousands are aware of the futility of such efforts, that reforms in
the political State wili not remove ecouomic privilege or subjection, lies my belief
that the law of progress still prevails, —that the meaning of history as expounded
in the logic of events is mental liberty, political liberty, economic liberty.~ -that
the path of industry through slavery, seridom, wagedom, will not end short of final
emancipation, —that the rise of commerce, overleaping baronial custom dues, State
regulation, and prohibitory fines, indicates a goal of unprivileged competition in
freedom from legal thraldom,— in s' urt, that the paiitical State, seen to be needed
but where privilege obtains, will follew priest and king and be hurled from the
seat of authonty and the throne overturn.d.
The reign of the archies is drawing to a close; the Coming of Man is at hand!
The night of eighteen Christian cencaries has passed; we live in the dawn of a
new era, and here and there we can aiready discern the ruddy tints of the rising
Sun of Liberty!
The Martyrdom of Man to Authority must cease!

Slowly comes a hungry peopls, as a lion creeping nigher,
Glures at one that nods and winks beside a sluwly dying fire !

THE Exo,

THE POLITICAL THEOLOGY OF MAZZINI

AND

THE INTERNATIONAL.

By MICHAEL BAKOUNINE,
MuMBER OF THE FNTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WORKING-PEOVLE.
Translated from the French by Sarah E. Holmes.
Continued from Xo. 87.

So the materialists, always conforming their social theories to the real develop-
ments of history, consider bestiality, cunnibalisin, slavery as the first points of de-
parture in the progressive movement of society; but what are they seeking, what
do they wish? The emancipation and complete humanization of society; while
the idealists, who take for the foundations of their speculations the immortal scul
and free will, end inevitably in the worship of public order, like Thiers, and in
that of authority, like Mazzini,—that is to say, in the consecration and organi-
zation of an eternal slavery. Whence it fcllows, evidently, that theoretical ma-
terialism has for u necessary consequence practical idealism, and that, on the
contrary, ideal theuries find their realization possible only in the grossest practical
materialism.

But yesterday, under our eyes, where were the materialists, the atheists, found?
In the Paris Conmune. And the idealists, the believers in God? In the National
Assembly of Versailles. What did the men of Paris wish? Through the emanci-

triumphant Assembly of Versailles wish? Its fnal degradation under the double

suffering, dangers, and death, wish to march torward, because they see gleaming
no
Jonger anything but red spectres before them, wish to push it back with all their
might into the mire from which i has escaped with so much trouble. Compare
and judge.

Mazzini pretends and asserts, with that doctrinal and imperious tone which is

a consistent idealist and scorner of humanity, in the name of his God, whose pro-

gular manner.

His reasoning is that of all the theologians. If there were no creative God, he
with its admirabie laws could not exist, or else would present
nothing less than a horrible chaos, where all things would be governed, not by a
providential and divine thought, but by frightful chance and the anarchical com-

For without God, no codrdination in the

uty, no right, no sacrifice, no love, no humanity, no country, no Rome, and no
Italy; for, if Italy exists as a nation, it is only because she has a providential and
e could have been charged with this mission only

race, with his qwn divine finger, her frontiers, predicted and described by the
rophetic ganiug of Dante. :

In the courge.of this work, I will try to

-~ 'Th : - “worl

is at e niatural world, which in our idea

nuch the physical as the human or

{g{e Mazzini, see all the religion, all the illusion of their life,
ow.

me in establishing a republic fourded on the (impossible) marriage of reason and
faith, of divine authority and human liberty, and you shall have glory and power,
and. inoraover, you shall have prosperity, liberty, and equality.”

have existed. Like all political States subordinated and ruled from above by
arbitrary legislators, the world would then present the spectacle of the most revolt-
ing anarchy. Tt could not exist.

3. That the moral law, whose existence we materialists and atheists recognize
more really than idealists of any gchaol whatever, Mazzinians or non-Mazzinians,
can, is a truly moral law, a law at once logical and reul, & powerful law, a law
which must trivinph over the conspiracies of all the idealists is: the world, because
it emanates from the very nature of human society, & natvre of which we must
seek the real fouudations, aot in God, but in anima)’ty.

" 4. That the idea of a God, fu from being neeessary o the establishment of
this law, has been only its disturbonce xnd depravation.

5. That all the Gods, past and present, have owed their first existence to human
fantasy, hardly free from the swaddling-clothes of its primitive bestiality; that
faith In u supernatural or divine world constitutes an aberration historically in-
evitable in the past developments of our wind; and that, to use an expression of
Proudhon, men, deceived by a sort of optical illusion, have always adored in their
Gods only their own image, reversed and monstrously exaggerated.

6. That divinity, once established on its celestial thronz, has become the scourge
of humanity, the aliy of all the tyrants, of all the charlatans, of all the tormentors
and exploiters of the popular masses,

7. That, finally, the disappearance of the divine phantoms, necessary condition
of the triumph of humanity, will be one of the inevitable consequences of the
emancipation of the proletaria®.

As long as Mazzini was content to insult the youth of the schools, the only ones
who, in the profoundly corrupted and degraded circles of the existing bourgeoisie,
still evinced a little enthusiasm for great things, for truth and justice; as long as
he limited his attacks to the German professors, to the Moleschotts, the Schiffs,
and the others, who commit the horrible offence of teaching true science in
Italian universities; and as long as he amused himself with denouncing them to the
Italian government as propagators of subversive ideas in the country of Galileo
and Giordano Bruno, —the silence enjoined by affection and pity was possible to
us. 'The young people are energetic enough and the professors learned enough to
defend themselves.

But today Mazzini has exceeded the limit. Still in good faith and still inspired
by an idealism as fanatical as sincere, he has committed two crimes which, in
our eyes, in the eyes of the entire socialistic democracy of Europe, are unpardonable.

At the very moment when the heroic population of Paris, more sublime than
ever, was getting itself massacred by tens of thousands, including women and
children, in defending the most humane, the most just, the most grand cause which
was ever produced in histery, the cause of the emancipation of the working-people of
the whole world ; at the moment when the frightful coalition of all the unclean
reactions which are now celebrating their trinmphal orgies at Versailles, not content
with massacring and imprisoning en masse our brothers and sisters of the Commune
of Paris, launches at them all the calumnies which a baseness without limits can
alone concoct,—Mazzini, the great, the pure democrat Mazzini, turning his back
upon the cause of the proletariat and remembering only his mission of prophet and
priest, likewise hurls his insults at them! He dares dlény not only the justice of
their cause, but even their heroic and sublime devotion, representing them, they -
who have sacrificed themselves for the deliverance of the whole world, as a lot of
o;oars;z creatures ignorant of all moral law and obeying only egoistic and savage
impulses,

This is not the first time that Mazzini has insulted and calumniated the people
of Paris. In 1848, after the memorable daye of June which had inaugurated the
era vr w2 demands of the proletariat and of the really socialistic movement in
Europe, M w.. i had launched a manifesto full of wrath, cursing the workingmen
of Paris ar.1 socialism at the same time. Against the workingmen of 1848, de-
voted, heroi:, sublime, like their children of 1871, and, like tk2m, massacred,
imprisoned, :- 1d banished en masse by the bourgeois Republic, Mazzini had repeated
all the sland. 3 of which Ledru-Rollin and his other friends, self-styled red repub-
licans of Frauce, made use to pailiate in the eyes of the world, and perhaps in their
own eyes, their ridiculous and shameful incapacity.

Mazzini cursed socialism: as priest or as Messianic deputy of the master on
high, he must curse it, since socialism, considered froin the moral point of view,
is the advent of human respect replacing the voluntary degradations of divine wor-
ship, and, considered from the scientifically practical point of view, is the procla-
mation of that grand principle which, from this time a part of the conscience of
the people, has become the single point of departure, as well of the researches
and developments of positive science, as of the revolutionary movements of the
proletariat.

This principle, summed up in all its simplicity, is as follows :

‘“As in the world specifically called material, inorganic matter (nechanical, phy-
sical, chemical) is the determinative base of organic matter (vegetable, animal,
intelligent or cerebral), so in the social world, which can be considered only as the
highest known degree of the material world, the development of economic ques-
tions has always been and still continues to be the determinative base of all
religious, philosophieal, political, and social developments.”

We see that this principle brings with it nothing less than the most audacious
overturning of all the theories, scientific as well as moral, of all the religious,
met?hysical, political, and judicial ideas, which together c. asiitute the befief of
all idealists, past and present. This is a revolution a thofss=d times more for-
midable than that which, starting from the Renaissance i1 erpecially from the
seventeenth century, overthrew the scholastic doctrines. #* .se ramparts of the
Chureh, of absolute monarchy, and of feudal nobility, to r-yiace them by the meta-
physical dogmatism of so-called pure reason, so favorable to the domination of the
latest 1g)x‘i\rile\,ged class and especially of the bourgeoisie.

