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‘Whole No. 104.

W Eop always it thine cyes, O Libe riy !
Shines tiat liwh light whereby the world is saved ;
AAnd though thow stay us, we will trust in thee.”
Joux Hay.

On Picket Duty.

The “Standard” suotes approvingly the Ocala
“Bauners” remark that “the way to defeat Henry
George is to answer his arguments.” Nevertheless, it
is a policy which. the “Standard’s” editor studiously
avoids in dealing with his own opponents.

Let no reader skip the exquisite piece of satire, by
a Socialist upon a type of Socialist unfortunately too
frequently met, which is reprinted in another eolumn
from the London “Today.” No one familiar with the
keen and witty style of G. Bernard Shaw will be de-
ceived as to the paternity of the article by its anagram-
matic signature.

‘The New Haven * Workmen’s Advocate " has just dis-
covered « Professor Ely's Fall.” If it had had Liberty's
sharp eyes, it would have seen that l'e never rose, ex-
cept in the estimation of the easily cajoled and the un-
thinking.  As long ago as 1583, when Ely’s first book
appeared, Liberty pronounced and proved the author
charlatan.  Such repntation as he enjoys he ove
largely to the stupidity of short-sizhted Socialists who,
caught by his hypocritical professions of impartiality,
put bim forward almost as an apostle and who are just
beginning to veaiize that they have been viciimized.

Libertv recer.uly noted the revolution in the oftice of
the Detroit “ Advance and Labor Leaf” by which the
editorial management of that paper passed from the
handa of John R. Burton into those of Captain J. M.
McGregor, under whose administration it has been an
organ of the Henry George doetrine. It now takes
pleasure in noting a second revolution, by which Cap-
tain McGregor confines himself to the business man-
agement and is succeeded in the editorial chair by
Comrade Joe Labadie. There is a stock company, to
Le sure, to keep Labadie in order, but, rampant Anar-
chist that he is, he has a wil! of his own, and where
there’s a will there’s a way. With his Anarchistic
views, independent mind, and power of vigorous ex-
pression, he is sure to make the editorial colutans of
the “ Advanca " a treasury of wit, %01:1, and virility.

In the Boston «Investigator” receiitly an article ap-
peared over the familiar initials, «E. B. F.,” rebuking
the editor for one of his characteristically equivocal
comments upon the Comstock law, and reminding him
that laws are made, not by the people, but by political
bosses who so manipulate political machinery that
they induce the people to go through the farce of vot-

- ing them into office, after which they legislate at the

bidding of those who offer the most “boedle.” The
fossil who sits in the editorial chair made a solemn ef-
fort to refute this position, and then unwittingly en-
dorsed it hin: - “ {n the same issve by printing without
comment, upon the editorial page in editoriaf type, a
long extract from Herlert Spencer concluding as fol-

lows: “Here [in America] it seems to me that ‘the |

sovereign people’ is fast becoming a puppet which
moves and speaks #s wirespullers determine.”

- Henry George, in his enthusiasm for texation, goes
so far as to defend the right of the, taxing power to
‘at any time impose taxes 5o high as to destroy the
valve of any kind of property,” and rests his assertion
on the statement of Chief ‘

ce Marshall that “the

power to tax invclves the power to destroy.” Which
remark is as true as it i; brutal, but it takes for
granted the power to tax. Its author is the same John
Marshall of whom Lysander Spooner said that he
“would have been a great jurist, if the two funda-
mental propositions on which all his legal, political,
and constitutional ideas were based had been true,”
these propositions being, “first, that government has
all power, and, secondly, that the people have no
rights,” and the rightfulness of taxation is one of those
false assumptions in the use of which Mr. Spooner de-
clared him an adept. As far as liberty-loving people
are concerned, Mr. George might as well try to justity
his scheme by citing the authority of the Czar of Rtus-
ia as by citing that of John Marshall.

I would never have believed that the local column
of a newspaper published in a village of no special in-
terest to me couid have been made to command my at-
tention, but somehow or other Editor Pinney of the
Winsted “Press,” with whom I recently conducted a
lively tilt, contrives to dish np the daily doings of his
little borough in a style which I cannot resist. "Thus it
happens that my eye lit, in a recent. number, upon a pa-

; ragraph reading as follows: “We call attention to the
¢ warning of the special town meeting for Monday r. M.

next. It will bear particular scrutiny. We are not
prophets; but if the construetion put upon this docu-
ment by people skilled in the interpretation of legal
points is correct, we predict that the meeting of Mon-
day, whatever its issue, will be followed by another
meeting, in order to make things right all around.”
"Tis ever thus, my friend, in affairs of State,—in the
running of that clumsy mechanism which, thongh you
buffet and maul it so vigorously, you think indispens-
able to humai welfare as soon as an Anarchist simi-
larly smites it.

“John Swinton’s Paper” is publishing a series of
articles entitled : “ Wage-Slavery as Viewed by 2 Wage-
Slave.” They are writter by A. S. Leitch of St. Louis.
In the seventh of the series lie says: “The ‘free money’
theory here becomes ridiculous. If every shoemaker
could run a little cobbler’s shop independent of every
other fellow-workman, and other trades the same, then
the ¢every-one-his-own-banker’ theory might be carried
out; il two or ten thousand are to combine in a co-
operative manufactory, using all the modern labor-
saving machines applicable to the trade, then the
mediam of exchange, money, must be based upon the
same codperative principle.” This shot flies very wide
the mark. T Lave yet to meet the advocate of free
money who 1nsists that every one shall be his own
banker or who objects to the issue of money by coope-
ration. If Mr. Leitch has ever met such a person and
will tell me how to reach him, I, as an advocate of free
money, will endeavor to show him the error of his
ways. What the friends of frez money are fighting
for is the right both of individuals and of cosperators to
issue money when and as they choose, and what tey
are fighting against is the laws which in auy way
make it impossible for either individuals » coipe-
rators to exercise this right. This, d nothing else,
is the free money theory, and he . o says that it
“here becomes ridiculous " becomes ridiculons himself,

Henry George was recently veminded in these
columns that his own logic would compel him to lay a
tax, not only on land values, but on all values growing
out of increase of population, and newspaper properties

were cited in illustration. A correspondent of the
“Standard” has made the same criticism, iustancing,
instead of a newspaper, “Crusoe’s boat which rose in
value when a ship appeared on the horizon.” To this
correspondent Mr. George makes answer that, while
Crusoe’s boat might have acquired a value when other
people came, “because value is a factor of trading,
and, when there is no one to trade with, there can be
no value,” yet “it by no means follows that growth of
population increases the value of labor products, for a
population of fifty will give as much value te a desir-
able product as & population of a million.” Iam ready
to admit this of any article which can be readily pro-
duced by any and all who choose to produce it. But,
as Mr. George says, it is not true of land, and it is as
emphatically not true of every article in great demand
which can be produced, in approximately equal quality
and with approximately equal expense, by only one or
a few persons. There are many such articles, and one
of them is a popular newspaper. Such articles are of
small value where there are few people and of immense
value where there are many. This extra value is un-
earned increment, and ought to be taxed out uf the
individual’s hands into those of the community if any
unearned increment ought to be. Come, Mr. George,
be honest! Le: us see whither your doctrine wiil
lead us.

Cart and horse are all one to Henry George. ie
puts eithes first to suit his fancy or the turn his ques-
tioner may take, and, no matter which he places in the
lead, he “gets there all the same” —on paper. When
he is asked how taxation of lund values will abolish
poverty, he answers that the rush of wage-laborers to the
land will zeduce the supply of labor and send wages up.
Then, when somebody else asks him how wage-labor-
ers will be able to rush to the land without money to
take them there und capital to work the land after-
wards, he answers that wages will then be so high that
the laborer will scon be able to save up money enough
to start with. Sometimes, indeed, as if dimly perceiv-
ing the presence of some inconsistency lurking between
these two propositions, he volunteers an additional
suggestion that, after the lapse of a generation, he will
be a phenomenally unfortunate young man who shall
have no relatives or friends to help him start upon the
land.  But we are left as much in the dark as ever
about the method by which these relatives or iriends,
during the generation which must elapse before the
young men get to the land, are to save up anything to
give these young men a start, in the abseuce of that
increase of wages which can only come as a couse-
quence of the young men having gone to the land.
Mr. George, however, has still ancther resouree in re-
serve, and, when forced to it, he trots it out, — namely,
that. there being all grades between the rich and the
very pooi, those having enough to start themselves up-
on the land would do so, and the akbijectly poor, no
longer having them for competitors, weald get higher

Jwages.  Of course one might ask why these diminutive

capitalists, who even now can go to the land if they
choose, since there is plenty to be had for but little
more than the askirg, refrain nevertheless from at
once relieving an overstocked labor market; but it
would do no gond.  You see, you can't stomp Henry
(George. He always comes up blandly smiling. He
kncws he has a ready tongue nnd a facile pen, and om
these he relies to carry him safely throngh ‘the mazes
of unreascn. :
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THE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY.

PEARIL: ANDREWS,

By STHPHEN

PART SEcoxD.
COST THE LIMXT OF PRICE:

A Scientific Measure of Hory - Trade as One of the Fundamental Principles in
the . tion 3f o Social Problem.
Cuutinned from No. 103,

CHAPTER IV.
VALUE DISTINGUISHED FROM COST.

120, The second grand result from the principle of Equity — Cost the Limit of
Price—is that the calue of labor or of « commodity has nothing whatever to dv legitis
mately with fiving the PRICE of the labor or commodity. This proposition would be
deduced partially from what has been already shown; it requires, however, to be
more explicitly stated and more conclusively demonstrated.” It is, as well as the
result considered in- the last chapter in relation to natural skill or talent. quite
new, and therefore surprising.

130, There is certainly nothing more reasonable, according to existing ideas,
thau that “« thing ought to bring what it is worth” No proposition could be more
seemingly innocent upon the face of it than that. (19.) There is no stutement
upon any subjeet upon which mankind would more generally concur, and yet that
statement covers a fallacy which lies at the basis of the prevalent sy stem of eaploita-
tion or civilized cannibalism. It is precisely at this point that the whole world has
committed its most fatal blunder. [t will {)e the purpose of this chapter to expose
that error so obviously that it can no longer lurk in obscurity even in the least
enlightened mind. To that end I beg the especial attention of the reader to the
technical distinction between I'a’ue and Clost,—a point of great importance to this
whole discussiou.

