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¥ n !m\« eges, o Liberty
‘Shines that high light wheredy the world is saved;
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee,”
JouN Hav.

On Picket Duty.

To & correspondent.—1I have consulted the passage
eforred to, and I understand your meaning. Dut, be-
ore complying with your wishes, I prefer to consult
our friends as to the advisability thereof, and- there-
ore must postpore till another .3sue.

_“Le Révolté” describes ne progress of Anarchy in
ustralia and compliments Comrade Andrade and his
Whut Gues tiuis mean? Does not “Le Ré-
" know thut these Australian fellows are not
ommumat. 5 bub inere bourgeois, like the editos of
{berty?
The spoeches of Fielden, Lingg, Spies, Neebe, Par-
8, Schwab, Fischer, and Eungel, made before Juige
ary on October 7, 8, and 9, have been published by
1. Foley, 260 W. Randolp‘* St., Chicago. The type
. is' exceedingly small, but the , "j\hlet is sold at the
low price of five vents.
fter the «Truth S&ker’s” verdict that, from the
idpoint of Anurchism, ¥ €. 'Walker’s recent con-
; uet was wrong and my view of it correct, Mr. Walker
ust find rather cold comfort in the support given him
y the “Truth Seeker” from tise standpoint of Secular-
. The way of the transgressor is hard.

“Qur thanks are due to B. R. Tucker,” writes ¢ Luci-
“fer,” “for his apparent efforts to get at the animus of
Jour position on the marriage question, but mach regret
tna’ he has thus far utterly failed to comprehend or ap-

reciate the real ‘object of our revolt against church-

“d-state rule in matters of sex.” This regret I share

nd: i failure I confess.

‘The letter of ieorge W. Searle in another column,
warmly commending Lysander Spooner’s “Letter to
Cleveland,” must be considered a rather remarkable

nfession, when it is remembered that the writer is
_regarded as perhaps the ablest special pleader at the

assachusetts bar and is therefore a conspicuous rep-
tatxve of that profession which Mr. Spooner scores

H. 8. Lake writes in the “ New Thought” that
glad to see that E. C. Walker has apparently
‘the variety views which it has been supposed
itherto entertained, and that he has taken to him-
*life-iong companion,’ it is to be hoped according
true laws of cunjugal union.” What Mrs. Lake
lad to see. I am sorry to see, but the important fact
‘Walker is that botk 5f us actually do see it and
others will se2 it,

Schmk of the C *ago police foree, whn

8, "eferrmg to \mreammng lettuis which he
ived from Communists: “If any of
npt the execuhon of thelr threats,

or rea]n it, they would not have contributed. They
had every reason to suppose that the defence would be
just the opposite of what it turned out to be. I donot
think that this was a deliberate attempt on the part of
Mr. Walker to get money under false pretences, but in
its results that is what it comes to.

Those New Political Forces, which John Swinton
never efers to except with capital letters, are already
by the ears. The committee appointed after the George
campaig to find them a common standing-ground gave
them for sure fouindation *the fatnerhor* of God and
the brotherhood f man.” Such pious p.2t' rm timber
as this was = ourprise to the German Socialists, and
thay promptly objected to its use, but the Irish Catho-
hes who are in the inovemient under Father McGlynn
and the <Jrish World” strenuously insist on a recog-
pition of their divine descent. The Wew DPolitical
Forces may not split upon this rock, but others will
confront theru scon.

A Liber«] having refused to contribute to the Walker-
Harman Dafence Fund for the reason that Walker is
trying to load down the American Secular Union with
Free Love and Anarchism, Mr. Walker asks him if it
has never occurred to him “that an organization is of
value only as it incarnates principles, and that the mo-
ment it beging to slur its demands, to cover its prin-
ciples, to veil its record, o vhseure its aims in  mist of
rhetoric, that moment marks the beginning of an ever-
accelerating rush down the declivity of Policy into the
fathowmless abyss of Dishonor.” Hag it never occurred
to Mr. Walker that this is as true of an individual as
of an organization? What rate of speed has the ever-
accelerating rush attained in his case?

The International Publiching Company of London —
that is, Henry Seymour —has favored me with a copy
of its latest puklication, the old Manifesto of the Com-
munists issued by Karl Marx in 1847. I cannot agree
with the London “Justice” that “it is well worth
buying,” but I can echo that journal’s words when it
says that it is most «musing—only I find it shameful
rather —“to vee advertised inside a whole set of Anar.
chist publications, when we remember that Marx is
the very Beelzebub to Anarchists.” That a professed
chamrion of Proudhon, who wriies his biography, sells
his portrait, and publishes selectiors from his works,
should also be foremost in circulating a pamphlet in
which Proudhion and all who agree with him are classed
ag “hourgeois osialists” and “hole and corner reform-
ers of the most varied and piebald character ” is enough
to make every serious Proudhonian hang his kead
in shame.

In & late number of Liberty H. M. Hyndman was
rebuked for confounding the teachings of Liberty with
those of Most and Schwab. Now his paper, the Lon-
don “Justice,” in commenting upon a recent article in

Liberty, says: “ Evidently the. Liberty and Property |

Defence League, the Manchester school of economists,
and the Anarchists are one and the same.” This in-
dicates advancing intelligence. Most and Schwab are
much nearer to Hyndman than to Libertv and Anar-
chism is much nearer to the Manrhester men than to
Most and Schwub. In principle, that is. Liberty’s
aim — universal happiness— is that of all Socialists, in
contrast with that ¢f the Manchester men— luxury

| fed hy misery. But its principle —individual sove-

tl*al of I.he Manchester ‘men, in contmst

! incipient socialistic marvel.

But individual soverexgnty, when logically carried out,
leads, not to luxury fed by misery, but v comfort fox
all industrious persons and death for all idle ones.

When the news of the arrest of E. C. Walker and
Lillian Harmar was first made known, and as long as
it was supposed that they intended to make a fight
againat legal marriage, they had the sympathy and sup-
port of Anarchists generally, and would have had that.
of Liberty, if a number had been issued in season. At
the same time the attitude of the “Truth Seeker” to-
wards them was one of indifference, neglect, or worse.
But when they made known their line of defence and
their determination to prove their legal marriage, they
at once lost the sympathy and support of the uncompro-
mising and unflinching Anarchists, and seriously weak-
ened themselves even with the milder type, and at the
same time they won the emphatic support and endorse-
ment of the ¢ Truth Seeker.” The respective attitudes
of Liberty and the “Truth Seeker” regarding legal
marriage have been well known, and it has also been
well known that E. C. Walker has stood squarely with
Liberty and against the “Truth Seeker.” Do not these
facts throw some light upon the yuestion whether or
not E. C. Walker has surrendered ?

It now appears that in the commumtv of the Credit
Foncier of Sinaloa it will be not only impossible to
have two wives, but very dangerous not to have any.
It was at first the intention of Owen, the Great Mo-
gul, to tax single men of thirty and over in order to
encourage marriage, but he abandoned this idea be-
cause the Credit Foncier looks with disfavor upon
direct *taxation. He says, however: “In answer to
whether we are in favor of ‘free love, our reply is
that we are certainly in favor of unvestricted love —
for love not forced —for love free to be wedded and
blessed; but when ‘free love’ is interpreted to be the
removing of restraint between the sexes, we are op-
posed. . . . The marriage contract with us will be
sacred. Mormonism and bigamy we do not tolerate;
and celibacy we regard with saspicion.” In accord-
ance with this idea, every colonist is required to sign
a pledge in the presence of two witnesses, whereby he
agrees to abide by a creed entitled *Our Principles,”
the thirty-fifth article of which is as follows: “Mar-
riage is the foundation of the home and of the State,
and its contract should be encouraged and performed,
free of charye, by the State; and every man should
have one wife, and every woman one husband, and no
more.” Yet I know people who are the most pro-
nounced free lovers and who sneer at the monogamic
idea, who nevertheless loudly sound the praises cf this
And T know others who
profess to be Anarchists, whose names are on the list
of stockholders. For instance, no sooner are H, W.
Youmans, J. K. Moore, and the Replogles, of Liberal,
Missouri, out of trouble in one community on account
of their free-love views than they forthwith take shares
in another, though warned in advance that they will
be proscribed. Is it possible that they have signed
“Qur Principles”? If not, do they propose to sign it?
How many people are there in the world, anyway, that
have any ideas which they are not prepared to contra-
dict at five minutes’ notice? - The marriage plank is
of the same timber as the rest of the platform. Alto-
gether, this Credit Foncier enterprise is the most arti-
ficial and authoritarian scheme of = cial reformation
that has been broached s.nce the collapse of the Oneida
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THE POLITICAL THEOLOGY OF MAZZINi

THE INTERNATIONAL.
By MICHARL BAKOUNINE,

MEMBER OF THE INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION 0F WORKING-PEorLe,

Translated from the French by Sarah E. Holmes.

Continued from No. 83,

Mazzini wust be very disconsolate. Hardly has he had time to launch his excom-
wunication against the International, when forthwith the archangels of public
crder sot themselves to striking him,

We know what has just happened at Naples. The International Association has
just been dissolved by a superior order, “ws a permanent offence against the laws
and the fundamental institutions of the country”; and this condemuation, pro-
nounced without trial by the simple good pleasure of the ministry, has naturally
Leen accompanied by minvte and fruitless searches and arbitrary mrests. In a
word, the public authorities have done their duty, and for the thousandth time, in
this century, society has just been saved.

No one ¢an be as much dismayed as Mazzim. For a revolutionist like him, in-
corrigible idealist though he be, it cannot br an agreeable thing to see a govern-
ment, of which he certainly cannot be a friend, thus transiate his theoreticel
wmaledictions into action. It is a great pity! But the principal cause must be
sought in the veligious and political theories of Mazzini, all the latest manifesta-
tions of which have made tlie entire reactionary press of Italy and Europe leap
tor joy:

Itj- is more than probable that the deed which has just been donc at Naples will
be soon reproduced in all the other cities of Italy. All the governments of Europe
are plotting today the ruin of the International, and already our adversaries in all
countries are beginning to cry, making or not making the sign of the cross:
“Thank God! it is dead!”

“The International is dead!” youw say. Ob, no; long live the International!
And it is you, dear involuntary allies, who are conducting in its favor, by your
atrocious persecutions and by your infamous calumnies, a propaganda far more
formidable than that which our poor means weuid ever permit us to carry on.