1f the overthrow of scholastic barbarity caused such a terrible emotion in its
time, we can understand what convulsions must be caused, in our day, by the over-
vhrow of doctrinal idealism, of this last refuge of all the oppressors and privileged
exg‘loiters of humanity,

The exploiters of ideal beliefs feel themselves menaced in their most precious
interests, and the disinterested, fanatical, and sincere partisans of dying idealism,
destroyed at a single

Since he began to act, Mazzini has not ceased to repeat to the yroletariat of Ttaly
and of Kurope these words, which sum up his religious and poiitical catechism :
“Be moral, adore God, accept the moral law which I bring you in Lis name, aid

Socialism says to them, on the contrary, through the mouth of the International ;
“That the economic subjection of the laberer to the monopolist of raw naterial

and the instruments of labor is the source of servitude in ali its forms,-—social
m:serﬁ, d
af

mental degradation, political submissi nd

d social, likewise could never

t, for this reason, the economic emancipas
Continued on page

ion of the laboring ‘classes is the
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In abolishing vent axd infevest, the last vestiges of old-tiwe sla-
rergt, the Bevolntion abol shes «f one stroke the sword of the cocen-
tiower, the seal of the mesyistrate, the elub of the policomuan, the
g o veisemen, the erasing-life of the department clevk,
all those ipsignist of Polities, whick young Liberty grinds bdeneath
Dber heel ™ - - PROUDHON,

B The appearance in the editorial column of articles
over other signatures than the editor’s initial indicates that
the editor approves their central purpose and general tenor,
though he does not hold himself responsible for every plirase
or word. But the appearance in nt}xer parts of the paper of
articies by the same or other writers by no means indicates
that he disapproves them in any respect, such dispreition of
them beirg governed largely by motives of conveni 2

Not Compromise, but Surrender.

No more painful task have I, as editor of Liberty,
ever found it necessary to perform than that which
now lies next my hand. For years I have worked side
by side with E. (. Walker for the cause of Aunarchy,
never for a moment doubting that his reliability and
his intelligence were equal to the best and equal to
each other. But it is rapidiy becoming plain that I
have over-estimated him in one of these respec So
that now, in his hour of trial, when the Jong coiipera-
tion of less critical days should grow closer than ever,
I am compelled to interrupt it in consequence of his
failure to understand the true significance of the work
which we have been harmoniously engaged ii, or else
his unwillingness to comply with its demands upon
him in the course which he has lately chosen for him-
self in entering upon sexual relations with Lillian Har-
man. )

The fac's in the case may be briefly stated as fol-
lows. On September 19 Mr. Walker and Miss Har-
man, at the house of Miss Harman’s father, the sesiior
editor of *Lucifer,” went through what they term an
autonomistic rarriage ceremony. This consisted of
the reading by the father of a statement of principles
in regard to marriage; declarations by Mr. Walker and
Miss Harman that they then and there formed a love
aud .abor union, at the same time repudiating legal
marriage and the powers legally conferred vpon hus-
bands and wives; and an avowal by the fatlier of his
consent to this union. On the following day the con-
tracting parties were arrested for “living together as
man and wife without being or having been married,”
since which time Mr. Walker has been in the jail at
Oskaloosa, Kansas, and Miss Harman has been under
guard, neither having been able to get bail in conse-
quence of the intimidation of the Liberals of the vicin-
ity by the religious element.

In spite of the fact that I consider all marriage cere-
monies as indelicate, obtrusive, needless, and unwise;
in spite of the fact that they racognize, at least by im-
plication, the right of third parties to know and to in-
terfere; and in spite of the fact that this ceremony in
particular revealed not a few inconsistencies in the
declarations of the parties to it,—1 nevertheless felt
at first that here was a brave defiance of the State,
the institution through which third parties effect their
interference, and that Mr. Walker and Miss Harman
were in 80 far acting a8 Anarchists. ~Therefore, when
I heard of their arrest, I thought them deserving of
the sanction and support of Anarchists, s

letter from Mr. Walker containing the following
statement:

Our line of defence is simply this, The agreoment hetween
a man and a woman to live. together as husband and wife is
the essential element In marriage, all things else being un-
necessary adjuncts. This, of course, was our own position,
and subsequent to our arrest we received from three able at-
torneys, two of whom we had eonsulted and the other of
whom volunteered his counsel, a line of defence precisely
similar, but backed in each case by a mass of common law
precedents and court decisi that very mnuch surprised me.
The courts of no less than eighteen States have rendered de-
cisions substantially supporting this position, and now we
hope to add Kansas to the number.

Of course, a decision in our favor will not decide all ques-
tions of liberty; the right of parties to mutually divorce
themselves will remain uatouched. But that is not thie issue
in our case. We claim the right to marry ourselves witlout
any license, without any official, without the intervention of
any third party. In brief, we totally ignore the statute and
fall biack upon our natural rights,—in legal parlance, our
common law rights. This pesition is the one taken by our
counsel, and it is the one he will defend before the Supreme
Sourt.  No denial is made of the facts; there is no quibbling
on technicalities. 1 think that the issue is a square one, and
that all radicais can consistently help us.

In giving publicity to the foregoing and to the cor-
respondence which snceeeded it, T hope I am not vio-
lating confidence. I presume that Mr. Walker was
not writing for publication, but T desire to give him
the benefit of his own statements. To his astorishing
letter T straightway made the following reply:

Box 3366, BostoN, OCTOBER 4, 1886,
Dear Mr. Walker:

1 write to you hastily and iu no little alarm, but not, 1
trust, inconsiderately. Your letter of September 30 is just
at hand. In what Tam about to say in answer thereto, T do
not in the least impagn your honesty, your courage, or your
motives. But I wisl. to make my protest promptly against
your proposed line of defence, and let you know how radi-
cally it must change my attitude in vegard to your case, if
you earry it ovt. Nor must my words be regarded as in any
sense a thireat or attempt to bulldoze. ¥ want yoo to follow
strictly your own judgment. But as you may expect me to
1ift my voice in your behalf, 1 ought to explain to you with-
out delay under what :ircumstances such a course on my
part would be impossit le, e S

I understood that you proposed to make an issue with mar-
riage. Now it appears, on the contrary, that you propose o
prove your marriage. 1thought you meant to vindicate the
right to live together outside of marriage. But it seems you
intend to vindicate only your right to zci inside of marriage
through a door of your own and then live together. Yousay
there will be no compromise. I should say as much! Lt will
be worse than compremise; it will be absolute, whelesale,
unconditional surrender. I would not ask a friend of Lib-
erty to aid you in the smallest in such & course; I shall be
obliged, instead, to distinetly urge them ali to discounten-
ance you in it. If you establish in the courts that 4 man and
wuman who agree to live together thereby put themselves le-
gally in the same position as those who are married by 2
minister or magistrate, you not only do not serve the cause
of free love, but yon distinctly damage it. As it has been
hitherto, a man and woman could live together in Kansas
without running any greater risk than that of heing prose-
cuted for fornication ; if you succeed in your design, any who
do so hereafter will be bouad together for life and made sub-
ject to all the evils that we complain of in the marrirge sys-
tem. Canany Anarchist help youtosuchanend? Certainly
no one will, if my voice can prevent it. I appezl to you not
to demean our cause by so feeble and ridiculous a course.
Do not let it be said of us that the mountain labored and
brought forth & mouse. Two manly conrses are open to you.

One is to appease the authorities by getting regularly mar- |

ried, declaring at the same time to the world that you do it

tnder protest and ‘because you are Hot: s poRttivh to Bt |

for your rights. The other is to maintain your right to asso-
ciate sexually with Lillian Harman without marrying her in
any wcy, and to suffer whatever consequences tyrannical
power may impose upon you. Adopting the former, I can
excvse you. Adopting the latter, I can champi)n you. Adopt-
ing any other, 1 must combat you ay I wew . ary ordinary
friend of marriaze.

1 write earnes:ly, but not in unger. In this crisis, tv hae
10 take my stané against you instead of by your side-would
add another to the grievous disappointmonts or my life.
Hoping there may he no such nccessity put upen me, I am 18
sincerely as ever your i:iend and comrade, .

BEeNJ, R, TUCKER.

This élicited another and more eiaborate, but evea
less satisfactory, explanation.