131, “What a thing is worth” is another expression for the Value of a com-
modity or labor.  The I'alue of a commodity or labor is the degree of benetit which it
confers upon the person who receives it, or to whose use it is applied. The Cost of it is,
on the other hand, as already explained, the degree of burden which the production of
the commodity or the performance of the labor imposed upon the person who produced or
performed it They arve thercfore by no means the same. No two things ean pos-
sibly be more distinet. The buvden or cost may be very great and the benefit or
value very little, or vice versa.  1Iu the case of an exchange or transfer of an wrticle
from one person to another, the Cost relates to the party who makes the transfer,
the burden of the production falling en him, and the Value to the party to whom
the transfer is made, the article going to his benefit. It is the same if the object
exchanged is labor directly, It follows, therefore, that to say that “a thing should
bring what it is worth,” which is the same as to say that ite price should be measured
by its value, is quite the oppositz of affirming that it shou.d bring es much as it cost
the producer to produce it. Hence, both rules eannot be true, for they conflict with
and destroy each other. But we have already seen that it is exactly equitable that
Cost be adopted as the universal limit of price,—in other words, that as much bur-

den shal! be assumed by each party to the exchange as is imposed upon the opno-T

site party. Counsequently the accepted axiom of trade that “a thing should bring
what it is worth” proves, when tested by simply balancing tie scales of Equity, to
be not only errcneous, but, so to speak, the antipodes of the true principle. Such
is the result when we recur to fundamental investigation. It will be rendered
equally obvious :n the sequel, by « comparison of the consequences of the two prin-
ciples in operation, that C'ost is the true and T'alue the false measure of price.

132, But although Value is not the legitimate limit of Price nor even an ele-
ment in the price, it is, nevertheless, an element in the bargain. 77 is the Value of
the thing to be acquired which determines the purchaser to purchase. Tt belongs to the
man who labors or produces an article, estimating for himseif, as we have seen, the
amount of burden he has assumed, to fix the price, measured by that burden or
Cost. He alone knows it, and he alone, therefore, can determine it. It belongs,
on the other hand, to the purchaser to estimate for himsalf the Value of the labor
or commodity to him. He alone can do so in faci, for he alone knows the nature
of his own wants. By the settlement of the first point — the Cost to the producer
—the Price becomes a fized sum. If the Value then exceeds that sum in the esti-
mation of the other party, he will purchase; otherwise, not. Heuce the Valus,
though not an element in the Price, is an element in the bargain, The Price is a
consideration wholly for the vender, und the Value a consideration wholly for the
purchaser.

33, As this is alsc a point of great importance, let us state it again. If you
require and desire to obtain one hour or one year of my services, or the results of
those services in commodities, which is the saine thing, it is a matter which does
not concern me,—it is impertinence on my part to concern myself with the ques-
tion of the degree of benefit you will derive from such services. That is purely a
question for your own consideration, and determines you whether you can affo: d
to give me the equitable price of my labor,—whether the valie to you equals the
cost to me,—that is, it determines the demand. Your estimate of that value or bene-
fit to you may be based on considerations obvious to others, or upon a mere whim
or caprice to the gratification of which others would attach no importance. But
it belongs to the Sovereignty of the Individual to gratify even one’s whims or ca-
prices without hindrance or interferance from others, at his own cost, which is,
when the services of others are required o that end, by paying to them the cost to
them of such services,

134, On the other hand, it is equally an impertinencs for you, in the case sup-
posed, to attenipt 10 settie for me the degree of attraction or repugnance which
there i3 (o me in the performance of the services which you require. No one else
but myself can possibly know that, No one else can tl:erefore fix a just price up-
on my labor. Hence it follows that both value and cosi enter into a Dargain, even
when legitimately made.  But calue goes solely to determine the demand, and is
solely coguizable by the purehaser or consumer,—Dby hipu who receives, while cost (o1
burden)y goes to detern ine the price, and is solely cognizable by the seller or pro-
ducery—liy hine who vwdors. By this means the cost of each one’s acts is made to
fall on himselt, which is the esscuiial conditicn to the rightful exercise of the Sov-
ereignty of the Tndividual. It you over-estimate the value to you of my servi
you endure the cost or disagrecable eonsequence. of your iistake or want of judg-
ment, If I, on the other hand, under-estimate the cost or endurance of the per-
formance to me, the cost of that error falls on me, submitting each of us to the
government of consequences, the only legitimate corrective.” If, again, T over-
estimate the cost to me and ask a price greater than your estimute of the value to
you, there is no barga’n, and I have lost. the opportunity of earning a price mea-
sured by the real cost of the performance, so that the enst of my mistake talls again

on mej while—the market heing open, aud o thorough adjustmient of supply to
demand being established — others witl make a juster e-tin.ate, whose services you
will procure, and you will suffer no ivconvenience.  Uonpetition will regulate any
disposition on my part to overcharge, (160.) . .

1 All this is reversed in our existing eraprvioree, The vender adjusts his
price to what bie supposes to be its value to the piachaser,-—th .t is, to the (egree
of want in which the purchuser is found, —uever to what the commodity cost him-
self; thus interfering with what eannet coucers hio. except as a means of taking
an undue advantage.  The purchaser, on e other hand, oiters a price based up-
on his knowledge or surmise of whut the degree of want of “lie vender may force
him to consent to take. llence the cgunibalisin of trade.

136, But it is objected that in the ease supposed above, while nominally adjust-
ing my price to the degree of repugnance to myself, 1 may in fact tuke into account
the degree of your want, and charge you as much as I think you will endure, This
objection, otherwise stated, is simply this, -~ that the Individual, in the exercise of
his sovereign freedony, may abandon thie Cost Principle, or, in other words, the
true principle, and return to the value, or false prineiple.  That is, in other words,
again, simply to aflinn that there is nothing in the true prineiple to force the In-
dividual to comply with it, to the extent of depriving him of his freedom to do
otherwise. This is granted. Any such compulsion would infringe upon the prin-
ciple of the Sovereignty of the Individual, which is, if possible, still more import-
ant than the Cost Principle itself. Once for all let it be distinctly understood that
the prineiples of Fuitable Commerce do not serve directly and mainly to coerce
men into true or harmonic relations when destitute of the desire for such relations.
Their first office is, on the other hand, to inform those who do desire such rela-
tions, how they may be attained. If it is assumed that there are no such persons,
then, certainly, the supply of true principles, of any sort, is a supply without a de-
mand,—but not otherwise.

137, The secondary or indirect effect of true commercial principles in operation
will be, however, correctional, and in one sense coercive, but coercive in a sense
entirely compatible with freedom. It will be to throw the consequences of each
one’s deviation from right practice upon himself, leaving him free to exercise his
own Sovereignty, but free to do so, as he ought, at his own cost, while they will
surround him with a public sentiment in favor of honesty more potent than laws,
at the same time that they will remove the temptations now existing to infringe
the rights of others. 1t will be seen at another point that competition, which 1is
now the tyrant that forces men to be dishonest, will, under these prineiples, operate
with equal power to induee them to be honest. (160, 206.)

138, An illustration of the entire disconnection between Price and the Value
to the purchiaser is found in the one-price store, in existing commerce. Upen this
plan of trade the prices are fixed by the merchant-vender of the goods, and each
article is labeled at o fixed and invariable amount. The customer has nothing
whatever to do with fixing those prices. On the other hand, it is the purchaser
alone who detevmines whether the Value of an article to him is sufficient to induce
him to purchase at the price fixed. In these particulars the operation is the same
as that of Equiwdle Conunerce. Tt differs, however, in the essential particular that
the merchant, in fixing his prices, is governed by no scientific principle. The
prices are not adjusted hy any equitable standard.” They rest upon an uncertain
and fluctuating basis, partly Cost, partly the necessities or cupidity of the vender,
and partly the supply and demand or the supposed Value to the purchaser. Value
is thus made actually an element of the price in a general way, though not in the
particnlar case. The vender refuses to vary his price according to the particular
Value to the particular })urchaser, but he has previously taken into the account
the general value to purchasers at large. The case is only good, therefore, to illus-
trate the single peint for which it was adduced, —nzmely, the separability of Price
and Value to ghe purchaser,—the fact that they are not necessarily commingled
with each other. The ticket at the theatre, the public lecture, the railroad, ete.,
furnishes another illustration of the same fact. The price is invariable, and the
purchaser is left to determine for himself whether the Talue equais the Cost; if so
in his opinion, there is a bargain, otherwise not.

139. ~ As respects the propriety of measuring Price by Value, in the first place,
it is essentiully impossible to measure Value EXACTLY, or, in other words, to ascertain
the precise WORTH ¢f labor or commodities.

C'ost is a thing which lcoks to the past, and is therefore certain. Value is a
thing which looks to the future, and is therefore contingent and uncertain. A
bushel of potatoes lies before us. It is possible to estimate with aceuracy how
much human labor it ordinarily takes to produce that amount of that article, and
how disagreeable the labor is as compareé) with other kinds, and then we have the
standerd cost of the article; but who will undertake to say what the value of that
bushei of potatoes is as it stands in the market? Value, remember, is the degree
of benefit it will confer upon the person or persons who are to consume it. That
value, it is obvious, will vary with every one of the fifty thousand persons in the
city who may chance to purchase it, and will vary with the extremes of savin,
twenty human lives (as it may do on shiphoard, for example) and nothing at alf
for the potatoes may stock a larder already overstocked and be permitted to decay,
appropriated to no beneficial purpose whatsoever. As every one of the tweuty
starving persons would gladly have given at jgast ten thousand doltars for his share
of the patatoes rather than not have had themg'the value of the bushel of potatoes
is any thing between cipher and two hundred thousand dollars.