Notwithstanding the millions that the hireling press attributes with a ridiculous

aenerosity to tne General Council of the Association, sitting at London, we wust
say, alas! that the International is very poor. And whence should it get its mil-
lions? TIs it not the Association of misery and exploited labor, and has it not all
the rich against it? Admit it then, this holy poverty which is a sure guarantee of
its sincerity, of its honesty, a proof of its power. For, if the International is de-
veloped and progresses notwithstanding its undeniable poverty, notwithstanding
all the machinations of the mighty joined against it, it is because it constitutes
evidently one of those grand histurical realities. the vitality of which has its causes,
not in the artificial and more or less arbitrary combinations of sowe tens, or hun-
dreds, or even thousands, of interested, ambitious, or fanatical individuals, but in
the fatal development of society, the irresistible tendencies and needs of the cen-
tury; it is because it conlains in itself the future.
We have, then, full confidence in our inevitable triumph, which does not in the
least prevent us from understanding how urgent it is to propagate our principles
and organize the working-people’s forces. For, if we are convinced, on the one
hand, that true ideas, which are such only because they are the faithful expression
of the real development of humanity, must necessarily triumph, sconer or later, we
know also that they will obtain this triumph only because there are always found
at their disposal a certain number of individuals who are profoundly penetrated
with them, who are passionately devoted to them, who propagate them, and wko
aid in the spontaneous creation of new associations formed in their name. With-
out prejudice to the fatality which presides over all historical developments, the
initiative of individuals, conscious or unconscious instruments of the movement
which pushes and bears them on, has been and is still necessary to impregnate the
creative faculiy of the masses.

So, fully assured though swve are of the final triumph of the International Associ-
ation, we are very far from ignoring the urgency of active propagandism and a
social organization of the working-people’s forces. But it is precisely in the accom-
plishment of this duty that our poverty creates for us, alas! too often, insurmount-
able obstacles. -

Strikes ruin us, and jyet it is impossible either to anticipate or prevent them.
They are never or almost never the result of a plot, of a rash action, of a caprice;
they are the forced resu.: of the entire existing economic situation. Each day
more and mofe menaced in the last guarantees of their independence and even of
their existence, the workingmen well know that to -»mmence a strike, for them,
means to condemn themselves to inconceivable s:i7rings. But generally they
have no.other means of defending their miserable morsel of bread and the shadow
of liberty which the economic organization of society allows them. One more step
in thig path, progressive and prosperous for the happy holders of capital, but retro-
gressive and disastrous for them, and they would see themselves reduced to the
condition of serfs or of negroes. White negroes! such is the name which the
workingmen of the United States of America, of that democratic republic par excel-
lence, are now giving themselves. Or the other hand, it is evident to all those who
can comprehend and see that in this same social organization a fatal law and one
which no capitalist can escape without condemning himself inevitably to ruin,
forces indirectly all the money-lenders and directly all the conductors of industriai
enterprises, to base all their calculations on the progressive diminution of the liberty
and the bread of the workmen whom they employ. In the midst of frightful com-
petition, in this struggle of life and death where small and medium-sized capitals
are being swallowed up, little by little, in the pockets of the great bank-lords, all
profits are made exclusively out of the wages of the proletariat; and if the prole-
tariat did not defend itself with the energy of despair, it would find itself in a state
of slavery worse than that of the Middle Ages.

We foresee, then, that strikes will Lecome from day to day more universal and
niore formidable, until the very intensity of the evil shall produce at last the good.
And we not only cannot, but ‘we ‘ought not to prevent them. For strikes and all

ings, the keen misery, the hunger, the illnesses ard often death
consequences of them, are the most powerful and the most
terrible propagators of socialistic ideas among the masses. .~ -

Well! the Irternationalists hav 0 the help of their brothers of all coun-
tries, deprived of ‘work. They to give their last cent, and sométimes even
contract debts, 17:preve; m dvi. ‘hunger.. This ruing them. 7
. I it were known how | eagre funds they have had,

' their brota'e; th mm Paris from the

of God, but by simple and irresistible humay impulse. It was human brotherhood
concrete and direct.  Such is the practice of the International.

It is the ardent solidarity of a mass of obscure, ignorant, miserable workingmen
who, again raising very high the flag of humanity which the privileged and civilized
classes had let fall into the mud, are, at the same time, the strugglers, the victims
of the present and the founders of the future. 1t is the daily exercise of real love, 8
founded on the moest complete equality and on the respect of all for the liberty and
for the human dignity of each.  More ihan all the organizations and the prop:
ganda of principles, this love each day practised by the scetions of all countrie
without any exception, reassures us concerning the near triumph of the Inte
national! ~

It will be understood, nevertheless, that this practice must leavn us very little
money for propagandism and the organization of the working-people’s forces. 11
it were known at what cost and sacrifice we publisiv our pamphlets, which are, |
natarally, read and paid for only by workingmen! The journals of the Interna-
tional —and there are many alreadﬁ', thanks to the zeal of our companions in all |
countries—are supported only by the few remaining cents which the workingmen |
deduct from the bread of their families. '

Such are our means of action. In presence of the immense task which is im-
posed upon us, and which we have accepted with passion, with happiness, relying
less on our forces than on the justice of the cause which we serve, these means
seem so ridiculously small that really there are moments when we could despair, if,
precisely at these very howrs of distress, our enemies and our persecutors did not |
come generously to our aid.

What has popularized the International in France since 1806, and especiall
since 1867? The persecutions of the Empire. And today, whut has made, and
what continues to make, the most powerful propagandism in our favor? First—
and here hats off —the heroic Commune of Paris,—the immense fact of this last
socialistic revolution, conquered externally for a time, but moraiiy everywhere §
umphant. It’has roused the popular masses, it has been unanimously greeted by *
the proletariat of all countries as the announcement of a near deliverance. But |
what has explained to the masses the true sense, the whole import of this revo-

lution? The official and officious press of all countries, the terror of the privileged S

classes, the Draconian measures of governments, and, finally, Mazzini himself. :
Mazzini had doubtless entertained the hardly generous intention of morally an--|
nihilating the Commune, which the government had susceeded only in killing in a
brutal manner. Has Mazzini attained his object? Not at all; he has, on the |
contrary, powerfully contributed to exali the Commune in the opinion of the ital-
ian masses. And today, always fatally bound up with the negative propagandism
of ihe reactionary press, he has just rendered the same service to the International.
He wished to destroy it, and he aids us in propagating its principles. Hardly a
year ago, except at two or three points isolated and lost in space, the existenc. of
the International in Ttaly was not even suspected. Now, thanks to the govern- §
mental vress and thanks to Mazzini above ali, no one is ignorant of it.

Mazzini is not contented, like the journals of the 1eaction, with frightening only '

the bourgeois. No, he and his partisans, scattered in very little groups in almost all
the cities of Italy, go to the workingmen’s associations to say to them: “Beware
of the International! It is the Devil!” Poor things! They do not know, then, |
that the Devil has been in all times the being who F_s most interested the human
race. Ah! the International is Satan in person; v.o must therefore make his ac-
quaintance as soon as possible!

And thus it is that, thanks to this furious hegative propazandism, in Italy, as
everywhere, an immense interest in the International is being awakened. today
among the masses. i

Our enemies have ploughed well; now is the time for us to sow.

In all the cities, and even in many of the country places, there will be found one, -
two, or three intelligent workmen, devoted to their brothers and who know how to
read; or else, in default of such, some young people born in the bourgeoise class, but
not penetrated with the perverse spirit which now reigns in this class,—in shert,
tc avail myself of an expression consecrated by Mazzini, some apostles inspired -
with a true love for the holy cause of justice and humanity, and who, the statute
of the International in their hands, will make it a duty to explain to the working-
people’s associations: )

1. That this pretended Devil claims for each worker the full product of his labor

finding it wrong that there shouid be in society so man{ men who, producin
Y

nothing at all, can maintain their insolent riches only the work of others.
The International, like the apostle, Saint Paul, maintains that, «if any would not
work, neither should he eat.” |

The International recognizes the right to this noble name of labor as belonging .
only to productive labor. Some years ago, the young king of Portugal, having |
come to pay a visit to his august father-in-law, was presented in the working-
people’s association at Turin; and there, surrounded by workingmen, he said to |
them these memorable words: “Gentlemnen, the present century is the century of
labor. We all labor. I, too, labor for the good of my people.” However flatter- |
ing this likening of royal labor to workin%)men’s labor may appear, we cannot ac- |
cept it. We must recognize that royal labor is a labor of absorption and not of
Eroduction; capitalists, proprietors, contractors, also labor; but all their labor.

aving no other object than to transfer the real products of labor from their:
workingmen into their own pockets, cannot be considered by us as productive
labor. In this sense thieves and brigands labor also, and roughly, risking every
da% their liberty and their life. N
he International clearly recognizes intellectual labor—that of men of science
as well as of the application of to industry, and that of the organizers and |
administrators of industrial and commercial affairs—as productive labor. ‘But it
demands for all men a participation as mucn in manual labor as in labors of the
mind, suited, not to birth nor to social privileges which must disappear, but to'the
natural capacities of each, developed by equal education and instruction. Only
then will dis::lppear the gulf which today separates the classes which-are called
intelligent and the working masses. .

2, The International declares that, so long as the working masses shall rem
plunged in misery, in economic servitude, and in this forced ‘ignorance to whick
econotnic organization and present society condemn them, all ‘the politic forms
and revolutions, without excepting even those which are projected ‘and promised
by the Republican Allianc~ of Mazzini, will avail them nothing. S

3. That consequently, m their own interest, material as well as moral, they
should subordinate all” political questions to economic questions, the materia!
r.ans of an education and an existence really human being for the prole
first <:ndition of liberty, morality, and humanity.- - : V
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only to consolidate thair own strength and to increase their profits; and
¥ that, consequently, the proletariat must take henceforth the divection o; its mwen affairs
into its gwen hands,
To be continued.

IRELAND!

By GEORGES SAUTON.

Transtated from the French for Liberty by Sarah E. Holmes.
Continued from No, 88,

In vain by touching arguments did the poor woman try to soften the soldier as
he moved away.  She vepresented her son Michael to him as a comrade, a soldier
also; and perhaps enrolled by chance in the same regiment, they might have be-
come good friends! The soldier, inflexible, automatic, did not slacken his steps
or swerve. She invoked his regretted mother, who was doubtless weeping at home
over the thonght that he was i1 the war; for, evidently, this was a war, ov, if not
today, would be tomorrow.

“In the name of that good woman, old like me, and whom you love, and whom

B vou would like to.embrace every day, and near whom youa wish to stay!” . . ..

“Enough of this!” interrupted the Duke, who thrust her back with a shove into
the little room where they had just been talking. .

Then, beside herself, she exclaimed :

“One may plunder, kill, unmercifully beat! Tt is the law of the strongest. But
such barﬁfins a8 this are another matter; they dishonor him who conceives and
imposes them even more than those who accept them1”

And, speaking to herself, she added:

“The life of those who trust in you, against the life of your child. Edith! what
a shame to believe yourself capable of hesitating! Michael, at such an ignomini-
ous p}l;ice, would refuse with indignation . . . . My lord, you are an infamous
wretch |

Suddenly a fresh change of view humbled her, and she resumed with more gentle-

§ ness and calmness:

“Pardon me, I am flying into a passion again. Iam sorry. My mind wanders,
do you understand? Pity! pity! I drag myself on my knees as I would before
God!”

Newington walked. the room rapidly backwards and forwards, silent, insensible.

«“Pity!” repeated she, “pityl”

He let her follow hime on her knees, and, when he hurried his steps, she fell on
her face on the carpet.