CrLL 2, THE JAIL, O8KALOOSA, KANSA3, OCT. 11, 1386,
Dear Mr. Tucker: s anE L e T
Yours of the dth instant just to hand. 8ome days ago I

a letter of similar tenor from A. Warren. It was

intended for publication, and to it 1 prepared an answer,
Then eame a second from him, saying that he withdrew the
first for the present, as he feared it might embarrass us, I
think that we shall print it this week, however.

1 understand your motives, and am not offended, but 1
shall be vevy sorry if, after you have read this letter, you
epnnot champion ug in the fight we ure waging, for there is
1o man in America whoss confidence I more desire. But !
think that you fall into several serious erroxs, hoth as regards
the iaw and what we mena and ave trying to establish,

Yis, we * propose to prove our marriage,” just that and
nothing less. But do not, 1 beg you, commit the mistake
that the enemies of Anarchism do and try to compel us to
accept our enemies’ definition of words. We do not intend
to let either the Church or you do that, We insist upon our
right to put our own consiruction upon this word *mar-
riage.”” To be sure, we do not have the etymological av
thority for its use in the sense that we employ it tha
Anarchists have for their definition of the word Anarcky,
bt we do have a much better aunthority than that. Mar-
riage is the union of a man and woman in a sexual associa-
tion. Asu practical fact, it assunes various forms in different
portions of the world, We hold that its ESSENTIAL FEATURE
is the consent of the partics themselves AND OF NO OTHERS.
This is our first affirmation. Our second is that the common
law and the higher courts agree with us in this. Now, we
have not appealed to the law to say that we have complied
with its provisions, we hiave not asked the State for leave to
live together. On the contrary, we ignored all the statutes,
and proceeded to exercise our natural right to associate, with-
out asking the permission of any person or aggregation of
persons. And this was the logical practicalization of our
primary postulate. But now comes the State and says that
we have committed a migdemeanor, and it, through its minor
ofticials, puts us under arrest. What are we to do? Defend
ourselves, of course. But how? First, by denying that -ve
have been guilty of any wrong, by aflirming that what e
did we had a perfect right to do. And in defending our-
selves we point to every principle of the common law and to
every decision of the courts that makes for natural Liberty
and Justice. Just as I should do, if prosecuted under the
Sunday law of this or any other State; T should raise be-
tween me and my persecutors the shield of the State Bill of
Rights and the National Constitution, taking that position
on the legal aspects of the Sunday question and at the same
time asserting clearly and strongly my natural right to make
such uzs of the twenty-four hours of Sunday as I saw fit.
W. ald you say that I wag making * absolute, wholesale, un-
conditional surrender”? I think not, and I am sure that 1
should not think. that I liad either surrendered or compro~
mised. And this is precisely our position today. Dragged
into court, without our consent, of course, and threatened
with the penalties of the statute law, we declare that we
have done no wrong, that we are clearly within our natural
right, and, furthermore, that there is no principle of funda-
mental law that will allow ns to be subjected to the paine
and penalties of the statute law.

Another mistake of yours is in supposing that hitherto
those who have so lived together in this State have not been
regarded as married, to all intents and purposes, and that,
should we succeed in establishing our right to live together
without compliance with the statutory provisions regulating.
marriage, we shall have driven another nail in the coffin-lid
of Liberty by making it a principle of Kansas law that par-
ties so living together are bound for life, and that from that
marriage there is no escape save through the legal door.
This is already the fact. In several suits regarding the in-
heritance of property, and under the bastardy laws,. it has
been held by the lower courts that such marriages are valid.
In other words, these unions are already held to be valid so
far as duties are concerned, and, if we succeed in our fight,
it will be established that in the matier of rights they are
also valid, a of p stion, and against such par-’
ties the fornication laws would be inoperative. A’decision
in our favor will not impose a single additional restzaint,
and, on the other hand, it will remove some disabilities and
in every way help the cause of progress. As matte now .
are, al ng

3 Al il )
less amenablé to the laws against bigamy aad adulf
short, my dear sir, whoever live together in the sexual
tion are regarded by the law as
rights, the legitimacy ol » b Y, ¥, and
vorce are concerscd. By the “law’ I mean the whole body.
of-it, not e particular statutes of any State. In our case
we sro prosecuted by those who are ignorant of natural
8¢ of the common law and the almost innumerable: court
decivions sustaining our position, They know only the'
dlesome, barbaric, statute law, and they
thay compliance with those statutes alon:
riage. - They do not understand our pos:tion that
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“as he may choose on Sunday, he would establish to
_-constitution that, if he lives with a woman, he is mar-
_ ried to her, he would establish his slavery (and hers

_ ®lready as far as duties are conceined, Kansas law is

case. If so, then Mr. Walker’s de‘ugn of bringing
_ Kansas into line with tie eighteen Siates to which he

‘ State marriage as the only allowable m'm-iage Such
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the suceseding steps in reform, among which is the settle-
ment of all marital difticulties by mutual agreement or arhi-
tration.  7Then wili the divorcing machinery of the State
rust in inaction,

In the logical order of progressive roforms comes, first, the
recognition of the right of mea and women %o marry them-
selves; next, the recognition of their right to manage their
own hume affairs (a right denied by the Comstock postal
statutes and similar legislation); and, next, their right to
unmarry taemselves when they discover that their happiness
is no longsr subserved by their union.

Lillian Harman and 1 are making a dofeasive fight for the
first of these rights, as Heywood and others have for the sec-
ond. We have no oceasion, and we hope that we may never
have, to enter the lists in behalf of the third. But the need
and the hour will bring the man and the woman, I doubt not.

In conclusion, iy comrade, I shall be most sorry to forfeit
yonr friemdship and your confid and shall miss, if you
withhold it, your public commendation, but each must he
tr\ic to his or her own conviction and follow the light that
hetns she sees, let the ¢ onseguences be what they may.

*iut it seems to me that you must, after reading this, lock
atithis matter in a somewhat different light from that in
which you were viewing it when you wrote your letter. The
fa¢ts that [ see are very different from those that you thought
At least, so it appears to me.
Very cordially yours,

E. C. WaLkEx.

Instead of modifying my views, this letter on the
cdntrary betrays more clear'v than before the retro-
gilessive nature of Mr. Walker’s defence. He may de-
fine the word “marriage” to suit himself; I have not
thie slightest objection. But when he attempts to prove
himself legally married, he does not define the word
himself, but accepts the definition which the State im-

thing with which he has been doing battle and in de-
hnee of which he formed his union with Lillian Har-
an. That when this union was formed Mr. Walker
d not regard it as that “agreement between a man
hd a woman to live together as husband and wife”
hich he now calls “the essential element in mar-
age,” and that he did regard it as the opposite of a
wal marriage, is clear from his words during the
eremony :

She [Lillian] remains sovereign of herself, as I of myself,
il we severally and together repudiate all powers legally
mferred upon husbands and wives. In legal marriage
oman surrenders hersclf to the law and to her husband,
ul becomes a vassal.  Mere it is diferent; Lillian is now
ade free.

‘That the present position is a retreat from the one
s arnounced at the ceremony is too plain for argu-
pent. That it is a surrender of the principle of An-
rehisme is equally plain. It is true that Mr. Walker
id not ask the State for leave to live with Lillian

vith her on other than its own terms, he declares that
e accepts its terms, whereas his previous battle has
been for a rejection of these terms,—terms that are
n a high degree tyrannical and Archistic. Iis anal-
gy in regard to the Sunday law is no analogy at all.
In establishing his right under the constitution to do

that extent his freedom, but in establishing under the

also). A rather vital distinction, I fancy!
If parties who live together in Kansas are married

very different from that of Massachusetts and many
other States. But for aught I know it may be the

‘refers amounts only to an acceptance of the duties
of legal marriage provided the privileges thereof are
granted also, which is & still further recognition of

change, instead of causing the marrying machinery

o fall into disuse, would render it stronger than ever
by making it more consisten’.

‘Mr. Walker’s idea that it is the logical order of re-
form' to first: establish the liberty of legal marriage
and then the liberty of legal divorce is a little more
absurd than that of A hists like Put y Who pro-

) es and. then abohab tmhon

! class, and that the main mass of the people, patient and

himself conspicnous by opposition to such methods of
reform; his acceptance of them now is another proof
inat he has turned his face towards the past. I can-
not turn my face to keep him company cr give him
countenance; my course is straight on. le may sur-
render, it he will; T propose to continue the war. We
Anarchists are too poor to spare mouney for the vindi-
cation of the right of men and women to enslave
themselves. Al who contribute to the Lucifer De-
fence Fund will be doing just that and nothing less.
It is painful to be obliged to give such warning, but I
caution all Anarchists against it. T,

What Could We Do Without Police?