Take a more complicated case. It is possible to calculate how much it

costs,
down to the fraction of a cent (or, more proverly, of an hour’s labor), to convey a
man from New York 1o Albany on a first-class steamboat, —the Isaac Newton or
the Hendrick Hudson for example,—taking into account the cost of construction,
the cost of running, the number of persous regularly traveling among whom the

expense is to be divided, ete. But who will undertake to caleulate the different
values of a trip up the Hudson to the eight hundred or a thousand persons who
gather at the wharf at the departure of one of those magnificent beats? One is -
neglecting: his business at home and going on a speculation in which ke will lose a
thousand dollars. How much ix the trip worth to him? There is a bridegroom
and bride going off to enjoy the Loneymoon. How much in hard 1aoney is the
trip worth to them? There stands a poor invalill who hopes to recover a little
health by the cool hreezes on the quiet river. There is a young m=n fresh from
school, just starting out to see the world and gratify his curiosicy. There is a
sharper who will cheat somebody out of a few hundreds hefore he gets back, and
30 on. What is the olue to each of these of a trip up the Hudson? Value is the
benefit 1o be done to each.  How biy is a piece of chalk? How much is consider
able?  How far ix a good ways? Aud yet all the politieal economy, all the cals
culations of finance, all the banking, all the trading and commercial transactions |
in the world, are based upon the idea of the measurement and comparison of
Values.  Even Mv, Kellogg, Mr. Gray, and others who write as financial refoviers;
and whose labors in demonstrating the appressive operation of interest or rent on
money are invaluable, fall iuto the same error.  Mr. Kellogg has a chapter »On
the Power of Money to Measure Value,” and asserts without question that this is
oune of the legitimate functions of a civenlating medium,
10, Tt is possible, it is true, for parties to form an estimate of relative valh
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Based upon their present knowledge of all tuture contangencios, and this to prefer
oue thing to another ina certain ratioy bat the vosext event which ocenrs ni v
show the ealeutation of ehanees to have beer entively fallacious, and the real value |
of the objeet, on the one hand or the other, to be entirely ditferent from what was |
anticipated,  Henceo cvery exchange, hased upon the comaparison of values, is a
gpeculation upon the probabilities of the future, and not o scientifie measwrement
of that which already exists.  All trade wnder the existing systoin s therefore !
speculation, in kind, the uncertainty differ ee, and all speeulation is ¢
gambling, or the staking of risks i rument of measurement
is equally defective, us has been alveady shown in disenssing the naiure of money.
(77, 123.)

14 In the next plice, if it wers possible to measure Values precisely, the er-
change of comuodities aeeoraog to Value wordd St be a system of mutual conguest and
oppression,-—not a beneficent reciprocation of equivalents. This will appear by
one or two simple illustrations.

L2, L—Suppose I am a wheelwright in a small village, and the only one of
my trade. You ave traveling with certain valuables in your carriage, which breaks
down opposite my shop. Tt will take an hour of my time to mend the carriage.
You can get no other means of conveyance, and the loss to you, if you fail to arrive
at the neighboriug town in season for the sailing of a certain vessel, will be five
hundred dollars, which fact you mention to e, in good faith, in order to quicken
my exertions, [ give one hour of my work and mend the carriage. What am I
i equity entitled to chavge— what should be the lanir of price upon my labor?

Let us apply the ditferent measures and see how they will operate. If Value is
the limit of price, then the price of the how’s labor should be five hundred dol-
lars. That 1s the equivalent of the value of the labor to you. If cost is the limit
of price, then you should pay me a commodity, or commodities, or a representative
in cwrrency which will procure me commodities, having in them one hour’s labor
equally as hard as the mending of the carringe, without the slightest reference to
the degree of henetit whieh that labor has bestowed on you: or, putting the illus-
tration in wouey, thus; assuming the twenty-five cents to be an equivalent for an
hour’s labor of an artisan in that particular trade, then according to the Cost Prin-
ciple T should be justifi -1 in asking only twenty-five cents, but according to the
Value Principle T should be justified in asking five hundred dollars.

143, The Vulue Principle, in some form of expression, is, as [ have said, the
only recognized principle of trade throughout the world. * A thing is worth what
it will bring in the market.”  Still if I were to charge you five hundred dollars, or
a fourth part of that sum, and, taking advantage of your necessities, force you to
pay it, everybody would denounce me, the poor wheelwright, as an extortioner and
a scoundrel.  Why? Simply because this is an wnusual application of the prin-
ciple. Wheelwrights seldom have a chance to make such a “speculation,” and
therefore it is not according to the “established usages of trade.” Hence its man-
ifest injustice shocks, in such a case, the commou sense of right. Meanwhile you,
a \\‘enlt%xy merchaut, are daily rolling up an enormous fortune by doing business
upon the same principle which you condemn in the wheelwright, and nobody finds
fault. At every scarcity in the market you imunediately raise the price of every
article you hold, It is your business to take advantage of the necessities of those
with whom you deal, by selling to them according to the }wiue to them, and not
according to the Cost to you. You go further. You, by every means in your
power, create those necessities by buying up particular articles and holding them
out of the market until the demand becomes pressing, by circulating false reports
of short crops, and by other similar tricks known to the trade. This is the same
in principle as if the wheelwright had first dug the rut in which your carriage up-
set and then charged you the five hundred dollars.

‘To be continned,

IRELAND! =«

By GEORGES SAUTON.
Translated from the French for Liberty by Sarah E. Holmes.
Continued from No. 103,

But the Duchess, reading the brain of her lover like an open book, made formal
opposition to this plan of reseue; and, as Richard, sceptical regarding the moral
means to which she might resort if he should think of disregarding her command,
turned his eyes questioningly towards the dagger which she continued to handle
in her agitation with feverish movements, she threw the terrible blade into a cor-
ner, and with a smile, expressive first of pity and then o « passion which also
disarmed her and brightened her face with an ardent and caressing tenderness,
she said, as if no quarrel had taken place:

“Ah! my Richard, how wrongly you judge me! Kill you that you may not
run after this Marian! Kill you,—that is, close forever those dear eyes from
which emanated the vivifying light which first roused love within me, and seal
with ice that mouth from which infinite happiness flov.~d so long in my veins, as
from a marvellous fount! Exhausted for me since the birth of the kisses which
you give to another in your barren ecstasies, I am dying, my heart withered, my
soul consumed with a devouring fire which kindles unspeakable wrath within it.
Kill you! but [ wish, on the contrary, your re-opened lips to distil for me anew
their wild intoxicants, while they shall drink from mine and from my tragrant
body the joys for which you constantly thirsted but so recently.”

“Say the philter wrich destroys reason, honor, and conscience,” said he, in the
beginning of an excitement which was the precursor of his defeat.

By recalling these sensual memories, which she enumerated with agitated mod-
ulations of her warm, golden voice, in which mingled languishing strains of vio-

Jincellos and the lulling music of an orchestra dying awiy in the distance, she

regained him. Tu the orbs of the changing eyes of tlus magician of love a'l
mad desires glittered by turns, through them passed the elicious languors wear,

gratification, and the aliurement of feverish renewals of voluptuous delight:
half revealed itselt hehind the trellis of her fawn-colored lashes, compla-ely dis-

‘ol'ganisz-' the weakening resistance of Bradwell.

: i asked hLerself, laughing inwacdly at this declining tromsiormat.en of
the hostile and faithless will of her pliable lover, why she had allowes herscif to
e by asstupid, vienish passion, which disfigured her without any doubt,
loweriug her to the level of the commonplace creatures of ordinary households, of

the mistresses of the murket-place, of the Ariadnes of dens of ill-répute.
- The trivial, filthy taunt, in her month fashioned for the wayward and delicately
es which ensnare, this frenzy demeaning her lascivions being so irre-
einnting when she wished it, what nonsense, what madness to set up
inst anger, when, by caressing ways, by “the old times” of carnal ewo-
ing words skilfully recalled, she could suceeed so completely in
<]n‘1' rage at its paroxysm, however justifiable, and of spite,

e

telards attitude had disturbed: her

1f-poss

sioty, indueing in her

@ momentary irvitation so prompt il sharp that she bade farewell to retlection,

o ealenlation.,

See!l For twenty-four hours she had foreed herself to avoid him in the apart-
ments of the castle, through which he passed alone; he was recovering from his
discomfiture in vegard to Marian, his sadness in such states of wind plunged him

“into a brown study, and she thought it expedient not to meet Limg hut after this

lupse of time, could she calmly allow him to remain in bis philosophico-amorous
meditations eternally on account of the same object?

And when, obeying an ircesistible and unavoidable force, she approached the
subject vegurding which she could have wished not to appear disturbed, partly
from prudence, partly from vanity, Richard avowed squarely that which propriety,
respect, gallantry forbade him to confess; she urged hin to deny the scaudal
learned by her from divers sources, and he persisted in building it up; she exhorted
him to a pious lie which would calin her, and he declined to satisiy her.  Zounds!
any one, equally iraseible and eve s less gullible than she, would have overstepped
the boundaries, would have Cescended to the sane shameful triviality, and the same
low, passionate, bitter, virulent violence.

But she would be more careful in the future. Moreover, she needed only to
gain time, till the death of Newington which now would not be long in coming.
Afterwards, captivated by caresses, enchained by the bonds of an effective moral
complicity, —the Duchess flattered herself, — Sir Richard, altnough .e might still
long for his cursed Marian. would be forced to entirelg renounce her, it tragic
events, in which he pussibly would aid, did not first oblige him to give her up
for lost.

And, smiling at this near future of peaceful, orderly adulteries, Lady Ellen, more
coquettish, and made more alluring by her purpose of seduction, resumed her
irvesistible artifices, the recitals which sent feverishly erotic thrills through Rich-
ard’s body, stirring the blood in his arteries till it mounted to his head like intux-
icating wine, and quickening his amorous sensibilities. Tn his exultation his eyes
discerned through her glittering spangles the radiant nudity of Ellen’s bedy, and
his dilating nostrils breathed the fresh and intoxicating perfume of the exquisite
flesh of the young woman whom he now desired with all his might.

Nevertheless, he still dreamed of the lonely one, of her who, in this thick night,
in the moaning north wind, in the cold in which the black and leafless trees shiv-
ered, was perhaps drawing her last breath, overwhelmed by suffering, by horror of
the darkness, of the solitude, of the frightful unknown concealed in the gloom, by
the natural fear of death, at her age so hideous and inconsolable.