“Pity!” repeated she again while rising, having only this single word on her lips.

“Look!” simply answered Newington, stopping at last and pointing out to her
with his finger, in the park dimly lighted by the glimmer of a lautern, the advanc-
ing funeral procession,—the execution platoon, and, in the middle, Michael, his
{orehead bandaged with linen, wnd wavering still on his feeble legs.

He marched proudly, and, notwithstanding his mother’s cry, e did not tremble.

“'There!” ordered the Duke.

.They placed the condemned man against the wall and fixed the lantern on his
breast, hanging it on one of the buttons of his uniform.

“Ah! this is horrible!” zaid Edith, hiding_ her eyes in her hands.

 Decide promptly!” said the Duke; “bullets travel fast.”

“The abomination!” exclaimed she, unveiling herself now, and looking on in
stupor at this spectacie, at which she hoped to die.

“Hurry yourself!” said Newington.

\ T}!:e platoon, taking the regulation range, aligned itself twenty paces from
Michael.

“Grace! grace!” cried Edith, whose expiring voice was lost in the command of
a sergeant, and whose blood the snapping of the gun-locks froze in her veins.

“Present!” ordered the Duke himseif.

“No, no,” said the miserable woman, embracing Newington’s knees.

“ Adieu, mother!” cried the young man, in a very firm voice.

For her this was the supreme test, and, going nearer to Newington, she said, in
1 faltering voice:

“] consent!”

“For sure! Swear it to me!”

“T swear it to you!” she murmured.

'The Duke made a sign to the soldiers, who put down their arms.

She rose suddenly, holding out her arms to embrace her child; but the platoon,
forming in line again, led away the prisoner; and as she, in her astonishment, re-
proached Newington bitterly, with a look, for failiag in his promise, the Duke ex-
claimed :

) “] keep himn as a hostage. He shall leave the castle, free, when I leave Treor’s
1ouse.”

“If you leave it, my lord!” whispered in the recess of a door the Duchess Ellen.

And she withdrew in haste, satisfied and so radiant that Sir Bradwell, when ske
again entered the rooms where at last the ball was really being organized after a
{ashion, stopped her in passing.

“You are the demon incarnate,” he said to her, with a profoundly dramatic air,
at which she laughed, with all he:r heart, finding him comical, a boy, a big ridi-
culous boy, and inviting him not to borrow the phraseology of the theatre to use
with her, and especially of an old-fashioned, superannuated, silly theatre!

Then, changing her tone and manner, she asked seriously:

“Did I toke you by foree? Diid I seduce you by a criminal artifice, tempted by
culpable co juetries?”

Sir Richurd sighed, evidently in repentance.

"o Did T Jdream of you?” continucd she. «All the joy of my new situation, of
having at ained the object of my existence, that is to say, as the Duke has re-
proached me, riches, Inxury, power; astonished at my rile of lady of the castle,
1awned upon, feasted, rendered eager homage on ail hands, and surrounded by all
- sorts of adulation— did I encourage you more than the other suitors? Did I dis-
tinguish you even among the crowd of ‘gallants, young or old, who langunished
around me, strutting about or babbling their frivolities, telling of their hopeless-
néss and glooinily Javishing their compliments?

“Love! 1 did not: dream of least in the world. ‘The brilliancy of the re-
ceptions, the excitement of the ts, intoxicated me, fatigued me delightfully;

\ n the vortex of pleasures, the perpetuity of
t their rights, abdicated. Who, then, overturned
e with his p

“T-was mad!” said -Bradwel :
And you are mia ; 2 chess; “Thanks!"
< He prote . - .‘ of pure politeness, one would have said:

At least, express

to me your remorse for your conduct toward me. 1 was tranquil, happy, very
happy. A passion is born in yon, and, for the satisfaction of your desires, you
beset e, you overcome my resist y—for I defended myself, 1 struggled, you
must admnit, and it was by surprise, by violence, that you triuraphed!”

“1 admit it.”

“ After long, useless artifices, seeing that your sighs did not move me, that your
tears did not soften me, that your fever did not consume me, one nigh” . . .

“I beg of yon!”

“One night, during Newington’s absence, you forced the door of my chamber” . .

“Hush! I implore yow.” . . . .

“lixhauasted in the streggle, you conquered me at last, and since then, weaken-
ing me with your ca.resses,‘imrning me with your kisses, you have aroused in me
the sentiment which slept, you have excited the appetites of my flesh, you have
unchained the tury of passion. Submit to tize consequences of your madness! No,
no: you will not shield yourself there!”

She trembled; her anger, her pain, at ouce ugitated her, and her voice, alternat-
ing abruptly, was now mournful and husky, now vibrating in its tones, as her
recollections passed before her,

Sir Richard, at first, had listened abstractedly. Ilis saddened gaze wandered,
and, faint-hearted and discouraged, his thought roved far off, down towards Bun-
clody, as always, around Treor's house. But, in proportion as the Duchess unrolled
the picture of the ardent past, of the bold attempts of his incessant love for Ellen,
his 1magination, his senses, became inflamed. Marian, the angel, vanished, yield-
ing her place to her whom he had callel the demon incarnate, and in all his bein,
now reigned the revived criminal passi m of which he tried vainly to cure himself.

But to possess again the Duchess, at “umslen-Park, under the roof where Lord
Newington lived, after having grasged the hand of his father, who continued to
place in him perfect confidence of which he showed himself unworthy,—no, that,
this knavery, this hypoerisy, this treachery, was keenly repugnant to him and filled
him with disgust.

“Let us go away!” said he to Ellen. “I have already proposed it to you; we
will go to England, to Franee, wherever you please.”

“No, indeed!” she replied.

“«Why?” said he, amazed.

“Because, being as poor one as the other, what of our future? People do not
live on air, or dress any longer in gveen as our first parents did in their earthly
paradise. How should we live? You as a clerk, and I as a bar-maid. . . .. T
should be homesick for the grand life which I have tasted. Cross, whimsical, I
should become as ugly as envy. And you, moreover, even before this metamor-
phosis, would cease to love me; you already love me less. Did you distinguish me
when I was the heiress of a clergyman, under my biklical head-dress, my gowns as
flat as one of my honorable father’s sermons? . . . Tt was only when T blossomed
cut as a Duchess that T had the good fortune to please you. . . . I will remain
Duchess . . . . without the Duke.”

“Without the Duke!” repeated Richard, contemplating her with fear. «With-
out the Duke,”— what could these three words signify, since she refused to go
away? They could be explained only by the resolution firmly fixed in her of rid-
ding herseif of Newington, and suddenly the repeated aitempt to which the general
had almost fallen a victim appeared to him in all its horror.

Lady Ellen had inspired it, commanded it, dictated it. The agitotion of the
young woman the first time at Bunclody; her advice, her pressing entreaties that
he should not apgroach the Duke; her cry: “You wish, then, to be killed in his

place!” when nothing had then indicated the presence of the assassin in the vicin-
1ty,—all the circumstances confirmed the intuition which he now had of these two
attempts.

Aund the dreadful death of Casper was now illuminated for him with a frightful
light; chance and his drunkenness alone would not have caused the filthy fellow to
fall into the teeth of the dogs; a hand guided him, perfidious wretch, that of the
Duchess. Casper, the clumsy and suspected executioner of the base plots of Lady
Ellen, well! she had put him out of the way through anger, for the sake of pru-
dence, in anticipation of future attempts!

So the Duchess, thrice criminal,—in thought, in command, in action,—was
projecting the perpetration of fresh misdeeds which she would renew unweariedly
until ful and, doubtless, badly seconded by her paid acolytes, she would end
by operating herself, without fear, without reluctance, now that, tinged with blood
and free evidently from remorse, she had made her drbut in the career of personal
crime.

In disgust and terror he recoiled, with a start, from the Duchess, destitute, how-
ever, of the force necessary to break off the tém-a-téte and casting about with an in-
viting look to find a third party who might deliver him.

‘With her delicate instinet and clear sight, the young woman divined that, beside
these perfectly ostensible movements, he was secretly revolving a decisive project
in Llis gloomy head, behind his eyes fiercely concentrated, and, abruptly, she said
to him:

“Richard, what are you plotting?”

“What am I plotting!”

He feigned not to comprehend, despite her piercing in ti.is way his hidden reso-
lutions, and being above all apprehensive that she would turn him aside from a
design in which he saw salvation.

Salvation for him, for her, for the Duke!

“Yes,” repeated Ellen, abandoning her tone of armed defence, you are plotting
something 1™

And, obliging him to let her decipher the language of his eyes, she read what he
was meditating.

“You wish to go away alone!” said she.

Incapable of lying, he confessed that it was so.

He would go very far, would travel, would forget. During this time the fever
which ravaged her would gradually cool.

“Do that!” said she, furious and afraid, “do that, and the Duke, the cause of
your departure and my abandonment, will die inmnediately so that I may rejoin
you sooner.”

“You confess, then, that you are capable of the crimes of which T suspect you?”

«“Of all crimes, if I lose you, and in order to see you again!”

“And T, to eseape you, will attempt anythinig."

“Happily also,” she said, recovering herself suddenly, as if sure of herself, «I
count on your weakness, on the ca})tivaﬁng memory of the delights which you
have tasted in my arms, for, although it was you that excited me to love, is it not
true that I have practised its mysteries divinely? You have crowned me priestess
of this * ehy*on, but T knew better than all others its secret incantations, and 1
have bewitcheu vou!”

Calm, insinuating, her voice modulated to caressing musie, she enveloped him in.
a sensuous network, radiating voluptuousness. . )
ol Remember then!” she said to:him ‘softly, taking his-hands, which he-tried to

hhold, and burning his cheeks with her warm fmgrgmt- breath, which fanned his

Continued on page 6. :
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s dn abolishing rent and intevest, the last restiyes of old-time sla-
wery, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the exccu-
Zinner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
greuge of the ceciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk,
<l those ingignic or Politica, which youny Liberty yrinds benecth
her el — PROUDHON,

ISP The appearance in the cditorial column of articles
-over other signatures than the editor’s imtial indicates that
the editor approves their central purpose and general tenor,
though he does not hold himself responsible for every phrase
or word, But the appearance in other parts of the paper of
articles by the snme or other writers by no means indicates
that he disapproves them in any respect, such disposition of
them being governed largely by motives of ronvenience.

The Neo-est Malthusian of All.