The first question proposed by almost every oune,
when told that the Anarchists advocate the abolition
of all government, is what would you do without police-
men, what would you have to protect us from thieves
and desperadoes. The Anarchists usnally answer that
under just conditions thieves and desperadoes will for
the most part disappear; that from the few that remain
voluntary asscciation of citizens will be sufficient to
protect society; that the worst class of criminals is
not the small, disreputable ones, but the large, honor-
able, respectable thieves, for whose benefit the govern-
ment exists. But now evidence is accumulating to
show that the State not only causes and favors the
growth of the wealthy class of criminals, but that it
directly encourages the depredations of the poorer

long-suffering, is continually being crucified between
the two classes of thieves,

Must the “Sun’’ make war once again on the gangs ol this
city? On Tuesday the Young Men’s Cathedral Association
of St. Rose of Lima went upon an excursion to an island in
the Hudson. Year after year this association has spent one
day in each twelvemonth in this manner, and always peace-
ably.and nappily; but this time its trip was marred by dis-
order. -Some members of a notorious gang of desperadoces,
calling themselves the ‘“ Short Tails,” smuggled themselves
on the boat, got drunk, and began to fizht. It was <n impo-
sition on the members of the association.

The “*Sun’ is entirely ready and willing to take up the
cudgels again against these gangs, but, if it does so, it will
not put them down again until either the gangs are broken
up or the police officials who fail to quell this form of law-
lessness are brought to task for negyligence.”

1t is a notorious fact that scarcely an excursion of
working-people leaves New York or vicinity for a day’s
pleasure without some of these gangs getting aboard
and causing such trouble as in the affair of Tuesday,
and that in every case, as in that- case, they are coun-
tenanced in their disturbance by the police, who are
supposed to protect the interests of the citizens. The
people have not only the gangs, but the police, to con-
tend against,—but what could we do without the
police?

1ie members of these gangs nusually rep esent part
of the constituency of some “honorable” gentlemen
for whom they do valiant service at e'sction timrs
after the distribution of “free beer,” and the po’ice
are appointees of the same honorable gentlemen; zon-

those of the ordinary citizens, whose function in the
social economy consists in being fleeced. In the ex-
cursion to Oscawanna Island the Hon. Tim Camybell’s
police set; free the Hon. Tim Campbell’s “heel.rs” as
fast as the injured citizens locked them up,--und yet
what could we do without the police?

Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty, but why
should we voluntarily increase the number of those
against whom vigilance is necessary, endow them with
extraordinary powers over our lives and property? If
it i8 necessary, as the “Sun” admits, that we must pro-
tert ourselves against the gangs, is it also necessary
that we inaintain a costly police force to aid the gangs”?
Is it good war tactics to aid in increasing, at such
great expense to ourselves, the strength of the enemy?
But these Anarchistic theories are only impracticable
dreams; the practical perscn, who has bsen sleeping all
the while, now wakes up, raises his head, and, looking
at us with owllike solemnity, confounds us with the

‘terrible question: “What covld wc do without the

sequently their interests are identical, and oppored to

““Scientific Socialism?’: A Farce in Three
Acts.

Having scen the announcement in a New Haven paper
that Dr. E. B. Aveling and his wife, Eleanor Marx Aveling,
were to appeir in their well-hnowa réles of ““scientific so-
cialists ” in that city, and anticipating much extraordinary
fun, I made up my mind to go taere and enjoy it.  *Come,”
said T to a friend, * come and sen wi low little wisdom
the world of State Socialism is governed.” ““Ah! you are
wicked,” responded my friend, ““ chis tising is anything bug
amusing to me. I cannot laugh when I hear such silly and
childish nonsense as the notions of the political theologists
Iabelled ‘ seientifie socialism ' and presched in the most se-
rious and solemn manner to a truth-seeking and earnest, but
easily mystitied, people.”  Uleft him to his grief.

On reaching New IHaven, T hurried to the hall. I was
pleasantly surprised to meet there Dr. Gertrude B. Kelly
and all the Anarchists of that place. They had come to see
and be seen, hear aud be heard. Dr. Aveling having dig-
tinetly told the reporters that he invites discussion and erit-
icism, our friends accepted the challenge und were ready to
give him every opportunity to prexch his gospel. That the
Anarchists are not afraid of competition in ideas the people
of New Haven well know, for the Anarchist meetings were
chietly noted for the lively discussions and hot debates which
were encouraged in every possible way. What the policy
and methods of the Stute Socialists are—they were soon to
learn.

A wornd from the chairman, and the crusade against com-
mon sense began. Dr. Aveling is an eloguent speaker, bat
he is nothing more. He made a vigorous attack upon the
‘¢ capitalistic system,” which he very properly held respon-
sgible for all the evils and wrongs that afflict society, and the
remedy he found —in the abolition of afl private property!
“This was a pretty how-do-you-do.” Dr. Aveling certainly
failed to show that private property is in any way respon-
sib.e for the crimes and atrocities of the ‘‘capitalistic sys-
tem,"” which, to any one who knows what he is talking about,
means monopoly and legal privilege, and nothing else. Bug
the logic of * Scientific State Socialists’’ is peculiar.

Speaking of the philosophy of Karl Marx, which he charac-
terized as the philosophy of the nineteenth century, and of
his discovery of surplus value (others before Marx have dis-
cussed and written about it), he took oceasion to denounce as
a relic of barbarism the so often raised objection that so-
cialism is a foreign growth, an imported commodity, un-
American, or “not English, you know.” Germany being
preéminently the land of science and philosophy, it is but
natural that the grandest and greatest discovery in economic
science should be made h_v' a German philosopher. But Dr.
Aveling neglected to add that there is another kind of Social-
ism, Auarchistic Socialism, which is both American &nd Eng-
lish. The philosophy of State Socialism is the embodiment
of the military spirit, of the lovo of artificialism, discipline,
equality, which is certainly a characteristic of German civili-
zation. The English phil hers and the Ameri revolu-
tionists are the fathers of Anarchistic Socialism, which is
really the philosophy of ihe nineteenth century, and which
is the embodiment of the spirit of industrialism, or voluntary
coiperation.

Dr. Aveling emphatically denied any solidarity with the
Anarchists. He is as bitterly opposed to Anarchy as he is to
the present system, “ which practically is Anarchy.” Educa-
tion, agitation, ranization, and political action are the
methods of the State Socialists. He endorsed the Knights of
Labor, the eight-hour agitation, the Henry George boom, in
short, ev 2ry popular movement. ‘This is hardly in accordance
with s~ _ntific strictness, but prudential considerations de-
~nasrted such a course,

The ‘‘daughter of her father’ then appeared. Ske said
ber piece in a way that charmed everybody. One profound
remark was that nobody shall bave a right, under Socialism,
to call humar: beings his ‘‘ hands,” but everybody will have
the right to call his own hands “my hands,” because he will
produce something useful or beautiful with them. We were
also informed that society will control the thoughts as well
as the actions of its members.

While Mrs. Aveling spoke, the arrangements for the finale
wove completed The actions of the managers aroused our

hing was being pl I went up to one
of them and told him of our intention to reply to Dr. Aveling.
“What!"” exclaimed the frightened Socialist, *‘do you want
to preach Anarchy at our meetings?’’ * Dr. Aveling invited
discussion,” I quietly reminded him, but was augrily told
that we should only be permitted to ask questions. Thir did
not satisfy us. We announced to the meeting that Dr. G. 3.
Kelly wished to make a few remarks on the lecture. The
chairman regretted that he was ~ompelled to deny Miss Kslly
this privilege, but criticism was not included i» the pro-
gramme. We then moved that the house take action upon
1he matter, but the authoritative statement from the chair
that the house does not control, but is controlled, settled the
‘matier. Dr. Aveling, with a forced smile, explained to the
mecting that they have ‘‘organized’ and must follow the
original programme. ‘Wao, unlike the Anarchists, believe
in organization, and we <o not propose to diwrgtnim now
just to please Miss Kelly.”

police? GerTRUDE B. KELLY.

Continved on pagé 8,
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Continued from page 3.

greab e:.'.d to which all political movements should be subordinated as a simple
means.”

Such is, in its simplicity, the fundamental thought of the International Associa-
tien of Working-People.

One can understand that Mazzini has been obligsd to curse it; and this is the
second crime with which we reproach him, while recognizing, however, that, in
cursing it, he has obeyed his conscience as prophet and priest.