He dreamed especially of her whom some soldier, some wretch, some robber was
violating perhaps at this very hour, in the night, like a coward, with no one even
to help her, with no possibility of her cries, lost in the gusts of wind, reaching the
ears of any one whom she might call to her rescue.

Still possessed by his mania!

But Lady Ellen would not take offence at it, would not become excited; these
last elouds would soon vanish, chased away by the light puff of her breath with
which she bathed Richard’s fevered brow, sighing, simulating a sorrow which
swelled her breast, and all at once, in a crushing need of consciation, leaning on
her lover’s shoulder. )

He did not embrace her yet, although burning with desire to do so; but, at the
contact of her supple form, which moulded itself to his, penetrated by the magnetic
warmth radiating from those diabolically seductive limbs, he did uot possess the
energy to repulse ner, even gently, although he mentally conjured Marian to exor-
cise him from the charm, from the witchery which enveloped him and insinuated
itself through the net-work of his veins and through every pore of his skin!

And the Duchess, slowly, in a mournful scale, now enumerated the chapter of
her regrets. No: she krew now, he had never loved her except materially, with a
passion which possession satisfied, and as he would the first comer, a servant, no
matter which one of her chamber-maids, young, pretty, and sweet. Was she inis-
taken? Let him deny it, then! IHe had not the audacity, and she pressed him
with questions,

Surely she did not believe that he bad not had other women before her, peasants,
bourgeoises, fine ladies, not to say prostitutes, and in the mass of these common-
place conquests, caressed one minute with transport and then quickly forgotten,
she counted no longer; it was frightful; it was enough to make one die of grief
and shume; she no longer had any greater place in his esteem, in his gratitude,
than all those fleeting, doubtful passions at which people sometimes blush.

“Ellen!” protested Richard, feebly, but she did not stop.

“Yes, at which they blush; for often,” she continued, “one sees such cases; a
young man, beautiful as a heathen god, abandons himself to the equivocal and
mercenary embraces of an old and ugly courtesan, worn out by a whole vovulation
of lovers by night, by day, within the hour, or he even pursues with his scmsual
madness some shapeless, dirty wench, spotted with the filth of her revoltiny trade.”

“LEllen!” said Sir Bradwell, anew, with a swelling heart and pressing her aainst
his broad chest with a tenderness not at all concealed.

But the Duchess was not contented with this testimony. In complacently uun-
veiling before Richard the picture of the base and ignominious loves upon which
the youthful ardors of beginners feed, she aimed to suggest to his mind compari-
sons between the lot of others and his own happiness, favored with an admirable
mistress, in her triviaphant prime. surrounded by the most fervent adoration of
all who came near her, and whom he had but to say the word in order to possess
alone.

Since Marian escaped him, Marian the virgin, at least he might conceive, on
hearing this account of the clandestine couplings of the common herd, a dread of
being given up to such himself if he did not cling to the Duchess, and this appre-
hension strengthened Lady Ellen as the beginning of a future and tirm constancy
on the part of the lover who had just given signs of releasing himself from her
charming and golden bonds.

She resumed her instructive disconrse

“Pardon!™ said he, at last slipping his arm around her flexible form, the intox-
icating velvet of which his fingers felt, enraptured, through the material ot her
wrapper, as they buried themselves in the bend of her prominent and firm hips.

At the same time he again drew the Duchess towmw{s him, the forehead of the
young woman at the height ot Yis lips; but was he not then conquered, ane® did
the image of the young Irish gnlstill float between them?  She struggled, refused
herselt, saying with a faint voice, in which there was an appearance of a sob, Siv
Richard held in his arms only the mistress of his body if in the kisses whieh she
received there was no soul,

And, (lisengnging hersels, with averted head, pressing her evelids as it tears wore
tlowing which she wished to drive back or conceal, she deelaved that she wanld
not belong to him heneeforth unless he loved her first of all for her heart.

Though, up to this time, she had been ouly the flesh which infatnates, which
intoxicates, winl npon which one may gorge and surfeit himseif, she wonla not
lend he longer to these vile, degrading embraces, which lowered the highest
of women to a level with the lowest, and all to a level with the heasts; and she

Continued on page 6.
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Father McGlynn.

How funny it all reads,—the “excommunication,”
cursing McGlynn inside and out! What a strinug of
Leavenly celebrities are invoked! Quite new to this
generation. But not a terror, it would seem. Nobody's
afraid. McGlynn goes on serenely, and the thousands
who packed the Opera House in Philadelphia last San-
day nigh*, mostly Catholic, rose en masse to cheer him.
He was their hero. Why? Because he would not go
to Rome. He withstands the pope and defies him;
tells the Head of the Church that he has no right to
do this and that. Curious. What sort of a Head has
the Church got in these modern days that common
priests and their flock can say: “ O Head, you have no
right,” ete.? What right have priest or people to say
this? Verily, no right as Roman Catholics. Only the
poor right of human beings. But that they have
waived by their membership of 2 church that does not
recognize it, permit it, or have aught to do with it, ex-
cept to put it down.

“Ah!” the reply comes from these McGlynn “ Roman
Catholics,” “in all matters of religion concerning the
Church we submit. But not as to cur politics in Ame-
rica, or our views on social problems here.”

But, alas! for them, the Roman Church knows no
such distinction. It isall “religion” with the Roman
Church. Could it maintain the power, verily, little
else would be .eft to a world that the Christ is to bring
to his feet by reans of this his Church, as the Church
claims.

But Father McGlynn insists that it is not so, and he
is still as good a Roman Catholic as ever.

At the same time both he and Mr. George dwell upon
the fact that the great social struggle now begun for
the “industrial emancipation of the people is pre-
eminently a religious one. In all their meetings they
sing, “Nearer, my God, to thee,” and other religious
hymns. You cannot, they affirm, divorce religion
from life.

Noy, all Pope Leo has done is to say, “Just so, and
therefore 1 propose, as Christ’s vicar, to regulate your
life, the whole of it.”

What remains for Father McGlynn?

Simply to fall back upon his own human right to
regulate his own life for himself and let the Church go.
What he appears to be trying to do is to reduce the
Church’ 1o & mere salvation-insurance agency for the
future world, denying it all prerogative for dealing

with the world that now is. =

But everybody sees in this age of ‘a'pproaching com-
mon sense that the urch, s f

would become speedily an affair of very little import.
No; TPope Leo has no such suicidal vision before his
eyes. The Church is politieal and social. Tt is quite
as much for this world as for any other; yea, more so.
How much more Father MeGlynn and his insurgent
brethren must learn by experience. And is not the
Church consistent? Tf it can claim divine authority
over Father McGlynn’s soul, why not also over the
body that for the time being holds that soul? Iow
can the Great Shepherd guide the flock into heaven,
if he lose sight of it in its most perilous wanderings on
earth?

Verily, the Good Shepherd is not so remiss in his
duty.

It seems, then, that Father McGlynn must submit
wholly, or not at all.

As an American, as a man, let the decision be, “not
at all.”

Neither io popes nor to kings, far or near, let him
submit. His only refuge is in the Sovereignty of the
Individual, the individual and supreme control of his
own affairs. i,

Contract or Organism, What’s That to Us?

Some very interesting and valuable discussion is go-
ing on in the London “Jus” concerning the question
of compulsory versus voluntary taxation. In the issue
of June 17 there is a communication from F. W. Read,
in which the following passage occurs:

The voluntary taxation proposal really means the dissolu-
tion of the State into its constituent atoms, and leaving them
to recombine in some way or no way, just as it may happea.
There would be nothing to prevent the existence of five or
six ‘“States '’ in England, and members of all these *‘ States”’
might be 'iving in the same house! The proposal is, it ap-
pears to e, the outcome of an idea in the minds of those
who projpound it that the State is, or ought to be, founded
on contract, just as a joint-stock company is. It is a similar
idea to the defunct ‘original contract’ theory. It was
thought the State must rest npon a contract. There had
been no contract in historic times; it was therefore assumed
that there had been a prehistorie contract. The voluntary
taxationist says there never has been any contract; there~
fore the State has never had any ethical basis; therefore we
will now make a contract. The explanation of the whole
matter, I believe, is that given by Mr. Wordsworth Donis-
thorpe, — riz., that the State is 3 social organism, evolved as
every other organism is evolved, and not requiring any more
than other organisms to be based upon a contract cither ori-
ginal or contemporary.

The idea that the voluntary taxationist objects%
the State precisely because it d->es not rest on contract,
and wishes to substitute contract for it, is strietly cor-
rect, and I am glad to see (for the first time, if my
memory serves ne) an opponent grasp it. But Mr.
Read obscures iis statement by his previous remark
that the proposal of voluntary taxation is “the out-

come of an idea . . . that the State is, or ought to be,
founded on contract.”” This would be true if the
words which 1 have italicized should be omitted. It
was the insertion of these words that furnished the
writer a basis for his otherwise groundless analogy
between the Anarchists and the followers of Rousseau.
The latter hold that the State originated in a contract,
and that the people of today, though they did not
make it, are bound by it. The Anarchists, on the con-
trary, deny that any such contract was ever made; de-
clare that, had one ever been made, it could not impose
a shadow of obligation un those who had no hand in
making it; and claim the right to contract for them.
selves as they please. The position that a man may
make his own contracts, far from being analogous to
that which makes him subject to contracts made by
others, is its direct antithesis.