There is a man in New York who can give points
to the Chicago police regarding the extermination of
Aunarchists, IHe proposes to destroy them, root and
branch. He has discovered their origin, and intends
to attack them ab their source. The name of this dis-
zoverer is H. B. Philbrook. He announces his dis-
covery in a fortnightly paper which he edits, called
“Problems of Nature.” Tn the issue of August 15 he
begins an article, head:d < What is an Anarchist?” by
asserting the mistake of those people who suppose that
there is any difference between Anarchists, Socialists,
Nihilists, and Communists, and that these parties are
seeking by different roads a social state which will be
advantageous to all. This mistake Mr. Philbrook pro-
ceeds to rectify as follows:

When the Anarchist is given opportunity to disclose the
purposes and desires of the order, a chance is offered a com-
munity of better people to observe what actually gives exist-
ence to the person or a class of persons like him. A person
can discover that a ferocious beast in human aspect is stalk-
ing through a human society, and it can ve seen that all per-
sons of such propensities were born in a place infested by
bad animals. A community of cats or wolves or bears were
oceupying the country or place when a class of desperadoes
were given existence. In Russia these people are called Ni-
hilists; in Germhany and other portions of Europe they are
called Anarchists or Revolutionists; in Paris they are called
Communists; and in this country each of these names is given
them, according to a practice of a newspaper or person in de-
seribing them. There is not one of such persons on the globe
but what is a cat or bear or wolf given a human form, and
there is not one who is not conducting himself or herseif as a
cat or wolf or bear does, so far as the operation of propensi-
ties is concerned.

Having thus shown conclusively that there are no
shades of Revolutionists, but that all are equally Red
and spring from the same sources, Mr. Philbrook fur-
ther enlightens us regarding the cause of their appear-
ance at the present stage of social development:

A ess of a quest of all bad practices in the
community by the advancing of the people is the provocation
for a desperate attempt to destroy both government and so-
ciety by the bad person. . The outburst of such frenzied
persons against society and government is but a final throe
of a degraded class to destroy the cause of & greater progress
and greater cultivation of a community, It is, in fact, the
desperate plunge of the infuriated beast toward a slayer of
its kind. .. . A continual attempt to check the operations
of the degraded and vicious classes is the cause of the disclo-
sure of & gang of Anarchists in every great city of the warld
where a civilization i3 ‘more than a degradation itself, and of
great communities of them ix the forests of Russia and Po-
fand. Catsare making Communists in Paris by the hundred,
and a wolf and bear are’ mhhing them in all the portions of
Furope where a forest is possessing such heasts.  On'a plain
ol 211 own conntry whero a wild beast has not dwelt for sev-
erul ceuturies a destroyer of life and property in a human

- formisnota dweller unless he is placed: there bya migration
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employment will give the persen a despn
Aparchist.  Let our readers ascertain the nationality and
loeality of birth of so-called Anavehists and discover if they
can thiat one wis not horn either in a city where cats havo

heen hreeding for a century or more, or in & country where
‘ wolves and bears were in the forests in great nuwmbers,

All this would be as mysterious as it is startling,
were we not informed in another part of the paper
that this unusual fecundity of nature in the produc-
tion of Auarchists does not partake at all of the
miraculous, bué is thoroughly in harmony with our
Creator’s plan,—a plan which he never revealed to
the world prior to his conversion of some animal—an
owl, I fancy —into Mr. Philbrook. Pending that event,
it appears, a huge mountain of diseredit has been
heaped upon the Creator by the incomplete observa-
tions of a kull-dog named Darwin. The explanation
of this canine exploit is too valuable to be lost.

All that is delaying us in getting the moat important fact
in the people’s minds is the silly sophistry of a Darwin given
to every household as a fact and as an explanation of a per-
son's or animal’s origin. All the fashionable follies of the
world, called scientists, with one or two exceptions, are giv-
ing this disgusting and degrading prognostication of a peceon
who was himself but a bull-dog in human form, to a world of
people, and they are glorying in the work. A church teacher,
and all the newspapers, and every fame-seeling publisker of
a worthless account of so-called science were for a score of
yeurs assisting in getiing a bull-dog’s conception of creation
accepted by the people. The most of them are getting dis-
gustud with this work; the others soon will be disgusted
with it, Mr. Darwin was but a bull-dog given conversion
int a human object, and by this operation a competent
watcher of sies and bugs, and all kinds of animal that are
out; of the water was constructed. No animal of the water
svas considered by this person to any extent, ¢.nd, in his neg-
icct of watching a creature of the water, he o erlooked the
astenishing fact that where a plenty of water was caisting a
worab in a creature was not necessary. A start from a land
animal was taken in the bull-dog’s observation of animals,
and, in going over the countries of the world, every creature
a dog would discover was discovered by bim. No great at-
tention was paid to birds, as this class of animals are Leyond
a ball-dog’s jump, and too beautiful for its consideration.
Only a craw!ing or walking animal was of much intercst to
the starer with the great eyebrows. Every particle of his
conclusions upen the origin of animals was given him by a
want of understanding of a power of a Creator to give exist-
ence and organization to a person or animal, mwmally or in
any operation.

The immense headway gained by the evolution the-
ory, however, could not have been achieved by one dog
alone. The dog Darwin required an audience of dogs.
Accordingly Mr. Philbrook declares that every person
who accepts the Darwinian theory is a dog in human
form, and that no person not of canine origin can be
made to adopt it.. Huxley, he declares, is a sleuth-
hound, and Tyndall a clever and active setter. We
are left in ignorance as to the precise eanine variety
to which Herbert Spencer belongs, being vouchsafed
simply the information that the dog that bears that
name is more combative than those named Huxley and
Tyndall and was originally endowed with a larger
brain. Some time since, however, disease rendered
his brain inactive, and it is now operated by a spirit
worker.

In the accomplishment of this vast amount of evolu-
tionary mischief I find fresh confirmation of the wise
old saw that “every dog has his day.” Darwin evi-
dently has had his. Now a new day has dawned.
And not wholly new, either. Mr. Philbrook, after all,
seems to be simply a modern Pythagoras, and his the-
ory a revival, in a reversed form, of the doctrine of
transmigration or metempsychosis. He states it briefly
thus:

All persons are given origin by objects an animal kingdom
gives the atmosphere. A soul of a brute is the object, and
one or a couple are actuzlly pulled into a human mother’s
womb when conception takes place. A great surprise is in
store for every household of the world when the fact is known.

I anticipate that none will share this surprise in a
larger degree vhan the Malthusians. Tn fact, T fear it
would fill them with alarm, were it not that Mr. Phil-
brook himself is a Neo-, a very Neo-Malthusian, and
has discovered a new preventive check,—a sort of con-
traceptic unknown hitherto to Dr. Foote, Jr. Here is
the prescription:

The astonishing truth will be known after a few months
morw of our pounding of the heads of the people with the

ration of a Baropean [ faet. When all people have the knowledge, a cat will be

yhtered, and so will all worthless and vicious animals

that are anywhere near a human habitation,

Mr. Walker, rejoice!  You have ovly o kill the cats
and other worthless and vicious animals, and there will
be speedily evolved a seleet few possessed of sufficient
intelligence to solve the labor problem. This know-
ledge, too, will act as a chcel: upon the population of
hell. For I infer from Mr. Philbrook’s statements that
the moment when an animal’s soul is pulled into a
womau’s womb is the precise point called to the atten-
tion of the Corinthians by Saint Paul as that when
“this mortal puts on Limmortality” and “death is swal-
lowed up in victory.” Now, when all vicious souls have
been annihilated by the slaughter of the lower animals
in which they are incarnrate, there will be nobedy to
send to hell, and those already there will find partial
relief from their torments in the thought that Mal- -
thusian Cassandras will find their occ spation gone.

T have not space liere to point out the many direc-
tions in which this now theory throws light. For the
present T will only note that it reveals the true charac-
ter of the Chicago police. If all evolutionists are dogs

. and all revolutionists cats, I see no reason to doubt
! thas Chicago policemen are rats.

1f this be so, they
need 1o points from Mr. Philbrook. Chicago rats know
that their lives depend upon belling Chicago cats, and -~
that is wisat Captain Schaack and his men are trying
to do.

It must be encouraging to Mr. Philbrook to see that
the Anarchists and Revolutionists themselves are be-
ginning to acknowledge the truth of his explanation
of their origin. Here is Helea Wilmans, for instance,
editor of the “ Woman's World.” She is a Revolution-
ist, and unquestionably a cat. Yet, while reading Mr.
Philbrook’s book, she declares that she can scarcely
let it go from her hands long encugh to write an arti-

cle upon it, and confesses that it completely overthrows
all her preconceived scientific ideas. And after writing
the article, she spends two hours more in devouring
the book, which rouses her to such a pitch of enthusi-
asm that she wriles a postseript to announce her belief
that “the anthor has unravelled the whole mystery of
creation.” And “Equity ” also, that Anarchistic organ
published at Liberal, asserts that Mr. Philbrook has
completely refuted the evolution theory of the origin
of species. The editors of “Equity™ are clearly con-
scious of their feline nature.

Before closing, I ought to warn a friend of mine in
New York of the imminent danger in which he stands.
T refer to John Swinton. He is a Communist, and
thevefore a cat. Mr. Philbrook is death on cats. IMr.
Swinton publishes his “Paper” at 21 Park Row. M.
Philbrook’s organ hails from the same street and num-
Ler, Verb. sat sap. T

Are Methods of No Moment?

The Harman-Walker case afforded another occasion
to a number of reformers to show how little they un-
drrstand themselves and the fundamental principles
ol the cause they profess to champion. It is said that
the question as to methods of defence is unimportant;
1t is sufficient to know that our co-workers in the mc.ve-
ment are victimized by the State, which fact alone
establishes their claim to our warmest sympathy and
support. According to this logic, an Anarchist may
humbly and dutifully acknowledge his guilt and re-
pentance of his treasonable anti-Authority ideas, or an
Infidel may avow a change of heart respecting the
questions of the divinity of Christ and the Bible, and
still remain loyal to their respective causes, and still be
entitled to the friendship and favor of all true Anarch-
ists and Infidels respectively. What a chance the con-
demned men in Chicago have thrown away !

To the steadfast and u timental men of principle,
who do not go into hysterics at the mere sight of suffer-
ing, the question of methods is of the utmost import-
ance, these deciding for or against the individual. = An
Anarchist, in times of danger, when the eyes of thi
world are upon him and the minds of the people are
227 in the investigation of the thing he:suffers for,
must be wore Anarchistic-and uncompmmlsmg t}mn
ever, must stand firm and draw courage and i mspn»
tion from the fact that he is ngeu the rare oppor
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of serving his cause in the best way possible,—by ex-
ample. If the man thus tried is found wantiung and
proves unequal to the task, we pity him; and, while
deeply regretting the circumstance, and regarding it
as a misfortune that the lot did not fall to the right
man, we do not blame him; but, if he disgraces the
cause by his conduet and non-Anarchistic methods of
defence, we are not only relieved from all obligations
to him as o comrade, but we are in duty bound to let
ki severely alone and wmake it clear to the world tha:
he is no longer to be looked upon as a representative
of our class. Thousands of innocent people receive
injustice from the hands of the State almost every day;
but, aside from utilizing all such occurrences as evi-
dence agai'st the State, we are never expected to give
our money, tine, and labor to these vietims. We are
ready to help Anarchists as such, and we shall stand
Ly everybody that suffers for being an Anarchist; but
along with the abandonment of the bond that held us
: together goes the loss of friendship and respect.

V. Yarros.

. Regicides aind Republicans.