But, while rendering justice to his incontestable sincerity, we must affirm that,
in adding his invectives to those of all the reactionists of Europe against our un-
fortunate brothers, the heroic defenders and martyrs of the Commune of Paris,
aad his excommunications to those of the National Assembly aud of the Pope
against:the legitimate claims and the international organizaiion of the workingmen
of the entire world, Mazzini has definitively broken with the revolution, and has
taken his place in the international reaction.

In the course of this work, cxamining one by one his grievances against our
admirable Association, T shall endeavor to lay bare the emptiness of the religicus
and political doctrines of the yrophet.

To be continued.

THE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY.

By STEPHEN PEARIL ANDREWS.

PArT FIRST.
THE TRUE CONSTITUTION OF GOVERNMENT

IN THE
Sovereignty of the Individual as the Final Devzl of P tism, De-
. Jracy, and Socialirm,
INTRODUCTION.
This little treatise on the True C of Gove was delivered as oue of the
regular course of lectures befon‘: the New York Mechanics’ Insti for the present winter.

1t is now published as the int, of d series of p

a pre-
senting certain new principles of socigt.y, which it is the belief of the author are eminently |.

adapted to supply the felt want of the present day for an adequata solution of the existing
social disturbances. For the principles in qaesticn. either as m‘iﬁal discoveries, or else as
presented in a new light, as solvents of the knotty questions which are-now puzzling the
most capacious minds and afflicting the most b ! hearts of Chri d the author
confesses his very great indebtedness, and he believes the world will yet gladly confess its
indebtedness, to the genius of Josinh Warren, of Indi‘.mal who has been engaged for more
than twenty years in testing, almost in solitude, the g 1 op i d fon of
children, in the sphere of commerce, and otherwise, of the principles which we are now for
the first cime presenting prominently to the public. .

Tt has Leen the belief of the author that there are in the rauks of those who are denomi-
nated Conservatives mseag who sympathize deeply with the objects of radical reform, but
who bave never identified themselves with the movements in that direction, either because
they have not seen that the practical measures proj by the advocates of reform con-
tained the el s of , or else 1 they have distinctly perceived or intunitively
felt that they did not. They may have been repelled, too, by the want of completeness in
the programme, the want of scientific exactness:in the principles announced, or, finally, b;
the want of a lucid conception of the rval nature of the remedy which is needed for the mani-
fold social evils of which all confess the existence'in the actnal condition of society. If there
are mim‘is. ir]n thtis Po‘sition,‘ minds more rigid than others in their demands for r!ecise and

Firat in the religious, then in the political, and finally in the social
men new doctrines have thus been broached, which are full of promise
ful, and full of alarm and dismay to the timid and conservative. This ¢ g
marks the broadest division in the ranks of mankind. In Church and State
social life the real parties are the Progressionists and the Retrogressionists, 4
whosy most brilliant imaginings are linked with the future, and those whose sweel-
eat remembrances bind them in tender associations to the past. Catholic and
testant, Whig and Democrat, Anti-Socialist and Socialist, are terms which, in their
origin, correspond to this generic division; but no sooner does a new classification
take place than the parties thus formed are again subdivided, on either hand
the ever-permeating tendency, on the one side toward freedom, emancipation, and
progress, and toward law and order and immobility on the cther. : 5
Hitherto the struggie between conservatism and progress has seemed doubtfs!
Vietory has kissed the banner, alternately, of either host. At length the serrig
ranks of congervatism falter. Reform, so called, is becoming confessedly more por
tent than its antagonist. The admission is reluctantly forced from pallid lips
revolutions — political, social, and religious — constitute the programme of the coms
ing age. Reform, so called, for weal or woe, but yet Reform, must rule the hour
The older constitutions of society have outlived their day. No truth comm
itgelf more universally to the minds of men now than that thus set forth b,
lyle: “There must be a new world, if there is to be any world at all. 'That h
tx'nings in our Europe can ever return to the o)1 sorry routine, and proceed witl
any steadiness or continuance there,—this sm: 1l hope is not now a tenable one
These days of aniversal death inust be days of universal new birth, if the ruin-iy
not to be total and final! It is a time to make the dullest man consider, and
himself, Whence he came? Whither he is bound? A veritable ‘New Era,’ o
foolish as well as to the wise.” Nor is this state of things confined to Eur
The agitations in America may be more peaceful, but they are not less profom
The fcundations of old beliefs and habits of thought are breaking up. The
guarantees of order are fast falling away. A veritable “new era” with us, too,
alike impending and inevitable.

To be continued.

IRELAND!
By GECRGES SAUTON.

Translated from the French for Liberty by Sarah E. Holmes.
Continued from No. 87. .

She broke down now with joy.
intirely artificial, her rapidity, her energy, of the moment before, was the result
of a passing excitement of the nervous system, and, under the shock of the news
that her son lived, she fell again into her usual feebleness. So mach sorrow in
such tragic circumstances had preyed upon her; her sleepless nights, haunted with|
funereal visions, anu her continued fasting had exhausted her. T
The Duke, who lacked patience, detested these fainting-spells, which he could
scarcely tolerate in the ladies of his own society, and he coarsely invited her to
st? this affectation.
es, her son existed; he would even recover. She had better luck than an hon-
est woman.
“Thanks, thanks!” said she, with effusion. ) .
“No, do not thank me. He will recover. He is up and in good condition. "A |
hard head; but bullets will penetrate it, nevertheless; powder has more expansive
force than the arms of an old woman, although animated by a mad desire for

nee.”

P p P T ary.to action, it'is from such that the anthor anticip the
most sordial reception of the el P ded by Mr. Warren, so soon asthey are seen
in _their ti and int with each other.
Believing that these principles will justify the assumption, I have ventured to place at the
head of this series of pubtications, as a general title, * The Science of Society.”
The propriety of the use of the term *“Sci ’’:in such a ion may be q y
some whom habit has accustomed.to apply that term to a much lower rapze of investiga-
tions.,  If researches into the habits of beeties and tadpoles, and theirlocalities and conditions
of existence, are entitled to the diguified appellation of Sci inly similar h
into the nature, the wants, the adaptations, and, 8o to speak, into the trve or requisite moral
and social habitat of the spiritual animal called Man mus. “e, if conducted according to the
rigid methods of scientific induction from observed facts, equally entitled to that distinction.
he series of works, of which this is the first in order, will deal in no vague aspirations
after ‘‘the good time coming.” Th? will propound defini les which-d d to b
regarded as having all the validity of scientific truths, and which, taken in their co-relations
with each other, are adequate to the solutic. of the social probl If this p ion e
made good, the importance of the subject will not be denied. If not well founded, the Gefi-
i of the propositions will Le to a speedy and svccessful refutation.
8. P, A.

43, q

")

NEw YORK, JANUARY, 1851,

THE TRUE CONSTITUTION OF GOVERNMENT.

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: - oy ) .
The subject which I propose to consider this evening is the true constitution of
hu.oan government. . j
Every age is a remarkable cne, no doubt, for those who live in it. When immio-
bility ‘reigns most in human affairs, there is still enough of movement to fix the
-attention, and even to exeit: nder of those who are immediateiy in proxim-
ity with it. - This natural bias in favor of the period with which we have most to
all minds, that the present epcch is'a marked transition from an old to a new
8 e gray dawn of the new era date back,
“indeed; beyoud the lifetims. of ‘the presen £g‘ehe:"t-.t,ion. The first streak of light
he:dense darkness of the old régime was the declaration by
ight of private judgment in matters of conscience. The
pon the ol g?rtent ‘of impending. revolu-
Ham; Cromwell,
 political rights in the people

, | his neck.”"

be | her cause, “ Michael did not desert. I assure you, he came to embrace me. Yes;

and others of tke divine:
them- | Ouly do not make the imprisonment too hard.” -

'} compl

“You say that bulleis?” . . . . s

She suspended her question, not daring to ask, and the blood hummed in her
head, blinding her with a veil through which lights bewilderingly danced.

“ (C)%rtainly, bullets,” repeated the Duke; “twelve.”

3 l ”» . -

“That is the number {or a soluier who deserts, and a thirteenth if the dozen are
not sufficient.”