It is perfectly true that voluntary taxation would
not necessarily “prevent the existence of five or six
«States’ in England,” and that “members of all these
‘States’ might be living in the same house.” But I
see no reason for Mr. Read's exclamation point after
this vemark. What of it? There are many more than
five or six Churches in Engluand, and it frequently hap-
pens that members of several of them live in the same
house. There are many more than five or six insur-
ance companies in England, and it is by no means
uncommon for nembers of the same family to inswre
their lives and goods against accident or five in differ-
ent companies. Does any harm come of it? Why,

then, should there not be a considerable number of de- |

fensive associations in England, in which people, even |
members of the same family, might insure their lives |

and goods against murderers or thieves? Though Mr.
Read has grasped onc idea of the voluntary taxationists,
I fear that he sees another wuch less clearly, — namely,
the idea that defence is a service, like any other service:;
that it is labor both useful .nd desired, and therefore a:
economic commodity subject to the law of supply aud
demand; that in a free murket this commodity wenl!
be furnished at the cost of production; itat, competi-
tion prevailing, patronage would go to tunse who fu'-
nished the best article at the lowszst price; that the
production and sale of this commodity are now mouo-
polized by the State; that the State, like almost all -
nopolists, charges exorbitant prices; that, like almost
all monopolists, it supplies a worthless, or nearly worth-
less, article; that, just as the monopolist of a food
product often furnishes poison instead of nutriment,
so the State takes advantage of its monopoly of de-
fence to furnish invasion instead of protection; that,
just as the patrous of the one pay to be poiscned, so
the patrons of the other pay to be enslaved; and,
finally, that the State exceeds all its fellow-monopolists
in the extent of its villainy because it enjoys the
unique privilege of compelling all people to buy its
product whether they want it or not. 1If, then, five or
six “States” were to hang out their shingles, the
people, I fancy, would be able to buy the very bLest
kind of security at a reasonable price. And what is
more, —the better their services, the less they would be
needed; so that the multiplication of “States” in-
volves the abolition of the State.

All these considerations, however, are disposed of, in
Mr. Read’s opinion, by his final assertion that “the
State is a social organism.” He considers this “the
explanation of the whole matter.,” But for the life of
me I can see in it nothing but another irrelevant re-
mark. Again I ask: What of it? Suppose the State
is an organism,—what then? What is the inference?
That the State is therefore permanent? But what is
history but a record of the dissolution of organisras
and the birth and growth of others to be dissolved in
turn? Is the State exempt from this order? If so,
why? What proves it? The State an organism?
Yes; so is a tiger. But unless I meet him when I
haven’t my gun, his organism will speedily disor-
ganize. The State is a tiger seeking to devour the

people, and they must either kill or cripple it. Their

own safety depends upon it. But Mr. Read says it
can’t be done. “By no possibility can the power of
the State be restrained.” This must be very disap-
pointing to Mr. Donisthorpe and ““Jus,” who are work-

ing to restrain it. If Mr. Read is right, their occupa-

tion is gone. Isheright? Unlesshe can demonstrate

it, the voluntary taxationists and the Anarchists will
continue their work, cheered by the belief that the
compulsory and invasive State is doomed to die.

T

Groritund, George, and Proudhon.

Laurence Gronlund’s pamphlet on the “Insufficiency
of Henry George’s Theory,” written, I presume, to se-
ure the ascendency of the State Socialists over the
followers of George in the councils of the United La-
bor Party, is for the most part keen and strong. He
effectually disposes of George’s weak justification of
interest, his absurd inverse ratio between rent and in-
terest, his confused use of the word value, his poetical
but utterly uneconomic dream that the nation can live
in luxury on the proceeds of a single tax on land, his
short-sighted expectation that an increase in wages
will follow the abolition of the land monopoly though:

the mononoly of capital should be untouched (Gron-|
lund shows that such a reform might actually decrease

wages), aud his erroneous accounting for «over-pro-

duction ™ and recurring crises by mere speculation in]

land. :
But, when Grounlund attempts to account for the
phenomena last mentioned, he fails as utterly
George.  According to Gronlund, they are due tot
wage system, competition, and private enterprise. H
shows truly enough, as Proudhon showed long be:
him, that gluts in the market avise because the w
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of labor will not buy back its product, But suppose
wages should inerease to an equivalence with product.
Then there would be no over-production, and still the
wage system would be in existence. Not the wage
systei, theretore, but insutliciency of wages is the prox-
imate cause of over-production. Th: remoter cuuse,
the reason for this insutliciency, is to be found, not in
competition, where Groulund seeks it, but iu its anti-
thesiz, monopoly, —monopoly, not simply of land, but,
first and most of all, of mouey. Free money, accom-
ipanied or followed by “oceupying ownership ™ of land,
will abolish interest, reui, and profits, establish an
equality between wages aul product, and make over-
f production, panies, and enforced idleness impossible.

This was the central idea in Proudhon’s economic
teaching. Having answered George, why does not
Groulund answer Proudhon? Does he prefer, like
George himself, to answer only the weakest of his op-
B pouents? Or does he fight shy of Proudhon, remem-
bering his unfortunate experience in trying to answer
him seven or eight years ago? At that time Gronlund
had just come to Boston from St. Louis under the au-
spices of W. G. H. Smart, then an active State Social-
ist. He was put forward by Mr. Smart and his friends
in a sort of “See the conquering hero comes” fashion.
I was the recipient of one of his first visits. He told
me that he had heard of me as the translator of Proud-
hon, that he had read none of Proudhon’s writings,
that he knew nothing of his thought, and that he de-
sired to understand him. At his request, therefore, I
lent him “What is Property?” I think this occurred
on a Wednesday. On the following Saturday an ad-
vertisement appeared in the Boston papers, announcing
that Mr. Gronlund, on that Saturday evening, would

address a certain labor meeting on the subject, “ Proud- |

bon, the Quack.” Tiis title indicated the snmmary
and confident mauner in which he proposed to sweep
out of sight the author of fifty volumes after a three
days' reading of only one of them. The address itself
established two things conclusively, —that he told the
truth when bhe said to me that he knew nothing of
Proucdhon’s thought, and that in his three days’ read-
ing he had learned precious little of it. As far as I
rememnber, he said literally nothing that was not an
utter misvepresentation of Proudhon’s position a.id ar-
 suments. I will give one instance as a sample of the
- whole. Proudhon devotes a chapter to showing that
«property is impossible,” explaining that he means by
“property” wealth legally privileged with the power
of usury, and by “impossible " incapable of 1 rmanent
existence. In other words, he shows that usu. y carries
within itself the seeds of its own inevitable destruction.
Gronlund, with book in hand and opened at this chap-
ter, referred to it substantially in these words: “This
man declares that property is impossible. How ab-
surd! Do we not see property before us? Do we not
own property? Is it not actually in existence? How
ridiculous, then, to claim that property is impossible!
What better evidence could be desired that this author
is a quack!” Not one word to show the audience
what Proudhon meant; not one word to show that he
himself knew what he meant. And yet he declared
that he had read the book thoroughly.

When he had finished his speech, one of his hearers,
who had read Proudhon to some purpose, claimed the
fioor, and read the following words from the book
which Gronlund had eriticised: «We discover, singu-
larly enough, that property may indeed manifest itself
accidentally; but that, as an institution and principle,
it is mathematically impossible. So that the axiom
of the school —ab actu ad posse valet consecutin: from
the actual to the possible the inference is good —is
given the lie as far as property is concerned.” Of
course this passage alone served to turn Gronlund’s
ridicule back upon himself. After reading other ex-
tracts which disposed with equal effectiveness of Gron-
Jund's remaining nisrepresentations, the speaker asked
the audience which was the quack, —the man of sci-
ence and learning whe bad spent a long life in labori-
ous and studious analysis of the most important social
problems, or the man who, after three days’ examina-
tion of a small part of the results of the other's labors,
pretended to adequately diseuss and summarily con-
demn them as quacke The question needell no
“answer, and the speaker sat down, leaving Gronlund

sitting before the audience, as his own patron, Mr.
Swart, expressed it afterwards, “in the attituds of a
whipped school-boy.”

Porhaps the castigaticn then administered made
Gronlund a wiser man.  The strength of his eriticisins
on George would seem to indicate as much, If so, it
would be interesting to zee him once more try conclu-
sions with the great thiuker against whom he was
once so eager to enter the lists an | whose thought hus
now ten times the influence in this country that it had
then. Discretion, it is true, is said to be the better
part of valor, but it may be fairly claimed of the ac-
knowledged leader of the State Socialists of America
that he should vither demolish the arguments of Au-
archisw, or else admit that it, rather than State Social-
ism, is the remedy for the existing social evils.

“To produce wealth in the shape of coal,” says
Henry George, “nothing is needed but a bed of coal
and a man.” Yes, one thing else is needed,—a pick-
axe. This neglect of the pick-axe and of the means of
obtaining it is a vital flaw in Mr. George’s economy.
It leads him to say that “what hindeiy the production
of wealth is not the lack of money to pay wages with,
but the inability of men who are willing to work to
obtain access to natural opportunities.” That this
lack of access, in the proportion that it exists, is a
hindrance to production is indisputable, but in this
country it is but a molehill in labor’s path corapared
with the mountain that confronts labor in consequence
of the lack of money. In fact, the lack of access is
largely due to the lack of money..

Powderly wants it to be understood that he is not a
candidate for re-election. Iie probably intends to de-
vote his energies and powers (such as niggardly nature
has endowed him with) to the “cause of temperance,”
whieh, according to the sentiments expressed by him
in Boston lately, turns out to be the only really worthy
cause, as intemperance is the root of labor's misery
and suffering. Wonder if he ever read the platform
of the Knights of Labor, a knowledge and perfect be-
lief in the principles of which he more than once de-
clared essential to being “covered with the shield.”

Mr. Bolton Smith of Memphis asks through “John
Swinton’s Paper” if any one can “seriously maintain
that the good of the masses would be consulted by de-
priving governmeut ot its powers as school-teacher,
letter-cartier, geologist, agricultural enemist, and the
like.” Well, Mr. Bolton Smith, T, and not a few others
far superior to me in intelligence, have maintained
just that for many years, and have managed to keep
straight faces most of the time. In fact, we never
smile except whan we are asked some such question

as yours.

Still in the Doleful Dumps.

To the Editor of Liberty :

In your comments on my article on Theoretical Methods "
I am struck with as much amazement as was Dr. Johnson at
the volubility of the fishwoman. Dismissing the personal-
ities “ theoretically” assumed, —tor abuse couched in lan-
guage suitable to the requirements of Boston Culture rather
than of Billingsgate needs no cousideration, —I may humbly
suggest that it needs no *‘ reader with a penetrating eye ' to
sce that the apparently infinitesimal point in my letter lay
in its assumption that win, or preaching, would not abolish
entrenched Authority, and, I might have added, has invari
ably led to overt acts which, though we theoretically depre-
cate, legitimately result while human nature remains what
it is, so far below the plane of yonr philosephic thought.