.- If in Germany, for example, there were a republican
: movement, and there were a society preaching death

to the Kaiser and his officials with the view of estab-
" lishing the republic, upon an arrest and trial for any
- violence committed by adherents of the regicidal soci-

ety would not the monarchical press and tribunals

seize upon the occasiou to declare that, as the regi-

cides are republicans, the republicans are regicides

and their principle is to kill officials? This may

serve to show the casual relation between Anarchism
- nd bomb-throwing.

‘| When the Southern States seceded, the Ropublican
warty declared that Dernocracy means secession. When
Booth, a Democrat, killed Lincoln, the Republican ora-
ors and papers declared that Democracy meant assas-
ination, and that the Democratic party must surrender
ts name and organization.

Those who fancy that Anarchy is compromised by
vhat has happened at Chicago can draw the compari-
011
On the day when the news of Lincoln’s death was
ashed to the capital of Towa, a Republican pelitician
ntered a room where over a dozen men were at work
nd exclaimed: “They have assassinated the presi-
ent. Now I am in favor of hanging every copper-
ead!” There were two Democrats present, and one
f them had rierve to reply: “You would take a pretty
ig contract!”

The Democratic party did not disband. Republi-
anism is not dead by reason of its regicides or of the
egicides who are not republicans. The Trish league
as not renounced its object because of the inexdent in
heenix Park. Free traders are not scared into becom-
ng protectionists because contrabandists have killed
evenue officers. Free traders are not required by rea-
on to admit that the violent smuggler is a worse or

even as noxious a growth as tke government which
- makes smuggling a crime according to statute. Nei-
ther will Anarchists be frightened out of their rational
consisteney by clamor arising out of conflicts between
the police and enemies of the present form of govern-
meni or of all government,—be the case as it may.
One may will an end and yet differ widely as to the
means, and different persons may resort to violence
with very different purposes, or no purpose that could
he classed with relation to social organization.

In scientific Anarchism method is of paramount im-
ortance. No ebullitions of passion or acts of violence
hn really compromise the principle. Governmental-
ts would certainly not admit that wars and malver-
htion of public funds settle the question whether some
sort of goverument is necessary and useful. If the
Fimes of governments do not close the discussion
painst governiment, the wildest or the most ruthless
rts of alleged Anarchists could never close the discus-
on against Anarchism, the theory of liberty and vol-
Antary mutual assurance as the best substitute’ for
gpvernment, alias rulership, alias tyranny. = All the at-
icks of ignorant and starving men upon the police go

“impeach’ government; a8 symptoms-show the dis-

hse. Anarchism comes the peoplc as the sci-
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Association as a Means of Reform.

OF no persons is it move true than of the Anarchists that
they can tind “sermons in stones, bhooks in running brooks,
and zexts in everything,” My text sn the present oceasion is
drawn from the recent “ falling-out ™ of the editorial writers
for Liberty., The fault, to my mind, lies not in their rup-
ture now, but in their ever having put themsolves into the
position in which it was possible for such an oceurrence as
the present to tuke place. The more Tsee of life, the more T
am convineed of the truth of Josialk Warren's position, —
that at the basis of all true peace lie the separation, the
individualization, of responsibilities. True coiperation is se-
enred, not by binding ourselves into organizations, or asse.i-
ations, or editorial staffs, but only in so far as our aims and
intarests are identical. When our aims and interests are
identical, coGperation is secured wizhout any formal arrange-
ment whatsoever. Although there is no association of An-
archists in this countryy no organization by which they ave
bound together, there is no band of reformers in which there
is 90 much true codperation. At the present time, and proba-
bly for all time, in the multifarious councerns of life, it inay
be impossible to secure this complete separation of respon-
sibilities, but the more we keep this ideal before our minds,
the more we strive to live up to it, the nearer are we to true
harmony. Association has no benefits in itself, and hasg
nearly always some evil. The chapter of Proudhon’s that I
would like to see published everywhere at this time when
the couatry is resounding with the cry of the necessity of
workiugmen's organizing to sceure theic rights, is that on
Association in “ L'Idde Générale de 12 Révolution.”

Mr. Appleton shares, as I share, all John Stnart Mik s
dread of the tyranny of public opinion, but he apparently
fail: to see, as Mill failed to see, that this tyranny is in
grsa. part due to the power which it has of erecting itself
into an organized form, ealled the State, and that, with the
destruction of this organized form, the very diversity of
opinion which would necessarily follow would prevent any
part of it exerting the enormous power that it does today.
‘This we already see in the case of the ehurch. The multi-
plicity of sects prevents any cue sect from having the power
which the church formerly possessed. A great part of the
power which the church still retains is due to its protection
by the State.

Admitting, then, that the State is only part of the govern-

meuntal power which has to be combatted, and taking Anar-
chism in its most limited sonse, as implying merely the
destruction of the State (in which sense, however, it has
never, to my knowledge, been used in Liberty), still Anar-
chism is the most important part of the work for Liberty in
whici: we can engage, as its indirect consequences are almost
ay great ag its direct.
I hope that, if Mr. Appleton has a higher philosophy than
this of Anarchism, he will not fail, for our sakes, to promul-
gate it in Liberty, for of course we are only interested in the
discovery and spread of truth. But whether we remain in
Anarchism, or ascend into the higher philusophy, we have
gained one lesson from this experience, and that is, that
neither harmony nor growth is secured by confusion of indi-
vidnals, and that true cofiperation is dependent, not upon the
union of men, but of interests.

Gerrrupk B. KELLy,

[So far as this gentle and finely tempered criticism
falls upon me, I am disposed to accept it with much
thankfulness and some humility. There is vital truth
and force in it. The present editorial arrangement is
preferable to the forme: for the very reason that it is
not a union of men, but of interests or ideas, and does
not involve any connection of responsibilities which
cannot be quietly and harmoniously severed. It is an
arrangement, in fact, which excludes the idea of per-
manency, and thereby allows even a femporary discon-
nection of responsibilities without prejudice to their
subsequent reunion. I do not think it correct, how-
ever, to blame the union of responsibilities for all, or
even the greater part, of the unpleasantness attending
the recent rupture. My own sorrow, at least, is much
less for the rupture itself than for the fact that an old
and valued worker for Liberty has come to regard its
nission as comparatively trivial and unimportant, and
this sorrow would have been equally intense though
he had been a correspondent instead of an editorial
writer. Nor is it true, to my mind, that “association
has no benefits in itself.” After Liberty, I deem it the
most beneficent thing in the world. Association which
does not entangle responsibilities beyond the point of
easy separation is in conformity with the spirit of
Warren’s teachings and both the spirit and the letter
of Proudhon’s. In the very work rcferred to, “L’ldée
(sénérale de la Révolution,” Proudhon outlines an or-
ganization of economic forces that is vast aud complex.
In decision of the questicn whether Anarchism has

f living and letting 1i Tax Kax.

i much in Ave'ing that is not scientific, though he is loaded

! State, I refer Miss Kelly to the first editorial thot ever
appeared in Liberty, entitled ¢ Our Purpose.”  In that
I said specifically that this century’s battle is with the
State, wnd that Liberty’s work is to destroy the State.
It is true that I did not there use the word Anarchism,
but, as I have steadily advertised Liberty as a “Journal
of Anarchism’” or “of Anarchisiic Socialism,” it is
evident that T have used the word Anarchisin as ex-
pressive of the main purpose announced in my saluta-
tory. And if, from the first nuinber to the pres:nt, [
have not adhered to the policy originally outlineu, I
have signally failed of my intent. Wheun Mr. Applefon
enlsted, Liberty’s banner was flying in th- breeze, and
he knew the nature of the conflict. If his new flag is
really emblematic of a higher philosophy and a more
effective warfare, I join Miss Kelly in the sincere hope
that he will “promulgate it in Liberty.” —Eprtor
LiBERTY.]

The “Index,” commenting on Huxley’s annual pen-
sion of tifteen hundred pounds, says: “It is gratifying
to see the valuable services of a distinguished man of
svience thus rewarded by the English government.”
And I suppose it similarly gratifies the «“Index” to see
this same man of science play the toady to the govern-
ment that supports him by advocating the extinetion
of all who question its right divine or absolute.

““ Anarchistic Communism.”

Edgeworth has a powerful article in the last number of the
London ‘‘ Anarchist,” in which the absurdities or the so-
calied Anarchistic Communists are mercilessly dealt with.
Communism, he pertinently observes, is net a chronic form of
social disease, but only a morbid, reaction-like fever, which
i+ accompanied with delirious ravings. A paradox in sociol-
ogy and not practically viable, . . . . it can be enforced only
by stringent authority, because it contravenes natural in-
stinet as well as all the habits of education. Mr. Seymour
prefends to he amused at the alleged contradiction of having
voluntory communism enforced by stringent authcrity, and
remarks that it is a bore to have to continnally confute the
ervor invariably wade by the Mutualists in confounding au-
thoritarian Conumunism and Anarchistic Communism.

Mr. Seymour apparently assumes that his readers are men-
tal imbeciles, incapable of 1 anding the g of
words, and that he needs only to say something to show that
he is not non-plussed, whether there be sense in it or not.
In speaking of Communism, Edgeworth clearly has in mind
the ouly form of it that is conceivable, which is compulsory
communism, his idex being that voluntary comnmunism is im-
possible, for no ration«! hody of men, having the {reedom of
choice, svould ever think of settling permanently, or even by
way of experiment, under such anti-natural and abnormal
conditions. The realization of that foolish and sentimental
dream, ““to each according to his wants, from each according
to his capacities,”” would make a soup-house of society, —a
perfectly natural ideal for paupers and tramps, but not one
calculated to inspire with enthusiasm free and sober-minded
men, who are not blinded by passion or driven by oppression.
Communism was well characterized by Proudhon as the re-
ligion of poverty (and, we may add, superstition}; and Edge-
worth does not deny that it is quito practicable in religious
orders. Every step in advance made by men under Liberty
and Equity is a step away from Communism.

In conclusion I will say that, ulthongh the evidence ic all
against Mr, Seymour, I am willing to suspend judgment and
give him another chance to explain his exact position. Not
inviting him to discuss with me Communistic Anarchism or
Anarchistic Communism, I merely wish that he would take
the trouble to enlighten us as to what is /is meaning of the
term Communistic Anarchism. He should have done it long
ago, but late is better than never.

V. Yarros.

Falsehood, When Force is Lacking.
[Galveston News.)

Mr. E. Aveling, the English lecturer on Socialism, writes
a long letter to tne Boston *“‘Herald” answering thirteen
questions which he states were propounded in writing by Mr.
B. R. Tucker, a Boston newspaper man. The questions are
rather stupid, and the statement attributing them to Mr.
Tucker retlects Aveling’s incapacity and unfairness. Mr.
Tucker is a prominent and intelligent opponent, of whose
criticisms Mr. Aveling ought not to be wholly ignorant. But,
if not utterly misinformed of what, as a Socialist writer, hic
should know to be the strongest critical opposition to his
creed, he must have been able to see at a glance that Mr.
"Fucker counld not be the author of those questions, with their
absurd impli and anonymously ! There'is

with a ‘“‘scientific socialism,” which is to solve the economic
problem by having thre laboring class capture political )
and use—force. Those who want to use force will some-

beon used in Liberty in the sense of destruction of the

times use falsehood, when they Ia¢k force.
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Continued from page 3,

carnal agitation, ¢ remember then the masses which we have said, the oftices which

we have celebrated together!”
To be continned.