Edith. forced back her tears, which then flowed into her mouth, causing a spasm
which choked her. ;

“My lord,” said she, endeavoring to find words, anci feeling the hopelessness:of

to embrace his mother.” )
“His mother Ireland!” ;
“No, no, . . .. 1v‘ou are mistaken, . . . . that is all. Torture me, kill me for

having attempted the life of a soldier of the king, but let him live! let him live!™
Newington laughed, showing his ferocious teeth, and, shrugging his shoulders,

continued:- :
“Ah! for what kind of a simpleton do you take me? Pay attention!”
«I swear to you”. ... :
“Come; don’t ‘perjure yourself, especially as it is useless. He has submitted

ap. examination, and has confessed.” :
“Under. the hideous pressure of the tortures which you inflicted upon him.”
«“ My no means, of his frec will. He even boasts of it.”
“My God! My God!” exclaimed Edith, sobbing. e
But she would have lost her time in weeping. Falling on her knees, with clasped

hands, she dragged herself at Newington’s feet. T

“Pardon for hirn1” she exclaimed; “pardon!”

“T wm wiliing1” said the Duke. . . .

“Ah! T bless you!”

“Wait a moment. = It depends on you whether I accord it.”

“On me!” ’

“Yes.” . It ;

“Ah!  You are cruelly jesting. Truly, you would not . . . . An.unfortunate

woman so tried.” ! ! e

«T speak seriously.  Your son will not die if it is your desire that he live

“If it"is my desire! - But'do you doubt it? Is that the way to talk to a 'mother?

t, or of ‘transporﬁtat)ion, or:of axx!e, n

“Jt.is not a it of impr y
te, untrammeled liberty, ofnthe run of the fields, with the bridie thrown
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“We will leave the country. With courage we will work, we will hire ourselves
out on the farms,”

“'There is to be an important meeting on Christmas at Treor’s house,” inter-
upted the Duke; “I want to be present clandestinely, and I count on your help
or this purpose.”

“Trengon!” cried the miserable woman, the blood mounting in her cheeks up to
ar forehiead, causing her tanned skin to flame as deeply as if the rays of a blazing
hearth had fallen upon it.

+You admit alrcady that there is a conspiracy!” snid N& .ngton, infiating his
oice and with his steely look withering Edith, who, thinkiny of her child, tried to
rook the offence of the proposition whish he addressed to her, and answered with
gravity aud dignity:

#To introduce anywhere one who wiskes to conceal Limself for the purpose of
earing what would not be said in his presence, and of capturing some seeret or
other, is to betray!” )

“ Y;)u find tault with it,” said the Duke; “so much the worse for your son!”
“Oht”

“You refuse?”

“T refuse.”

“8o be it!"”

And the lord turned towards & door.
“Where are you going? What are you going to do?” asked Edith, running
hfter him and seizing him by the elbow.

But Newington did not answer. At the entrance to the park a sentinel was
tratching. Pointing to a long wall in front, made white at night by the reflection
f the castle lights, the Duke said:

“Let them take the prisoner from his dungeon and lead him down to the wall
Fouder, with a tantern on his chest!”

“No! no! 1 do not wish it!” cried the poor, unfortunate mother, turning towards
he soldier and commanding him with a gesture not to obey.

“Twelve balls,” pursued ingui

ewington, “will extinguish the candle!”

“No! no! I do not wish it, I do not wish it!” repeated she, and, clinging to the
soldier, she preveated him from executing the order of the general, trying to move
hinr’li to pity that he might refuse this murderous commission, this executioner’s
task.

But the Duke, elbowing her aside, quickly disengaged the soldier, to whom he
gave again his pitiless command.

‘ To be continued.

The Melbourne Anarchists’ Club.

A Urief sketch of the origin and progress of the Melbourne Anarchists’ Club will doubtless
be of interest to our friends who reside in the land of **the stars and the stripes””; and for
hat reason I acquaint you with the following facts.

In the latter end-of April last, two or three of the Melbourne A hists met to
bhe advisability of forming an organization of some sort for the purpose of meeting to ex-
" jehange our thoughts and to make them known to others. With that object in view, Mr.
F. P. Upham, Mr. W. C. Andrade, and myself called a meeting of friends by word of
fnouth ”’ to take the necessary steps for carrying out our intentions. The time was particn-
“Jarly opportune ; for a brisk debate on the subject between Mr. James Donovan and myself
“Kad just been running in the * Liberator”’ for three or four months ; the local government

just failed in gagging our freethought lecturer ; the legislators had aroused the intem-
" Jerate fanaticism of the temperance party with a new Liceusing Act, and a few riots by
means of a tyraunical Factories Act ; and the people were beginning to take stock”’ of
he lot of thieves they had just elected to ‘‘represent’” them, and were already feeling dis-
‘khatisfied. At such a season did these dissatisfied rebels meet to discuss ways and means.
As we had no funds to hire a hall, and as we were too widely scattered over the suburbs to
neet at the private dwelling of any one of us, we quietly gathered in a far-off corner of the
ksceular Hall on the evening of May 1, when the members and visitors of the Australasian
fcenlar Association were holding their weekly “club’” meeting. Besides a few Avchists,
hwho were watching onr proceedings with a sort of awe and wonderment, the following An-
archists were present : Mr. W, C. Andrade, Mr. I'. A. Andrade, Mr. T. O. Roper, Mr. F. P.
“{Upham, Mr. J. MeMillan, and Miss Wigraf. We decided, after a little discussion, to form
“Lourselves into a body to be known as the Melbourns Anarchists’ Club ; and we all agreed,
Lefore proceeding further, to adopt as a form of proceeding for our future deliberations that,
“J¢in accordance with strict Anarchist principle, only resolutions accepted unanimously he

- recoynized and entered on the minutes ;. ail others to he left to individual judgment.”

After this preliminary, { was chosen secretary, no further officers being appointed ; and the

to second the resolution, which he did, altbough he practieally neatralized it with qualifica-
vions, which, however, did not appear in print. This brought out a letter from myself in
reply, to which other members of the Club also appended their signatures, and a little con-
troversy ensued. The comie paper, * Punch,” entered into the matter with zeal, and on two
oceasions devoted leugthy rhiymes for our consideration. We have even provided themes
for a great number of the pulpits.

“The members of the Club have met each wecek, and public debates have been held, when
there have been discussed : “ Individualism or Communism,— Which will best further the
world’s progress?”’ “The Voting Swindle,” ““ What is Government ?2* ¢Paxation, and Who
Pays 19" “Coiperative Government” (by an opponent), *Theological Anarchy,” “The
Evils of Monopoly, and How to Remove Them,” *“The Political Lie,” * Natural Selection vs.
Political Sclection.” There has been also a set debate, to which an opporent challerged
me, upon the question : “Is Government a Necessity ¢ In addition to these may be 1ien-
tioned » paper which I read before the Australasian Secular Association at one of its usnz!
weekly debates, and which has proved my most successful effort,

Mr. James Donovan, with whom I carried on the recent controversy in the ‘““Liberator,””
when he defended Spencerianism, is now an out-and-out Anarchist, and with his exceptional
abilities is doing some powerful fighting on our side.

Our w2".  ers-roll has steadily increased from the first, and numbers are coming forward
to help us. Many of the State Socialists have heen diverted from political methods by the
force of our arguments ; and the maxim, Dox’t Vork, is becoming a familiarism. In 8ydney
(New South Wales) Anarchy is being discussed, and there is a prospect of a cluh being
founded there shortly, similar i0 ibe one in Melbourne. In New Zealand, the brave and
out-spoken Joseph Evison is doing tough work in tie exposure of political jobbery, and the
“Rationalist” is making a name for itself under his able editorship. Liberty '. cupy o1
which I posted to him) meets with his warmest ion. Freethin} have just been
taught a valuable lesson in politics. Robert Stout, formerly one of the most admired and
respected of Australasian Freethinkers, has just been sucked into the political maélstrom,
his parliamentary position having corrupted him as it does every other good man; and he -
is now a Knight,—a S1r Robert Stout,—and there is sore lamentation in the ca:np of hete-
rodoxy that this able and learned individual has strayed from the fold like a lost sheep.

Anarchistic sentiments are spreading everywhere; and I am constantly being informed
of persons in the country distriets who have recently embraced our ideas. Unfortunately
the * Liberator,” which at the outset allowed us the use of its colurans to report our dis-
cussions in, has now almost excluded them entirely, ad only the brief icl
possible. In other ways, besides this, the Anarchist principle of the “ boycott” is being ap-
plied to us; but somehow or other we manage to thrive under it, and have seriously con-
sidered the advisability of issuing a paper of our own. In the meantime, the excellent
little work of Michael Bakounine, “Ged and the State,” is doing good work among us;
Fowler’s and the other excellent paniphlets in “ Liberty’s Library ”” are lending their might,
and those whe have read your paper come seeking for more Liberty.