The assumption that I oppose the State as now existing
rather than the principle upon -vhich it rests, — Authority, —
is purely grataitous. T have “tated in the columuns of Liberty
that 1 regard at the basis of every dispute in modern history

! helieve the existing political State in imminent danger of de-
struction does not demand that I should array m
side urtil the theorist has bad time by ““addressing himself

to such persons as are amenable to reason, to the end tat
these may unite and here and now enter upon the work of

ties. AsIstated: “Let the inevit
protest then as now!”

| the conflieting principles of Authority and Likerty. That I,

fonits

laying the foundations of liherty.” At the risk of another

attack I still regard this as savoring of Salvation Army tae- |
able come as it will, Tean ©
i avchists, are not the work of Anarch

| The distinction made by you that you sought eholitivn and |
"archy in this conntry.

"1 reform had no warront outside of your fertile imagination,

The assumpt.on that, my view of the outlook being grantea,
there is the more need for constructive work might have point
if Liberty were the sole constructor and 1 its opponent.

Although your reply was longer thau the article itself, it
dill not touch the prominent point that “the constant factor
remains, —thit the Apostle is only an apostle to the few.”
Even if the existing State should go down in revolution to be
replaced by another State in its stead, I believe that my
voice woulit be equally as potent for constructive work in the
discussion that event would engender as at present. And
these conclusions 1 hold in spite of the combined opposition
of Mr. Tucker in Boston and Mr. Grinnell in Chicago. To
call one “absurd,” * unmethodical,” a “slave who is so ut-
terly destitute of an idea, so thoroughly incapable of a gene-
ralization,” ete., have their use in raising a cloud of dust to
coneeal the combatant’s weakness, but ave lacking in argu-
mentative force. My letter and your rep y present in strik-
ing contrast the pessimistic and optimistic view of things.
Will Authority wait for passive resistance to coucentrate?
I doubt it, even at the risk of again being euphemistically
called a fool. Still sadly, Dyer D. Lum.

NORTHAMPTON, Mass.

[There was no abuse in my comments on Mr. Lum’s
article. In the opening sentences I was obliged to
characterize the article as a whole in order to explain
why I should not undertake to unravel all his blunder-
ing entanglewents. Having doiue taai, I devoted the
rest of my space to solid argument against so much of
hie position as seemed worthy of any attention. This
argument he does not meet. It is true that wind, or
preaching, will not abolish Authority. That is why I
always objected to the Chicago men’s harangues as
strongly as to their bombs. Not wind, or preachiug,
but reason, or teaching, is the only weapon that Au-
thority need fear. This weapon is never needed so
much as when wind has precipitated overt acts.
Therefore let us forge it in advance; and, even though
the overt acts are sure to come, let us discourage and
delay them all that we can, in order that we may have
the more time to forge. That is Liberty’s policy; that
is the Anarchistic policy; that is the policy of common
sense; that is the policy the wisdom of which Mr.
Lum cannot successfully dispute. It is true that Mr.
Lum sometimes writes articles in which he squarely at-
tacks Authority and squarely favors Liberty, but I
was not answering one of those articles. He generally
writes sensibly, but his lapses into nonsense are un-
happily so frequent that it is impossible on such occa-
sions to (reat him as a man of sense. “The apostle is
only at apostle of the few,” but each of the few be-
comes in turn an ajostle to a few more, and thus
thought ever wideus the circle of its influence. The
insinuations that 1 have arrayed myself on the side of
the existing political State (if that is the meaning of
Mr. Lum’s mysterious sentence) and that I have en-
tered into partnership with Lawyer Grinnell were
thrown out by Mr. Lum in anger. In his saner no-
ments he knows them to be groundless.—EpiTor
LiBERTY.]

Aparchy Defined by Henry George.

As it continually falls upon Liberty to severely criticise
Henry George, his ideas, and his policy, it is the more anxious
to admit and assert all that can be truthfully adwitted
and asserted in his faver. It is certainly in his favor that he
should be abls and willing, in answer to a correspondent, to
state with an approximation to fairness the doctrine of the

Anarchists. This he did in the **Standard’ of July 23 as

follows:

The terms * Anarchist,” “ Communist,” and “ Socialist”
are very liberaily used nowadays by people who have not the
slightest conception of their meaning.  An Anarchist, in the
true sense, is ne* one who believes in or advoeates violence,
He is an extreme individualist, one who wonld carry to its
uttermost the political doctrine that that government is best
vhich governs least; accordingly he would have no govern-
ment at all. He would have everyone free to do as he
pleases, believing that where this absolute liberty prevailed
no one would please to do wrong to another. In India it is
said that there is a people who do not punish delinquents by
foree. If a wrong be done, the fact is ascertained judicially,
but no sentence is imposed.  The offender, however, hecomes
an outeast.  He is peefectly free. His individualism is pre-
served. Bat his fellow men will not assoclate with him.
That is a type of Anarchy, Violent outbreaks against the
existing order of things, which are usually attributed to An-
at all, Anavclists
s the organ of An-

are non-combatants,  Liberty of Boston
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reproached hin wvith having dishonored her by the depravities of a passion with-
out idead, when, knowing nothing about love, she had aspired, in the delicacies of
her nature, to the shmple outpouring of souls, to the poetry of hearts in communion,

An excellent aetress, she hid hier eyes with her little plump hand, reiterating
with sighs her bitter and heart-broken censure:

“No, no! Richard, you have not acted like an honest man!”

What beeame of the griefs of Marian, by the side of these wrongs of Sir Brad-
well toward the Duchess, which she pointed out to him in the depths of her griev-
ous attiction?  Treor's granddaughter ran only an imaginary peril to her body; at
least the uncertain catastrophe hanging over her would not touch her moral being;
while in Lady Ellen’s case it was her mind, her emotions, her most sacred senti-
ments that Richard kad perverted.  Ah! how this erinie outweighed the responsi-
hilities assined in regard to the Tvish girl!

And he, in the examination of his couscience, feeling himself culpable, confused
by this specious vevelation, at once overflowing with immoderate desire, and, im-
pressed with sincere remorse, full of longing and repentance, he sprang towards his
tottering wistress, and without suspecting the pretended fainting-fit which she in-
vented to complete her conquest, he covered Ler with kisses to bring back the
sweet breath and pardou on the pale face to revive the enchanting smile.

‘To be continned,

Shutting Up an Individualist.
[London Today.]

Not long ago T was in a third class carriage on the Metropolitan Railway, returning from
a debate on Socialism at the Hall of Science. An elderly man, snugly swathed in several
overcoats and comforiers, entered the compartment and sat down opposite me. He was an
adiously comfortable, self-satisfied man,-—oue who obviously wrapped up too muel, loved
a juicy steak with onions, took his glass of toddy with relish, and was perfectly content with
society whilst it enabled iim to continue so indulging himself. All this, I need not say,
made him offensive in the highest degree to me, who am n vegetarian, a tectotaller, o con-
temner of top coats, and a soeialist.  He planted his umbrella cheerfully upon my toes, and
imu.ediately apologized. Iconcealed as well as T could the detestation with which he in-
spm}vl me, and Poh‘tely assured him that it did not maiter.

¥ igee you at the 'Awl of Science jes' now,” hie said.

“3ir," 1 replied, distantly, —tor I really could not stand his beginning to talk to me: “1
have been at the Hall of Science.”

“Yes.' he said: “don’t I tell you I see you there. I thiuk them Socialists wont go theré
in a hurry again after the shewin’ up they’ve ‘ad. Now, ’ow can men be sueh idjits? "

“'The Socialists,” I retorted warmly, *‘are noble-hearted men; nnd if fout x'eally stppose
that the futile evasions and contemptible quibblings of their opponents can for a moment
discourage them, you evidently don’t understand Socialism.”

“No more i don't,” he said, with exasperating complacency.

+ Well, sir; and whose fault is that, may I ask?”

He answered, in one word, “ Theirn.”

“Certainly not,” Tsaid.  On the contrary, yourn, sir, yourn; emphatically yourn.”

“Not a bit on it. Fur wot am I? A honest inquirer, that's wot I am. Wen Socialism
come up four year ago, Isez, ‘wot is it?° and I couldn’t get a straight answer to shat no-
where. ‘Then I asked: ‘Is Bredlor again’ it?’ and I iound straight enough that he wor
again’ it. 1 knowed Bredlor for many a year; and I knowed that, if there were any sense
in a thing, he wor the man to find it out. I went to hear 'Yndman debate it with Bredlor;
and— "

“Mr. Bradlaugh was confuted, silenced, exposed, smashed, and annihilated in that de-
bate,” I said, interrupting him detiantly.

“ He recovered from it with a suddenness su’prisin’ in a man of his years,”” observed my
fellow-traveller, with a calm which made me loathe him. “I do not deny that 'Yndman
said many true things; but wen Bredlor put to him the questions wich arose in my mind,—
that's wy I believe in Bredlor: he brings out wot I want to ’ave brought out,—no satisfac-
tory answer come. 'Yndman spoke disrespectful wen he compared civ’lization to a wooden
‘am; and, wen it were put straight to him what would become of 1 little house property,
such as T have down in Clerkenwell, he as good as said that it would be twisted from me and
gev’ to the ~ag, tag, and bobtail. Hows’ever, we all thought there was summat in the
Federation then. I b’lieved they were twenty thousand strong; and the thing was new;
and they had an air about them.”