Hy STEPHEN PEARIL ANDREWS.,

ParT First.
THE TRUE CONSTITUTION OF GOVERNMENT

IN THF
Sov.reignty of the Individual as the Final Devel t of Protestantism, De-
mocracy, and Sccialism.

What remains to be done, then, for wise men, is clearly this: to attempt to pen-
ctrate the future by investigating the past and the present, to ascertain whether

there be net elements of calculation capable of fixing with tolerable certainty the !

precise point in the sidereal heavens of human destiny toward which our whole
system is:coufessedly verging with accelerated velocity. To penetrate the gloom
which encircies tue orbit of our future progression might, at least, end the torture
of suspense, even to those who may be least content with the nature of *he solution.
«1f,” says Carlyle agin, “the accursed nightmare that is crushing out the life of
us and ours wual1 take a shape, approach us like the Hyrcaniau tiger, the Behemoth
of Caos, or the Archfiend himself,—in any shape that we could see and fasten on,—
a1 man can have bimself shot with checrfulness, but it needs that he shall clearly see
for what.”

1t is, then, neither unbecoming nor inappropriate, at this time, to attempt to prog-
nosticate, by philosophical deductions from: operative principles. the chracteristics
of the new society which is to be consrructed out of the fragments of the oid. It
is, perhays, only right that I should begin by declaring the general nzture of the re-
sults to which my own mind is conductad by the speculations I have made upon the
subject, and toward which I shall, so far as I may, endeavor, this evening, to sway
your convictions.

T avew that, for one, T take the hopeful, the expectant, even the exuiting view of
the prospects of humanity, under the influence of causes which, to the minds of
many, are pregnaxt with evil. T hail the progress of that unsparing criticism of old
institutions which is the characteristic of the present age. I 'hail with still higher
enthusiasm o, dim outline which begins to be perceived by the keenest vision, through
the twilight mists which yet hang upon the surrounding hillteps of a social fabric,
whose foundations are equity, whose ceiling is security, whose pillars are cotpera-
tion and fraternity, and whose capitals and cornices are carved into the graceful
forms of mutual urbanity and politeness. It is just to you that I should announce
this faith, that you may receive the vaticinations of the prophet with due allowance
for the inebriation of the prophetic rhapsody. I proclaim miyself in some sense o
visionary; but in all ages there have been visionaries whose visions of today have
proved the substantial realities of tomorrow.

1 shal)l make no apclogy for the rashness of the attempt to trace, with a distinct
outline, some of the gigantic changes which will oceur in the social organization of
the world as the necessary outgrowth of principles now at work, and which are be-
coming every day more potential, in proportion as forces, which have hitherto been
deemed antagonistic, converge and codperate.

1 affirm, then, firstly, that there is at this day a marked convergence and a pro-
spective cooperation of principles which have hitherto resisted each other, or, more
properly, a development of one common prineiple in spheres of life so diverse from
each other that they have hitherto been regarded as unrelated, if not positively an-
tagoristic. I assert,and shall endeavor to make good the assertion, that the essen-
tial spivit, the vital and fundamental priaciple of the three great modern movements
to which T have already alluded,—namely, the Protestant Reformation, the Dem-
ocratic Revolution, still progressing, and, 7inally, the Socialist Agitation, which is
spreading in multiform varieties of reproriuction over ihe whole civilized world,—
is one and the same, and that this common affinity is beginning in various ways to
be recognized or felt. If this assertion be true, it is one of immense significance.
1f Protestantism, Democracy, and Socialisin are merely different expressions of the
same ides, then, undoubtedly, the confluent force of thase three roovements will
expand tremendously the sweep of their results,in the direction towar’ which they
collectively tend. : .

‘What, then, if this be so, is this common slement? In what great feature are
Protestantism, Democracy, and Sociaiis.u identical? I will answer this interroga-
tory first, and demonstrate the answer afterward. Protestantism, Democracy, and
Socialism are identical in the assertion of the Supremacy of the Individual,—a
dogma essentially contumacious, revolutionary, and antagonistic to the basis prin-
ciples of all the older institutious of society, which make the Individual subordinate
and subject to the Ghurch, to the State, and to Society respectively. Not only is
tiiis Supremacy or SOVEREIGNTY OF THE INDIVIDUAL a common element of ail three
of these great modern movements, but 1 will make the still more sweeping assertion
that it is substantially the whole of those movements. It is not merely a feature,
as T have just denominated it, but the living soul itself, the vital energy, the integral
essence or being of them all.

Protestants and Protestant churches may differ in relation to every other article
of their creed, and do so differ, without ceasing to be Protestants, so long as they

1§ the paramount right of private or individual judgment in matters of con-
seieice. 1t is that, and that only, which makes them Protestants, and distinguishes
themn from the Catholic world, which asserts, on the contrary, the supreme author-
ity of the church, of the priesthood, or f some dignitary or institution other than
the Individual whose judgment and whose conscience is in question. In like man-
ner, Democrats and Democratic governments and institutions may differ {from each
other, and may vary infinitely at different periods of time, and still remain Dem-

so long as they maintain the one essential principle and condition of Dem-
oeracy, —namely, that-all governmental powers reside in, are only delegated by,
and can be, at any moment, resumed by the people, —that is, by the individuals,
who are first Individuals, and who then, by virtue only of the act of delegating
such powers, become a people, — that is, a combined mass of Individuals. Ttis this
dogma, and this alone; which makes the Democrat, and which distinguishes him
from the Despotist, or the defender of the divine right of kings.

Again, ‘Social assumes every shade and variety of opinion respecting the
modes of realizing i ;. irations, and, indeed, upon every other point, except
one, which, wh , will be found to be the paramount rights of the In-
dividual i ions, and the c uent demand that all existing so-
cial insti 1 b : ndividual shall be in no manner
subjectod em. o 1is the identical principle of Protestantism and

Deinocracy earried i i her sphere. The celebrated formula.

of Fourie at & T to attractions,” means, when translate:d

i into less technical phraseology, that society must be so reorganized that every ix}'

dividual shall be empowered to choose and vary his own destiny or condition and
pursuits in life, untrammeled by social restrictions; in other words, so thet every

[ nan may be a law unto himself, paramount to all other human laws, and the
~judge for himself of the divine Jaw and of the requisitions of his own individual

nature and organization. This is equolly the fundamental prineiple of all tite so-

! ¢ial theories, except in the case of the Shakers, the Rappites, etc., which are based
:upon religious whims, demanding submission, as a matter of duty, to a despotie
| rule, and which embody, in another form, the readoption of the popish or conserva-
I tive principle. They, thercfore, while théy live in a form of society similar in some
" respects to those which have been proposed Dy the various schools of Socialists, are,
! in fact, neither Protestants nor Democrats, and, consequently, not Socialists in the

sense in which T am now defining Socialism. The forms of suciety proposed by So-
cialisin are the mere shell of the doctrine, —means to the end,—a platform upon
which tn place the Individual, in order that he may be enabled freely to exercise
his own Iudividuality, which is the end and aim of all. We have seen that the
hel! is one which may be inhabited by despotism. Possibly it is unfit for the habita-
tion of any thing else than despotisin, which the Socialist hopes, by ensconcing him-
self therein, to escape. Tt is possible, even, that Socialismn may have mistaken its
measures altogether, and that the whole system of Association aud combined inter-
ests and combined responsibilities proposed by it may be essentially antagonistie to
tue very ends proposed. All this, however, if it be go, is merely incidental. It be-
longs to the shell, and not to the substance,—to the means, and not to the end.
The whole programme of Socialism may yet be abandoned or reversed, and yet So-
cialism remain in substanco the same thing. 'What Socialism demands is the eman-
cipation of the Individual from social bondage, by whatsoever means will effect
that design, in the same manner as Protestantism demands the emancipation of |
the Individual from ecclesiastical bondage, and Democracy from political. Who--
soever makes that demand, or labors ‘to that end, is a Socialist. ~ Any particular
views he may entertain, distinguishing him from other Socialists, regarding prae-
tical measures, or the ultimate forms of society, are the mere specific differences,’
like those which divide the Protestant sects of Christendom.

This definition of Socialism may surprise some into the discovery of the fact that -
they have been Socialists all along, unawares. Some, on the other hand, who have
called themselves Socialists may not at once be inclined to accept the definition.
They may not perceive clearly that it is the emancipation of the Individnal for
which they are laboring, and affirm that it is, on the other hand, the freedom and
happiness of the race. They will not, however, deny that it is both; and a very
little reflection will show that the frecdom and happiness of each individual will
be the freedom and happiness of the race, and that the freedom and happiness of
the race can not exist so long as there is any individual of the race who is not happ;
and free. So the Protestant and the Democrat may not always have a clear intel
lectual perception of the distinctive principle of their creeds. He may be attached
to it from an instinctive sentiment, which he has never thoroughly analyzed, or even
from the mere accidents of education and birth.

Protestantism proclaims that the individual has an inalienable right to judge for]
himself in all matters of conscicnce. Democracy proelaimus that the Individual
has an inalienable right to life, likerty, and the pursuit of hapniness. Socialisral
Froclaims that the Individual hss an inalienable right to that social position whie

his powers and natura! organization qualify kim, and which his tastes incline hix
to fill, and, consequently, to that ccnstitution or arrangement of the property
laticns, and other relations of society, whatsoever that may be, whieh will enablet
him to enjoy and exercise that right,—the adaptation of social conditions to the
wants oi each Individual, with all his peculiwrities and £uctuations cf taste, inscead
of the moulding of the Individual into conformity with the rigid requirements of]
a preconcerted gocial organization.

If this be a correct stat t of the tial nature of Pretestantisin, Democracy
and Secialism, then Protestantisi, Democracy, and Socialism are not actuated by
three distinet principies at all. They are simply three partial announcements of
one generic principle, which lies beneath all these movements, and of whick the
are the legitimate outgrowths or developments, modified only by the fact of a dif{
ferent application of the same principle.  This great seneric principle, which under.
lies every manifestation of that universal unrest an?! revolution which is known
technically in this age as « Progress,” is nothing more nor less than “Tur Sovend
EIGNTY OF THE INDIVIDUAL” It is that which is the central idea and vital prin-|
ciple of Protestantism; it is that which is the central idea and vital principle oi
Democracy; and it is that which is the central idea and vital principle of Socialism

This being so, it is high time that the mutual affinity of these movements shoul
be intelligently perceived aund recognized both by the friends and the enemies ¢
the movemerts themselves. It is high time that the scene of the battle-field shoul
be shifted froia the right or wroag of any or all of the partial developments of th
principle to the essential right or wrong of the principle itself. The true issue i
not whether Protestaniism be good or evil, whether Democracy be good or evil,
nor whetheir Socialism be good or evil, but whether the 1.ked, bald, urlimited
principle of the Sovereignty of the Individual, in human government zud the ad-
ministration of human affairs, be essentially good and true or essentially pernicious
and false. This is the issue now up for trial before the world, anc the definiiive de-
cisicn of which musi be had before the final destiny of mankird upon earth can he
even rough-hewn by the most vivid imagination, and certainly Lefore any thing ap-
proximating scientific deduction respeeting it can be had. .