The Sydney “Freethinker” is opening its )} to us, and is ably championing our
cause; and, if the friends of freedom continue to show the zeal which they huve done al-
ready, it may not be long befors these colonies are dotted over with Anarchist Clubs, frater-
nally cobperating with each other as THE AUSTRALASIAN AS30CIATION OF ANARCHISTS.

‘Wishing success to our American fellow-workers,

Fraternally,
SouTH YARRA, MELBOURNE, AUGUsT 11, 1886.

DAvID A. ANDRADE.

Trouble in the Goat Herd.

There’s a rumpus among the goats. How the curious little beasts butt and bleat and
caper. Horns pop like castanets, and hair tlies like prairie grass in a whirlwind. Goatherd
Tucker and goatherdess Kelly (excuse me, Miss Kelly ; I suppose I should have said shep-
herdess, but there’s nothing sheepish in this crowd; and, besides, it’s far more poetical to
herd goats than sheep, if you only think so) rua hither and yon, administering the condign
with a right good will, but it doesn’t seem to mend matters.

Take it not to heart, O our leaders! We are naught but goats; what can you expect?
We will quiet down aud ruminate like lambs directly; and, when next you blow your pipe
of Pan, we will skip after you to the green hills as gaily as ever.

Let us analyze the row. It seems to me the epidemic started with Edgeworth, who
wouldn’t bleat right on rent, or cost, cr something of that sort. Comrade James gets a
sneaking fancy (very unbeceming in a goat) for old Shepherd Malthus who was so hard on
the lambs. Comrade Walker is down on the kids; doesn’t want 5o many around; they eat
up everything, and feed promises to be short anyhow; besides, they bother the old goats
g0 that they don’t know anything. Comrade Lum wants to stick his horns slap dab, regard-
less of consequences, into those hateful fellows who build the pens and do the shearing.

¢ Prospectus” which I had drawn up was accepted, subject to a few slight alt and

C le Warren wouldn’t hurt anybody ; wouldn’t say  Bah!” but rather hates to be called

subsequently printed for gr distributi A free cirenl library, of
pan:phlets by Ba i Fowler, 8 , Burke, and others, was instituted among the
members, and proved of great utility in many ways. Voluntary donations were taken up to

provide “sinews of war,” and the Secular Hall was engaged for Sunday evening, May 16,

a goat; would a good deal sooner be called a hircine quadruped, or clse a beast sui generis.
Comrade Yarros was peaceable at the start, but, after ruminating a while, gets his bristles
up, concludes we are too peaceable a herd altogether, wants to fight, and is disposed to wag
his horns at the herder as being too “ pacific.” He doesn’t care a tail-twist for the kid

-{at a moderate weekly rental, the pr lings on that ing consisting of several readi
by the members, followed by discussion in which anyone was invited to take part. A volun-
tary collection was taken up to defray expenses. A brief report was sent to the “ Liberator,”
and the editor of that paper inserted it. . reporter of our leading daily paper, the ** Age,”
‘was present, and he pnblished a brief and r kably . fair a t of the p di in the
 next day’s paper. The editor of the * Herald” (the *' penny-dreadful” of this city), having
seen the report in the morning contemporary, sent a meossenger for a copy of the Pro-
spectus,” and from these materials ted a most ional leading article, headed
4 An Anarchy Club,” in which it stated that our object is to * hoist a species of social ‘black
flag,’ order in a supply of red caps, and go on the rampage generally, each man doing that
ich seemeth right in his own eyes, without the slightest regard to the optics of his neigh-
bor.”” After half a eoluman more to the same effect, the writer went on to say that *“ we are
happy :and contented people,” and that Anarchy would only ‘“‘benefit the members of
+iminal classes,’’ concluding by calling «pon the inspector of police to * take a quiet look
ound and see if there are;any amateur. Anarchists about with an eye to the division of
vate property.” This little effusion of the scribe only srcceded in bringing out an able
ly from Me. F, P. Upham and i drawing public attention to our meetings, and thereby
popularizing them ; for few of our visitors have left us with a bad impression upon their
‘ery of the ‘*Herald,” one of them lamentingly stat-
ds “an judication that Secialism, which has wrought
' e ; ooting in Australia. The thin end of the
g ipserted, and, it % Bismarckian policy of repression b not adupted, we may
icipate & furth of Socialistic ideas, and of the insane proposals fathered
‘Mr: Joseph Anarchist Club."??" This appesred to tread on the sensitive
secular. A ie ‘of them moved & : ~“lution

q but iders goat pens the source of all our woes. And as for me;—the youngest
and meanest little billy in all the flock,—1 am so “ unco guid’’ and happy that grave sus-
picions are aroused that I may he part sheep after all. At any rate, I'm not social enough, —
that’s flat! Don’t bother about me, my good herder. I'm full-blooded goat. It’s all hered-
ity and habit. I was born marked like a sheep, and, when I was a little kid, they let me
run with the lambs, and that's what’s the matter. And now, ‘unkindest cut of all,”" Colly
“X* has slipped his dogskin and collar and is kickirg up his heels with the rest of the flock,
v-ith whom he must bide hereafter. Alas, my comrades, we're a bad lot!

But, after all, why should I say so? We are good fellows, every nanny's son of us, and
we all know it, and trust each other. Let a dog but show his muzzle, and our defensive
mutuality will be readily seen. :

Seriously, my comrades, no bad blood should arise because of these little differences,
which, as we are all individualists and fallible, must be expected. We are all agreed, 1
think, on these essentials, to wit: that individnal or self-happiness is the true object of ex-
istence; that this is possible only uuder conditions of liberty; that the State, being the
greatest of organized tyrannies, must go. Right here we split and differ, and between the
dynamite of Lum and the self-freedom that I advocate extends reom for a great variety of
methods, —space that promises to be well occupied. In Mr. Tucker we all know that we
have (even if he does cuff our ears pretty freely) a grand leader.  What matters it if he
does confine himself to fighting the State? Is it not better:so? If he runs on a narrow-
gaiige track, we must all admit that he ie a splendid locomotive, and, with Miss Kelly
attached as a charming tender, wilt “get there” in a hurry. Those who ride with him will
go direct. Those who get on the track must get off, or they will be suddenly assisted. He
will nieot the State some day, and there will be a bang-up collision.. Let him stay on his
track and go ahead, while the rest of us, horse and’foot,  jog along the by-roads, and tend "
to the needs of the surrounding country. 2 k ; W Loy,

- GRABAMYILLE, FLORIDA, AUGUST 29, 1886, Pl b
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Continued trom pagé 5,

The seene was decaidedly dramatie.  Being a dramatic eri-
tie, Dr. Aveling must have felt it very keenly. When asked
if he would cousent to meet the New Haven Anarchists in a
fair and public debite at any time that might suit bis con-
venience, he replied that it would be useless and unprofitable.
“I came to preach Nocialism, not to dnl).\tv with any of the
sehools that eall themselves Soeind

Well, Dr. Aveling, as you please. We are more than satis-
fied. The New Haven people had an object lesson. 'They
know the methods of the Aunarchists. They have now had
the ¢ pportunity of watching the workings of State Sorialism.
Let t.em choose. V. YARgoS.

['The New Haven experience had its counterpart in
Boston. The Avelings spoke in Faneuil Hall Satur-
day evening, October 16. Whken Dr. Aveling had fin-
ished his speech, I asked from the floor if questions
were allowed, The chairman consulted Dr. Aveling,
and then answered that questions were allowed, bat
only at the end of the meeting, after the speakers had
finished. Tt was easy to sée the motive of this. There
are no seats on the floor of Faneuil Hall, and the audi-
ence continually dwindles. At the end of the meeting,
of the theusand people who heard the speech only a
hundred wouid be present to hear the question. How-
evor, being an Anarchist and therefore an orderly
person, I tewsporarily subsided. Mrs, Aveling then
proceeded to supply the emotional part of the enter-
tainment, after which the chairman announced that
the remaining advertised speaker, Liebknecht, had
failed to make his appearance. Obviously this was
the proper time to listen to questions. But no. Be-
fore I could catch the chairmaxn’s eye or ear, he had
called on John Orvis as a substitute speaker, who in
turn was followed by the president of the Centrai
Labor Urion. As the latter sat- down, I asked the
chairman if my question would be in orler. He turned
again to consult Dr. Aveling, and, while he was thus
engaged, a few stray voices shouted for Cherrington,
a local labor agitator who, fired by the example of
Henry George, hopes to be the labor mayor of Boston.
This furnished the desired excuse, and the chairman
promptly said that, while Dr. Aveling would be glad
to answer my question, the voice of the many was for
Cherrington, and the voiee of the many must be heeded
before the voice of the one. Again X subsided, but
only to “bob up serenely” as soon as Mr, Cherrington
had concluded his brief but indispensable oration. It
was evident by this time that I “meant business,” and
8o, after another consultation, it was decided to face
the pestering Anarchist. Being recognized at last, I
Said:

“Y understood the speaker, in the carlier portion of
his remarks, to point out this as an essential difference
between State Socialism and Anarchism,-—that State
Socialism favors peace and legality as a method, while
Aanarchism favors force and violence as a method, I
wish to ask him whether he knows of anything in the
doctrine of State Socialism per se which mnecessarily
excludes violence as a method, and whether he krows
of anything in the doctrine of Anarchism per se which
necessarily includes violence as a method.”