“They had in their ranks men of the first distinction,” 1 said, *“ and they had at least a
hundred thousand members. Now, though only four years have elapsed, the numbers are
quintupled; and three or four other societies, equally numerous, are in the field beside
them.” -

« And all so busy, too, that not more nor & hundred-and-fifty or so ever has time to come
to a meeting. No: they’re bust up,—hexploded. There never was nothink in it from the
very fust. There was Morris the poet: he wrote nothink under thirteen bob a book ; and so
none of hus knew much about ’im until he Llew on the fraternity business by starting an-
othier Socialism shop in competition with 'Yndman. Then there was Bax, wot looked twice
as like a poet as Morris: he went with him. I went to hear Bax explain Socialism ouce.
He's a clever un: not a doubt of that, —powerful clever,—too clever for them as picks np
their eddicntion auyhow. T listened to him for a hour; and not a blessed word did T unner-
stand. He wanted to make hout that, if I believed in takin® honest interest for my money,

my hidears wouldn’t *old their contents, like as if my hidears was jugs. Bax aintwot I call-j-

. man of b siness. Then there’s the Fabians, a sort of genteel Socialists that invites the
hothers to come and lecture to ’em, and then sets on 'em to pull ’em to pieces. What's their
opinions, T should like to know?  And how many of them is there? And who are they 7"

“Their opinions are socialistic,” Treplied. ‘ Asto how many there are, I'should say about
twe hundred thousand, including the branches.”

“They il fits into Wiltis's Rooms, and no great packing heither,”” he said.

“ Every member is not present at each meeting,”” 1 retorted. ‘“And as to who they are,
1 cannot enmumerate so vast a body.  But on the executive they have Mr. Hubert Bland—"

1 gee him in the cheer at their mectings,” he interposed. A hoverbearing gent with a
~glass and —

My, Bland is my particudar friewd,” Lsaid hotly; ““and 1 request you not to—"*

«N\n offence: no offence,” he said, with unimpaired good humor. *There is 'im aund
Mis. Bésant, she's a Malthusian: and I hear Fielding and Burrows and "Yndman often pint
hout that Socialism and Malthnsianism is dead again’ one another. Then there’s Webb, wot
writes harticles shewing what benefactors millionaires is; and Holiviar, wot Champion calls
1 harni-cheer socialist; and Podmore, wot is in a ghost-catelun’ business down in Dean's
Yard: and Bummard Shorr, wot noone regards as serious.”

“&ir," 1 said, 1 have the highest opinion of Mr. Bernard Shaw; and I decline to listen
to the slightest disparagement of him.”

““Fhen I would rec'mend you to keep his compaiy hexclusively. But T mean no offence.”’
(Here, 10 my scerct disgust, he insisted vu shaking hands withme.) I will name no further

h

f

names: but Tsay there is the hithe of conceit i thew Fabians: and noone can’t tell what
they're driving at anymore than the hothe Some of ‘e s that bloodthirsty that guiet]
people are frightened to jine ‘em.  Hothers is not proper Socialists at all. Some is all for
Parliament and law-abidingness: more is for layin' 'old of heverythink, and doing away
with government, Between ‘e all, nobody cn make ont Socialism, though heverybody]
asks about it.” ¥

S8t I said, contemptuously,

“AVell, come,” he remonstrated. “You say you're one of e, Wot is Socialism, now,
yourself 2"’

Though T had been for years an ardent Socialist, this quest’sn had never oceurred to me;
and T was, T own, unprepared to answey it.  1leoked as profound as I eould, and began, It
is a difficult matter to e

“Don’t T tell you 502" he said persuasively. *“And if yun was to hexplain it, and me to
trouble myself te take it in, the very next Socialist I met would tell me that you didn’t
know nothink about it. What society might you belong to, Mister?*

“Tam a Fabian,” I replied with enthusiasm, producing a sheaf of tracts.  “ Allow me fo
present you with a little literature which will perbaps clear up—""

“No,” he said, gently but firmly repulsing my offering, “I've read ‘em all. ‘Them as is
not meant as gammon is himpreving ; but they don't hving the main pint "ome to me. Be-
sides, how am I to know whether the Fabians is right or no. ’Yndman, I'm told, laughs
ready to split wen the Fabians is named.  Morris don’t say nothink about 'em; but p'raps
he thinks the more; for it stands to reason that, if he thought much of ‘em, he'd jine “em.
Noue of "em seems to know rightly where they differ, or whether they differ or not. That
shows that they don't “now thair ownmind. It's dreaming: that's what it is. Mere Huto-
pian dreaming, — faneying that human natur’ is going to be different.”

“Bo it is,” I hissed at him. 5o it is."” .

“Wot!" he said, * No more selfishness? no more cheatin’? no more higuorance and dis-
eage and crime?"”

“Certainly not,’” T replied. *“Under Sccialism, men will feel that each lives for all and
all for each.”

“ Especially hall for heach,” he remarked.

“ Nt especially all for each,” Iexclaimed. ““ Quite the contrary. Again, under Socialism,
perface sanitary arrangements will put an end to disease; and life will be indefinitely pro-
longed. Compulsory State education will render ignorance impossible. There will be no
conceivable motive for crime where all are free and fearless.”

¢+ Jealousy, for instance ?’* he suggested.

“There will be community of wives, and therefore uo jealousy,” I said.

“S'pose the wives objects,” he persisted.

“Tn a state of soc:alistic enlightenment they will know better than to object, sir.”

“Let's ‘ope s0,” he said, evidently unconvinced. *Let’s'opeso. You aint married, Isee.”

“ Wit do you niean by that remark, sir?”’ I cried, now fairly heated. * What right have
you to rush to conclusions concerning a perfect stranger? I am of marriageable age; and
1 am not labelled as a single man. You cannot see, as you insufferably pretend, that I am
unmarried. You have only guessed it. It happens that I disapprove of marriage on princi- -
ple; but I will not allow you or any man to insinnate that my condition can be inferred from
my personal appearance.’”’

“ Not from vour pus'nal appearance, but from your views concerning the henlight’nin’ ef-
fect of Socialism on wives,” he said placably. “But I meant no offence,—none at all.”
(Here, foaring that he was avout to proffer another handshake, I thrust fists into my
pockets and glared at bim.) *“Do you find that Socialism sweetens your tempers among
yourselves, now, if I may make bold to ask? ” ¢

“Tt does so in the highest degree,” I replied. ‘It shews us that we are hrothers anu
equals; and so it is impossible for us to cherish bitter feelings towards one another. Il-
teraper is merely a phase of the system.”

“ Meanin’ the bodily system, —the constitootion, as it were?’’ he inquired.

“No, sir: the accursed capitalistic system, under which the worker is ground down by a
brutal competi —”’

“Yes,” he said hastily, *‘I know all about that.”

“ Do you?” I sneered, my rage growing upon me. H

“J've heerd it pretty often,’” he said. * Touchin’ competition, some Socialists sez they’re |
quite agreeable to it,—that they depend on it to keep things straight under Socialism.
Hows’ever, we wont say more about your little differences, as I shall be getting out pre-
sently, and am willing to part friends with you. But, concerning your tempers, 1 would put
it to you that for downright abuse and bad language to them as differs from you, your
papers beat anything I ever see in print. And—" :

1t ig false,” I cried. ¢ We protest against tyranny; but we never condescend to mere
vitaperation. Why. you disgraceful old scallawag’ (I was now getting almost angzy), “ do
you suppose that we will suffer you and your like to dictate to the workers what langnage
they shall use? Iknow what you want. Class legisl class

“No I don’t,”’ he said, edging away towards the door, and looking a little pale. “I
never—"’

“ Ol yes you did,”” I shouted. “ What were you saying just now? You are one of those
that would grind the last farthing of surplus value out of the rickety bones of a sturving
child. 1know your sort. But there is a day coming; and I advise you to tremble, —aye, .
and to look sharp about it; for the day is nearer than you think. There are forty-two wmil-
lions of Socialists in England already.”

Here the train stopped : and he got out quickly, shut the door, and grinned at me through
the window, ‘

“Aye,” T continued, “yr may grin; but take care you don’t find your head grinning
some day on the spike of one of the railings of the new Temple of Humanity.™

“1'1l see you in a gaol first,” he said; “you and the rest of your forty-two millions.
Yowll fit in a small one. Why can’t you learn to tell the truth? I’ye take me for one of
the poor fools you talk down to in Trafalgar Square, when you ‘aven’t the sense to remem-
ber that all Hingland, for once in a way, will read your speecies next day, and judge of you
according.””

I rushed to the window and thrust out my hemd as far as T could as the guard called to him
to stand back: “ You dare to eall the people fools,” T shricked, as the train moved off,
“Remember 1730, Beware of 1880, Beware of the guillo—"" lere my head came into
contact with the railway arch; and for some seconds I was not guite sure that T was not my-
self deeapitated.  But, even if I had, it would have been very little consolation to him after
the setting down I had given him. T advise every workman who tinds himself attacked by
some foulmonthed friend of the exploiters to throw off all eraven fears, and speak ocut
boldly, as Tdid.  We can make these people afraid if we shew them a determined front, and
convinee rhem that we are no longer deceived by their phrases,  That done, they will fly be-

fore s they fled from Marseilles before the cholera, awd from Nice hefore the earth-
quakes; amd the future is o1 We will then find out what Soeialism is from experience,

whieh is, after all, the only trustworthy teacher.  Vive la Reeolution Socicle !

Repnary Wash.
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A Final Statement.

Tu the Editor of laberty
 suppose Towe the reacers of Liberty an apology for con-

ftinning to occupy space in discussing a subject in regard to

which I am told “everybody" thinks me in the wrong.

Well, “everybody ™ will soon have a chance to rend some-

thing elso, as, whatever may be the resnlt of the present

etter, it will be wy tast.

I must congratulate Tak Kak on the ingennity he has
lisplayed in discussing the obligation of promises, He con-
ktries my statement that promises must, in order thut so-
ciety be preserved, have a binding effect, to mean that
vithoui definite promises we are without any obligations
toward each other, and valiantly combats this doetrine, I
o not think thai even ‘‘everyLody’ will need to be told
that I hold no such opinions as are attributed to me, and that,
on the contrary, they are (ov were) Tak Kak’s own. It was
to him and not to me that yon repiied, Mr. Zditor, in the
matter of its being proper to kill the Chinese because we had
made no agreement with them. What I contend is that it is
mpossible to base a societr upon contract unless we consider
b contract as having some binding effect, and that the bind-
ng effect of a particular contract ean not be rue to the con-
ract itself, That is 12 say, no special obligations could be
reated for us by a contract unless we were wler some gene-
ral obligations towards each other already, one of thess being
he keeping of faith. I have no doubt whatever that with
he further advance of society the rile of formai promises or
hontracts will be reduced, and this for two reasons. n the
bne hand, the greater steadiness and evenness of business
kvill not necessitate so many special contracts to promote se-
urity ; and, on the ouher hand, what you have called the
fmplied contracts, and what I call the general moral law,
vill be more widely observed.