You will please to consider yourselves, Ladies and Gentlemen, as u jury empan-
elled to try this issue. I take my position before you as the advocste of the Sover-
eignty cf the Individual, and the defender of the spirit of the present age. Tf this
principle be essentially good and true, then it may le trusted wherever it lead
and the general drift of what the world calls “Progress” is in the right direction, -
whatever wistakes may e made in matters of detail. If it is a false principle, th
sooner we understand that fact the better; but let it be also understood, in tha
case, that we have much to undo which haa been already done, and which has
supposed to bo well done, in these modern times. In that case, Protestantism is
all wrong, and Democracy is all wrong; the Whateleys, the Wisemaus, the Brong-
sons, the Windischgratzes, and the Haynaus are philosophers and philanthropists
of the right school; and the Luthers, the Channings, the Jeffersons, the Washing-|
tons, and the Kossuths are the world’s worst foes,—the betrayers and scourgers
which the wrath of an offended Heaven has let loose upon earth, first to deiude
and then to punish mankind for their sins. o
I will firet endeavor to set before you a clzarer view of the doctrine of the Sovers
eignty of the Individual, as based upon the principle of the infinite Individnality
of things. T will then show that this Sovereignty of the Individual furnishes th
law of the development of human society, as iilustrated in the progressive mow
ments of modern times. Finally, T shall endeavor to arace tha development v
is hereafter to result from the further operation of this principle, and ‘to fix, sq
nearly as may be, the condition of human affairs toward which it conducts, especis.
ally in that particular department of human affairs which constitutes the subjes!

of investigation this evening, —namely, the government of mankind. ~
To be continued. ]
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\ i ‘““Irene: or, The Road to Freedom.”

The abiove novel, written by Sad

ished by H, N Fowler & Co,, 12

Hailey Fowler and pub-
Arch Street, Philadelphia,
has made its appearance.  As a review of this book in the
colimns of Liberty has cssentially to do with its bearings
- ztpon the problem of sex relutions, 1 will forego any eriticisms
- opon its strictly liternry merits and demerits. The former
are mauy, and tho latter, while they plainly indicate that the
lady is something of & noviee in literary avt, shoul be gener-
ously overlooked it view of the nobleness, zeal, and self.
sacerifice which have adorned her many years of struggle in
behialf of the cmancipation of her sex,
The story of brene is that of a woman whose tender sout
sent forth in girlish tlushes of inextingu:shable light her
. 4 yearning for liberty and sex sutonomy. As her incongruous
y ¢ “manifestations of higher aspiration display themselves, the
1sual brigade of darkness, in the person of father, clergyman,
ind.‘the gulation array of L-keepers, is on tho alert.
fer choiee of companious is interdicted, hiev opinions are ws-
a - $aileq, aud the usual dssumed prerogatives of meddling out-
siders are asserted.  [n all these situations the dialogue is
sound, vigorous, and often sloguent and beautiful.
Early in her youthful career the mo‘ker of one of per
choolinates, Mrs. Dorby, is made the subject of the exist-
ing unjust property relations between man and wife. Mras,
erby, a woman of superior instincts, had by untiring labor
B jud sagacity put in far more than the other half of the Derby
- ‘home. For years she had managed it slone, besides watch-
B ing tenderly over her sick husband for five years previous to
iy death.  Now that he dies, the law suddenly discovers that
“sfhe 18 fit to Lold but a third of it, and incompetent to admin-
ter it at all.  His relatives, a cheap and narrow crowd, who
wre enemies of all the reforms to which Mrs. I’erby had hoped
0 devote her hard earnings, step in and claim ths lion's share
{ what they had no hand in acquiring. 'Fhis abomination of
he State, by which to roh and keep woman in subjection, is
reated with great foree aml ability by Mrs. Fowler.
As the beok progresses, each chaptgr carries its varying
“pdetare and situation, but the central thewe in each is the
“marriage question, with that haven of woman's relief in the
brekground, the vodperative farm, It will be noticed that,
while Mrs. Fowler is boundless in her hatred of marriage, she
holds persistently to the reservation that perfect sex liberty
can only be safely put into practice where the conditiotis have
been prepared for it.
" {Perhaps the most poweriul, elequent, and effective char-
ter in the book i+ Madam LeRoy, the mistress of a house of
fame, upon whnn Irene and her friend, Mrs. Fleming,
ake i hance cali, for evidence bearing upon a lecherous
sbznd who frequented her nouse. Upon being taken to
sk for her occupatior, Madam LeRoy, with monumental
wer and earnestnuss, draws a picture and institutes distine-
ipns and vomparisons within the fabric of our lie-eaten,
Fpocritical society that are as vivid and grand as anything
er depicted in the English language. That accompaniment
prostitution, the receipt of money for sexnal favors on the
rt of the woman, which to the vulgar eye constitutes its
ial definition and iniquity, she disposes of by an appeal
o the equities of the case, and shows that hosts of men and
vomen in ordinary married life are engaged in the double
damnation of prostitution, coupled with a failure to adjust
- equitable costs. Well does Irene remark, under the illam-
inating eloquence of Madaia LeRoy: ““It isn’t the receipt of
~ money that makes certain relations prostitution, but the con-
*«litions under which the act itself is committed.”” Because
- the open prostitute refuses to be made the sewer for a lech-
ersus man, without a settlement of the bill of costs, so far as
- meney will settle it, the prostituted wife and the prostituted
- yoang woman who lie down to be debauched and swindled in
the same act rise up to point the finger of scorn at a “ fallen
woman.”” This chapter, *“ Madam LeRoy’s Story,” is alone
sworth the price of Mrs. Fowler's book, and it ought to reach
" the hands of married prostitutes and * our giris " everywhere.
Bug while Trenc is ceascless in her reprobation of the exist-
order of marriage, she is all the time spoiling to go und

-
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get the seal of the State attached to it.  Her scheme, as
fted, is a fair sample of the ordinary schemes of ‘haif-
hedrted free lovers who attempt to fix a corapromise with the
State, (,x"ept that the claurs luch stipuhtes community of

pateut schemes of maertage which lie at the mercy of the
State’s tyzant heel are frnitless.  She resolves to organize a
little world of her own, under conditions that will permit of
perfectly nataral and free relations hetween the sexes.  What
this little worki will be will appear in th nel to the pres-
oent work, which is prowmised to he forthe .
Whilo Mrs, Fowler's novel does not appear to have its roots
in o well-defined system of social philosophy, and is tinged
wit!h Commy nisis to «n extent that challenges soms ineisive
eriticist.. 1 have refrained from irtlicting it, because she hias
never pretended to champion vicws opposed te the doctrines
of * Lerty. She is only a womnn, but, alas! one who has
drunk the bitter dregs of man’s inhumanity through yoars of
sorrow and toil. For trath she has defied law and custom,
and stood ii: the markei places to b: mocked by the mob of
fashion and conformity. Her nrovel is the victure in story of
her life. For that I deal tenderly with its faults, and com-
mend its many merits to those who feel that all paths sanc-
tified by oppression’s tears and ‘llaminated by singleness of

devotion to truth shorten the way to final emancipation.
Dorie Cask.

Another View of “Irene.”

The review of Mrs. Fowler's novel,  Irene,” which appears

elsewhere, is a generous tribute from a friendly hand. Ihave
read only bits of the book at random, but, judging from these,
my own opinion of it as a romance is better expressed by the
following extract from a criticism passed upon it in Moses
Hull’s ““ New Thought '*:

To us, about every attempt to blend story writ’ng and radi-
cal reform: is a failure, and this book is no exception. Re-
formers, as a class, have little time to read stories; the thing
they want is argument, —solid argument, Story readers are
seldom greatly interested in reform, and, when they sce the
drife of sueh 2 hook as ““ Irene,” will conclude they have been
hwnbugged into reading reform literature and lay the book
down in disgust. Again, story writers are sometimes guilty
of the same sin that so often afflicts young orators and young
actors: that is, they are inelined to overdo the matter. That
is one of the faults with this; there is very little that is natu-
ral in it. Every character in the book is a prodigy; every
thing done is wonderful. The three young girls with whom
the hook opens have heads on their shoulders not less than
fifty yearsold. They are not girls; they are mechanies, mak-
ing trap deors and mysteriously getting into people’s houses,
where and when they are not expected. One, Nanie, opens a
trap door, and somehow puts her hands through it, and holds
a cirzle with Patrick and Dr. Raymond over peor, sick Irene
several nights, and neither of the three know it. These abso-
lute impossibilities occur with so mauy of the characters and
so frequently that one comes to look for them on aliuost every
page of the book.

Spooner to Cleveland.

Deur Tucker:

I received the copy of Mr. Lysander Spooner’s Letter to
President Cleveland you kindly favored me with.

I have read it and ve-reac it more than once. Whoever
regards this as a contribution to political literature or party
scheming will be mistaken. Muv. Cleveland is, of course, a
figure-head, and his inaugural address merasly the text from
which the author seeks to present a ry of his principl
of law and government xmd the institutions of both and the
rights of men and women under institutions wholly free. You
are aware tlnt I have not been accustomed to receive opin-
ions because advanced by any one, or to aceept principles on
the authority of a name. Spooner is now advanced to the
ripe age of seventy-seven. His position in American law and
American literature is fixed for good or evil. His good or ill
fame in American authorship is a question upon which you
and 1 knew opinions widely differ. Some have considered
him the enemy of all religion; other as a wise contributor
to religion in its best estate, Some have ranked him the foe
to temperance, others as its stanchest friend. Some speak of
him as no lawyer and less a jurist, while others think that in
his view of jury trial and of judge-made and statute-made
law and in his broad and liberal interpretation of the insti-
tutions of the common law is contained the kernel of a com-
preliensive system of natural justice upon which the rights
and libert:es of all mankind may safely rest. I have never
been quite able to agres with the one or the other of these
opinions.