D1, Aveling advanced nervously to the front of the
platform and replied .

“The answer to ‘=% question is short and simple.
I am not an advoce .~ .. State Socialism, and so carnot
answer for it. As .or Anarchism, I did not know that
it had any doctrines at all.”

And with this ad captandum and scientifically ‘sociads
istic retort, Dr. Aveling retreated to his seat amid some
applause and yells. As soon as quiet wa~ vestored, 1
rejoined:

“Such an answer us that is characteristic of a man
who believes in force rather than reason as a method
of settling the social question. Dr. Aveling makes no
other answer because he does not dare to.”

Although the doetor’s reply served his purpose of
catching thie crowd, it made every judicious State So-
cialist grieve. -A. number of those who sat on the
platform have sines confessed: to.me- that they were
ashsmed their champion’s cond

production.  And it was equally absurd for hin. ‘o say
that he did not know that Anarchism had any doc-
trines, since he had also stated in his speech that he
disagreed, not only with the methods ot Anarchimm
but with the ends of Anarchism. If he had answered
my first question seriously, T should have followed it
up with several others; but as the first sufficed to com-
pel the charlatan to reveal his true character, T saw
that there was no further good to be secured by pro-
longing the discussion. Thus, then, this incident ter-
minated.

But the most revolting part of my experience with
the Avelings was yet to come.

On the following Tuesday morning appeared con-
spicuously in the Boston “Herald” a communication,
over a column in length, signed by Edward Aveling
and Eleanor Marx Aveling. Thue first paragraph was
as follows:

To the Editor of the Herald:

When on Saturday night last we had fiuished speaking in
Faneuil Hall, your “ Cradle of Liberty,” a paper was handed
to us containing thirteen questions. It was headed: * Ques-
tions Americans are asking, Will you please make public
answer?”’ The paper was anonymous. We make it a rule
to take no notice of the hundreds of anonymous documents
received in the course of a year. Even had it been signed,
to answer thirteen questions at the end of a long evening
would have been impossible. But since Saturday these ques-
tions have been sent to the Boston ‘‘ Herald,”” and the name
of their propounder has been yiven. He is Mr. Benjamin
Tucker, editor of the Anarchist paper Liberty. We under-
stand fully that these questions are not put with any desire
to get at the meaning of Socialism, but we recognize the ne-
cessity of making I+ clear to Americans that Socialism and
Anarchism ave antagenistic, and we therefore take the op-
portuanity courteously offered by the editor of the ‘ Herald”
and “make public answer.”

Then followed a series of thirteen questions, which
(excepting one or two) were only exceeded in silliness
by the answers accompanying them. They were ques-
tions which I could not have asked under any cir-
cumstances, and many of my friends who read the
communication were only relieved of their fears re-
garding my sanity by reading the following in the
“Herald” of Tuesday afternoon:

To the Editor of the Herald :

The extraordinary communication in this morning’s ‘ Her-
ald,” signed by Edward Aveling and Eleano: Marx Aveling,
answering thirteen questions which they charge me with pro-
pounding, is one of the most remarkable outrages on an indi-
vidual’s private opinions that has ever come under my notice.
I not only never asked the questions therein printed, either
verbally or in writing, but T naver caused them to be asked.
In fact, until I read the “Merald” at eleven o’clock this
merning, T had never seen or heard these questions. The
only question that I have put to Dr. Aveling since his arrival
in America was one that was asked in Faneuil Hull last Sat-
urday night, which his own friends say that he distinctly
evaded. Purther, the questions now answered by the Ave-
lings do not represent my opinions at all or the doctrines of
the Anarchists. No intelligent Anazchist would have asked
tten: I do not know their origin, but they read to me very
mach like questions that State Socialists like the Avelings
would put themselves in order to avoid answering questions
really asked by their opponents. A discuscion in which the
Avelings can control what is said on both sides is the unly
sort of discussion upon which they are willing to enter.

BexNJasuN R. TuCKER.
BosToN, OCTOBER 19, 1886.

[Mr. Tucker's denial is enongh, but it should be added that
the “Herald”” had already learned that he was in no way
aeapousible for the questions p ded 8 day, and else-
where printed with the answers ot the Socialistic advocates.
The use of his name in connection with them was a blunder.
—Eonrror HERALD.]

Not only a blunder, Mr. Editor; in the eyes of the
law, it was also a crime. It is very t.rtunate for Dr.
Edward Aveling, Eleanor Marx Aveling, and the pro-
prietors of the « Herald” that I am an Anc:chist; for
if I were not, but, instead, a believer in the “legal
force” which they advocat- they would now be de-
fendants in a libel suit, and would soon be mulcted in
heavy damages to compensate me for this wanton out-
rage. A lawyer of high standing urged me to prose-
cute, and assured me that I would succeed; but of
course such procedure was out of the question. Leggl
force and bomb force are all one to me; I wou..! use
neither  except as u last resort. I am bound to add

rection treated me courteonsly and seemed disposed to
make amends. As for the Avelings,—well, the faﬂ 8
speak for themselves.

In conclusion, T have a question for William Mon is.
Hz is the most conspicuous figure in the manageméent
of the London “Commonweal,” a paper for which Pr."
Aveling is a prominent writer. He is also, to the best -
of my belief, a thoroughly sincere and honorable mgn.
To be sure, Dr. Aveling does not officially represent |
Mr. Morris, but he is intimately connected with hiim '
in the minds of ths people who read his paper; and I .
therefore ask Mr. Morris what he thinks of Dr. Aye-
ling’s conduct in America, judging it by the fapte’
above cited. I hope and believe that he will not {
low Dr. Aveling’s example by evading my questi

Since the for.going was put in type, a letter fr
Dr. Aveling has reached me, in which he does 1
have the grace even to apologize for his misconduy
but attempts to explain it by saying that he suppoj
the thirteen questions to have emanated from me
cause friends on the platform at Faneuil Hall and a
«Jferald” reporter had so informed him, and becayse
I was the only person in the audience wko mamﬁebrEd |

a desire to ask questions. This does not lessen ¢
awkwardness of Dr. Aveling’s predicament. In the
first place, either he is teo ignorant regarding Anar-.
chism to warraut him in publicly discussing it, or eles
the nature of the thirteen questions must have rade: E
him so sure that no Anarchist asked thera that he
could not have honestly attributed them to me on th
strength of the unproven assertions of oiirers. In thP
secord piace, these questions, however absurd, bore no
evidence of malice, and therefore Dr. Aveling, if ‘
saw fit to depart from his rule not to notice anony
mous communications, should have respected the wri
ter’s anonymity. And, in the third place, it was ju
as unwarrantable in him to make a libelious statemept
about me which he did nat know to be true as it wou
have been had he known it to be alse. Yet, after u
serupalously making this false statement without firg
sufficiently investigating it, he now, with an imp
dence seldom parailzled, writes to rebuke my lack
“common fairness” in sending my deuial to the “Hd
ald” and other papers before consulting him. Dj
Aveling may wriggle as he will; he has enabled me §
drive him into a corner, and I propose to hold hi
there.— Eprror Liexry.]

The Winsted “Press,” commenting on the Walke]
Harman case, says: “The fact that, at common law,
contract and ¢t iion constitute valid mavriasgy
and the further fact that the canon law of the Romal
Catholic church gives ecclesiastical sanction to suc)
roarriage, would seem to open an easy way of esca
from the unpleasant predicament in which these twjo:
young people find themselves; but, being stubbornlfy

ientious in the matter, they may not chcose:
avail themselves of a means which might require s
sacrifice of their principles, since to them the spec
merit of their conduct consists in the point that sk
are not legally married and never intend fo Je.”
friend Pinney, you thought you knew your man. * Wi It
I made the same mistake. E. C. Walker at large digt
scorn legal marriage, but E. C. Walker in Oskaloos|
jail asks nothing better. In a six-by-nine room the
moet “stubborn oonsclences » are apt to become phable .
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