But the sareful perusal I have given to this elaborats pam-
phlet of onz hundred and ten pages convinces me that _a this,
kis crown:n ¢ work, he has embodied and disrussed with s«
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ty wnd rexl power the outline «° principics which
1 Wiil 326y ow iuto a svstem of law and go et
i in pure truth sned natizal justice, unperveted by sStave eraft
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ou i Ju {0cke, a John Marokiall, a John C.
s} Weisater, or any of the master *hinkers and
veagoners of -this and the other and greater ages. "The views
2xpressed in this letter are not eutirely new to 116, a8 they
not new to any who t:ave been readers o Mr. Spooner s
previous publics

tions to original thought and liberal opinions for over fifty
years, and, although he has never commanded a constituency
of general reders, he has always had a limited body of read.
ers who never failed to see in his pages what was at the least
worthy of careful reading, of which last you are aware I have
always been one,  But these views were new when first pre-
sented by him, or at least the steen logie by which he applied
his principles to the facts of life and to law and government
was new, startling, and unigue, The usurputions and erimes
of lawmakers and judges and the consequent poverty, igno-
rance, and servitude of the people are in this document de-
picted with the pencil of a genuine artist and a thinker
thoroughly in earnest in devotion to his principles of truth
and justice

‘With him ¢ justice i8 an immutable, natural principle ; and
not anything that can be made, unmade, or altered by any
human power. Tt is also a subject of science, and is to be
learned, like mathematics, or ary other science. It does not
derive its authority from the commands, will, pleasure, or dis-
cretion of any possible combination of men, whether ealling -
themselves a governnient or by any other name. . It is also,
at all times, and in ail places, the supreme law. And being
everywhere and always the supreme law, it is necessarily
everywhere and always the only law. Lawmakers, as they
call t} lves, can add nothing to it nor take anything from
it.”” Thest natural, inherent, inalienable, individual rights
he holds to ba sacred things. They are the only human
rights. But to you, who have doubtless read the pamphlet
with as appreciative a spirit as I have, no summary of its
great truths can be necessary or useful; and it is pleasing to
turn from that topic to what would be the probable conse-
quences, for evil or good, of putting such a system into practi-
cal life.

This is a question upon which old fogies in the law and out
of it would, by virtue of their offive, their education, and their
diabolical preiudices, have but one cpinion, and thas an ad-
verse one; but the world will not in the var fuiure be rou
by this class of thinkers and reasoners. The liber=i, the can-
did. and the just will see in this body of principles the seeds
of a new birth for man and a new life under law whicl is nat-
ural justice, having its home, as Richard Hooker, in stately
phrase, wrote, in the bosom of God and its voice in the har-
mony of the univers:. Liberty, Equality, Fraternity would
have free course and be abundantly glorified under such a
system, developed in wise practical detail and prudently ap-
plied in practice to the business of life. ‘Chere is too much
law; too much legislation and too little of genuine liberty on
this earth. It is simply astounding that, with the vast pro-
gress of man in all other sciences and urts, he has made so
little advance in the practical cpplication of justice and in
the true principles of gevernment. This pamphlet will, I for
one believe, do more to puve the way to sounder thought and
better principles on the great problems of life, truth, justice,
and humanity than aay one publication within a century.
In this land of free thought no man is bound to accept any
farther than he pleases these views of Mr. Spooner in their
larger or more limited applicatiou. Nor will any one who
prides himself upon a decent self-respect reject them, in their
entirety, or in any part, without such an examination of them
as their importance demands from all intelligent thinkers.
This bold and grand discussion of these great principles chal-
lenges the attention of every intelligent American citizen who
would think and act avight upon the great problems of social,
legal, and governmenta] science. More I need not say: less
Peould not say and express adequately ihe very high estimate
I have put upon this last effort of the great thinker, the stern
logician, and the brilliant writer. With regards, yours sin-
cerely, GrO. W, SEARLE.

BosTtoN, AucusTt 10, 1886,

The Dawning.
A NOVEL.

“ Oh, Heaven! Apollo is once more amony the herdsmen of’
Admetus, and the herdsmen know not it is the Sun-God!*

An octavo volume ot ncﬂﬂx four hundred pages, bound in cloth.
Price, $1.50. Addre:

BENJ . R. TUCKER, BoX 3366, BOSTON, MASs,
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Moralizing Population.

The eminent successes of moralism in enforcing the deca-
logne and purifying civilization nuturally encouraged it to
try its hawd on population. It is true that its old friend, the
Bible, haud said: *“ Multiply and increase,” but

Tempora mutantur et nos matamus cim illis.

When you have the indiscretion to be horn into an already
inhabited world without bringing a proprietary title deed,
you are liable to arrest as a vagrant, for fear lest you poach
on some respectable domain ; 50 the best you cando is to make
yourself scarce, incontinently.

It remained for our moralists of today to make a fioriture
upon necessity, or the police, and show how virtuous, how

LIBERTY.

control. The social eounterpoises to oxeess suftice; the equi-
librivm is passional, not moral.

Another thing you don't consider, My, Lloyd, Before folks
get too thick to thrive, it makes no difference how many
pickaninnies they have, for either they are unhealthy awl
more than half die, or they are healthy and help more than
they cost on a farin before they are twelve years old.

1 Place used to find music congenial to the solution of ab- |
struse mathematical problems, but it does not follow that the
vacalizations of a very tender age shall e helpful in the so-
lution of the population problem. The philosopher should
not, however, fold himself too closely apart in his intellectur?
egoism to perceive that the demand of the heart in the greater
number of women— plain country women, at least —is for
babies, and babies, and babies; while they care nothing for

A Letter to Grover Clevland,

ON

His Palse Inaugnr .l Address, The Usurpations and
Crimes of Liawmakers and Judges, and The
Consequent Poverty, Ignorance, and
Servitude of the People.

By LYSANDER SPOONER.
112 Large Pages. Price, 35 Conts.

ADDRESS THE PUBLISHER:
Bexng. R. Tucker, Box 3366, Bostox, Mass.

his ti shildren. Their husbands, though less entl

ueht.

evolutionary, how A chistic, it is to lize your p
and not multiply.

Between such degree of continence as is healthful or poten-
tial aud such as precludes offspring, there is, however, no-
thing but the name in common. The facts are in trenchant
opposition.

To prevent fe is a 1 affair, requiring
only the interp of a v Prostitution had de-
vised this as a guard against infection, but willingly lends it to
her elder sister, Marriage, in return for many favors received
from her, —not to speak of existence even under persecution.

Marriage, by excluding competition in love, as expressed in
the poem,

Tati Dot

None but the brave deserve the fair,

aud in subjecting woman to her owner’s disire, bespeaks an
inferior grade of progeny ; but the culture of constraint with-
in marriage bonds, otherwise than under the influence of i
scientific stirpiculture, which will be rather a guided sponta-
neity, and which does not require marriage at all, is not
likely to improve morals. ft is not very diilieult to train
youth to moral cowardice, to make it ashamed of its passions,
and to dress up virtue in the corsets, stays, and belts of as-
ceticiam, but that siyle of virtue is a scavecrow for Anarch-
ism.
In marriage or without marriage, self-restraint, earried to
a point prohibitory «f progeny, will be very uncomfortable
to love.! Considering dir. Lloyd’s hints of analeptic diet, I
have cousulted my billy-goats and my bull—who are strict
vegstarians —on this subject, but they do not appear to take
the philogophical Malthusian or Origenal view of it. My pas-
ture probably abounds in phosphates.
Now, what happens when you make Love uncomfortable
at home? He roams abroad, and then you have your choice
of adultery, prosti’ tion, and the harem ; or vather, you would
have, but for the virtuous Grover Cleveland and the puritan
Edmunds; but noew you have only the two first resources.
‘They are eminently moral, as Washington, New York, and
London, which set the fashions in morality, agree; but less
economical than the harem, which is a factory not only of
children, but of shawls and other manufactures quoted in the
market.
Not even prostitution is to be despised as a safety-valve
from practices still more ignobie and disastrous, whether in
self-abuse, abuse of wives, or encroachments on the neigh-
bor’s premises. The females who have recourse to it fox
bread, in forfeiting the respect of p ality, acquire a title
to the gratitutie of wives whom they save from persecution,
and in a good State Socialist régime will doubtless be pen-
sioned by government for their services in the preservation 8
morality. Parson Malthus has no crow to pick with venal
love, for it is not prolific.
In a natural order, Love will brook but one form of con-
straint, viz., in the necessity of obtaining the preference of
its object. 1t is precisely from this salutary constraint that
marriage laws pretend to exempu it. Now, this constraint,
maintainzd by the poticion of attracti is not self-
straint; its influence is exerted towards the development of
greater faculty, not to the repression of what we possess; its
object is not to lp , but to ally ambition with love,
and to stimulat tellect in its p Thus there will
come to be great artisis in love, a8 in painting or sculpture,
and races will improve by their progeny.
The demand of the Alphites and clerical hypocrisy for self-
restraint among the wmarried begins by excluding the natural
corapetition of love forces, by establishing an arbitrary privi-
lege, whick is a fiof or vassalage of the Church, and then

begging the proprictary husband not to love his wife to death
in the sacred marriage bed,—a roquest whick appears to

him preposterous as long as other property of the same sort

can be had for the asking. - So it will be, until Anarchism es-

tablishes woman’s industrial independence, séts a premium
upon good stock, and eliminates the bad.

Not in his need to prove superiority in love alone does the
Anarchist lover meet those forces which nature opposes to

foxurio
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astic or absorbed in babyhood, yet take quite as much stock
in this kind of life stock some years later, when it is big
enough to feed its brother pigs and scratch for a living. It
is the fault of the c¢ity if children are a drug there.

But there is a superior reason of society even here, for it is
not until folks get too thick to thrive in separate families
that the solidarities of iative codp ion are studied
Then it is the laboring poor who organize for self-preser-
vation. Man is so organized that be will never organize
spontancously, except either for mischief or for defence,
Plunder I include under the head of mischief, as in case of
monkeys for plundering orchards, or governments for levy-
ing taxes. So when the usual palliatives of population —war
and malaria —hold up awhile, awl misery reiays them; when
I tinds he cannot make a living, he begins to speculate on
what can We do. And when we perceive that what hinders
us are the organizations for plunder called Government,
then the monkey’s occupation — as jurist, for instance—is
gone, and the cats agree to eat their own cheese.
EDGEWORTH.

Requisites of an Anarchist Editor.
It is the pride of the editor of Liberty that it has ever been
his endeavor to conform his editorial policy to a standard
similar to that held up by A. B. Bradford in a recent number
of the *“ Truth Seeker,”” as printed beivw :

As the two requisites of a man who occupied the respons-
ible position of & watchman on the walls of a beleaguered city
were, first, that he have good eyesight tc see, and, secondly,
that he have fidelity of character, so the editor of a Free-
thought journal should be a man who takes a large view of
things, and who, impartially studying the canses, furesees the
effects of them. Mounted on the walls, of course he is ex-
pected to see farther than those who are inside, and whose
vision must necessarily be limited. Besides the qualification
of intelligence and foresight, such an editor must have a
heart loyal to the cause he professes to advocate. He mus
not be turned aside from the pursuit of his object, or be
goaded into a compromise of the truth at any crisis, by short-
sighted friends who criticise his judgments. Such friends
have a right to criticise, and he is glad of any light they can
shed on the path of his duty. But if he is fit for the place,
he must go, after all, by his own convictions, or resign it to
the occupancy of some one else. In times of panic, when
men’s minds are gener:!'y confused, and svhen he is liable to
be misunderstood, even by his friends and co-laborers, he
mauss sti3! remain firm.
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To call the book the “ Uncle Tom’s Cabin*’ of Nihilism is
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