Tak Kak claims that right and wrong are individual no-
ions. This is true in the same sense that all our physical
¢onceptions are individual notions. But in this latter case,
hough our individiinl notions may differ ever so widely, we
re not led to deny the objective reality of the things tl -y
Tepresent, and to assert that one may hold one opinion just
as well as another. .\ sangrado, who hoids, when his patient
fies from bloodletting and starvation, that the true eause is
fhat the blocd was not drawn freely enough and not enouv gh
vater given for nourishment, is just as much entitled to his
pinion as the most learned physician; and the ‘‘ economist ™
tho, when exchange stagnates, upholds the rightfuliess of
sury and declares the societary sickness to be due to the
gmalluess of the rate of profit has as much right to express
his ideas as the most ardent Socialist. The facts remain,
liowever, that over-bloodletting means death to the indivi-
ual, and usury socictary disease. I believe, therefore, that,
trhile the individual is, and must ever be, for himself the
cbiter of right and wrong, these latter exist independently
£ him, and that moral progress consists in the approxima-
tion of the various individnal conceptions (and, following
hese, of actions) to conformity with the objective reality.
As I look at it, men have not to create justice, but merely to
discover what justice is and live in accordance therewith.
To me it is as certain that there is a science of justice as that
there is a teience of opties.

Since the word obligation raises such a storns, and I have

nsed it so often, I ought, perhaps, to explain it. I use the

erm because I know of none other ihat expresses the idea;
and I fail to see any reason why any one who repudiates the
notion of free-will, as I do, should object to it. Everything

X do I do because I am obliged to,—-because the stronger

forces in me at that time make that way. If my ideas and

teelings were mere “furniture” for my eyo, of course it
would be different ; but I know of no ego other than the com-

. ed ideas and feelings at any given time. A promise to do

thing, then, obliges me, simply by bringing forces to bear

that would not have come into play if the promise had not
been nmiade; obliges me, in other Worﬁs, hecause the me after
the promise is not the same as before it.

i Tak Kak’s attempt to reconcile Proudhon and Stirner is so
ek that it might be satiicient to ask in reply why any
owL z man should even be given a chance to show himself.
s an admirer of Proudhon’s, however, I feel called upon to

resent .n attempt to cast what I regard as a stain upo. his

jnemory. Now, Stirner expressly attacked Prowthon, and,

though Proudhon did not reply to him especially, so far as I

am aware, — probably he did not know of him, —he replied

most energetically to Stirverism in  De la Justice.” From
that work T take the following passages:

What is, in fact, this Justice, if not the sovereipn essence
that Humanity ]ns thronghout all time adored under the
niame of ffod, that phllowphy in turn_has never ceased to
scek under diverse names, the Iden of Plato and Hegel, the
Absolute of Fichte, the pure Reason and practical Reuson of
K;\m. the Rights of men and of the citizen of the Revolu-
tion? Has not human nwnght, ligious and p]nlosoplnml
guw :ho beginuing of the world, constantly turned on this
ivot

Jmuce is everytiing at once, for reasonable beings, priu-
eiple and form uf thonght, ,gmr'mtee of judgment, rule of
conduct, aim of knowledge, and end of existence. It is sen-
and fact; it
is life, mind, universal reason. As in uature, (t('cmdm" to
the expression of an ancient writer, ail coneurs, consplre
eud consents, — as, in a w 01.'“1, everything in the world tends

1 complete mis

brin, ~sa in ety ev
everything serves i, ¢ ything is
done at its command, accomling to iis measure, in view of it;
it is onit vhat is Bailt the edifice of inter s, and, 1o Hns«nd
that of knowledge: while i, itself, is m\hnr«llu.mnl 10 No-
thing, recognizes no authority outside of itself, serves as in-
strument to no power, not even to liberty. It is, of all our
ideas, the most eontinuously with us, the most feeund; the
only one of our sentimer ts that men honor without reserve,
and the most indestruetible of them all. The ignorant man
pereeives it as fully as the surant, amd, to defend it, breomes
in an instant as subtile as the doctors, as brave as a hero.
Before the splendor of riyht mathematical certitude pale:
‘Thereiore is the building up of Justice the greatest buzine:
of the haman race, the most magistral of the sciences, the
wouk of the collectiv sp(mmnuity rather than of the genius
of legislators, and it will never Lave an end.

This is why, O People, Justice is severe and suffers no rail-
lery, Every kne(, bends before it, and every head inclines,
It alone perniits, tolerates, hinders, or anthorizes: it would
cease to be, had it need, on the part of any one whatever, of
permission, or 'mthnnmnon, or tolerance. All hindrance to
it s an outrage, and every man is bound to arm himself to
vanguish it.  Very different is religion, which has been able
to prolony its life only by l)euommg tolerant, whicl, it fact,
exists oulv through tolerance. This is encugh to say that ity
rile is tinfshed. Jnsnce, on the contrary, imposes itself and
unconditionally; it suffers nothing contrary to i it ad-
mits no n\"llry. either in conscience or in mind; and whoso-
ever sacrifices it, were it even to Thought or to Love, shuts
himself out of human society. No truce with iniquity, O
demcerats: let this be your peace-device and your war-ery.
— Towe I, pp. 41-43.

to létrmony anld eqgui
subordinated to Justie

Justice, as deseribed in the last two paragraphs cited, is
exactly that Truth which Stirner describes as having over-
thrown God and which must now itself be overthrown, he-
cause it imposes itself and is not owned.

After the inorganic and legendary period of which I spoke
in the preceding chapter, a primal legislation was given to
consecrate slavery and the distinction of castes: tlns was the
Law of eyoism of which Moses will immediately furnish us an
example.

‘The lie of lore, expressed by the Gospel, came afterwards,
antithesis to the law of egoism, aud supposing a third term,
as synthesis or ln].mce, W] lm,h can he only the T’xw of JUSTICE.
— Tome 17, p. 282,

Such wi 15 the law of egoism according to which a man,
making of another man ]hb servant, his organ, attributed to
himself by hnman and divine author.t all that the other
man was capable of produeing, leaving him, like a heast of
burden, only what was necessary for lig subslateuce

We shall see now how this reconstitutiou took place, how
the law of egoism came to an end and was replaced by an-
other less rude, which, without realizing Justice, always in
the state of utopm nevertheless served as a pathway to it. —
Tome II, pp. 24V

Like all neophytes, before being admitted to the light, I
had to xe{ﬂv to the three usnal questi
What does man owe to his fellow

What does he nwe to his country ? a

What does he owe to God ?

To the first two questions, my replv was very nearly as
might have been expeeted; to'the third I replied by the
word : Wak.

Justice to all men,

Devotion to one’s country,

War to God,—that is, to the Absolute, —

Such was my pm[e»sxou of faith.— Tome II, p. 309.

Justiee is higher than the affection which attaches us to
father, mother, wife, child, or comrade, It dows not prevent
our loving lhem but it makes us love them in another man-
ner, with regard to humanity. It is for this that Justice was
lmde God, and that he who has renounced God continues to
adore Justice, even though it be nothing else than the com-
mandment of himself to himself, the principle and law of so-
cial dignity.

From all that precedes it follows—and this is a point on
which I cannot insist too strongly, since it is the foundation
of human morals—that Justice does uot rednce to the simple
notion of a relation declared by pure reason to be necessary
to social order, but that it is also the product of a faculty or
funetion whicl! has for its object the realization of this rela-
tion, and which comes into play as soon as man finds himself
in the presence of man.— Tome III, p. 150.

These passages are stronger than I would write, and they
cor ‘lusively settle Proudhon’s position. I do not expect nor
wish that any one will adopt these opinions sim)ly because
they are Proudhon’s; but the knowledge that ar able thinker
like Proudhon held certair definite opiuivns in regard to a
subject which he had deeply studied ought to be sufticient to
cause any one to bethink him hnfme <,0mmmm" himself to
contradic ory ideas.

Tt has not been explained to me yet how, if Tak Kak's
ideas are right, there can be any other wrongs than errors of
judgment. Tak Kak, in fact, declared in one of Lis earlier
letters that he could not recognize wrong except rs impru-
dence; and yet now he draws a line between mistakes in
jwlgment and errors as to purpose. X I were only anxious
for an argumentative victory, 1 might claim this as an ac-
knowledgment of my position; but what follows it is so con-
fused that I refrain from doinyg so. Tak Kak says: “It will
have morality to be ‘truly’ good conduet, and, if an indivi-
dual is so organized that what is {fov his good is not for the
good of the supreme spook of morality, Le is not allowed in
thought to be a standard of good for himself.”” This is a
statement. 8o long as he confines himself to
thought, liowever improper his ideas may be, morality has
no concern with him, beyond pointing out that action m ac-
cordance with such ideas would cause wrong to others; but
when this heing, organized so that his * good’ leads him to
commit actions injurious to others, nctually commits them,
morality bas commands to utter, commands growing more
and more positive with the advance of socicty. Persons so

vthing is |

organized must either learn to control their anti-social im-
pulses, or they will inevitably be weeded out, until only those
are Jeft the pursuit of whose individual * good ™ does not in-
terfere with the like pursuit on the part eof others.

Tuk Kak says now that a man weald not-seli his friends,
but the essence of his and Stirner's teaching hitherto has
been that one aas no friends, —. s ouly property.  Friend-
ship implies eqnality, the recognition of others as like one
self, while, according to Stirner, the ego i< alone, surrounded
only by thinys which it is for bim to use to his hest advan-
tage.  1do not think that any one who looks on his friends
merely as things from which profit is to he extracted will he-
sitite abent selling them,

I will now step aside, Mr. Editor, and await the glorious
resv'ts promised as the resalt v the erusade against morality,
— the outburst of erthusiasm and generosity to spring from
the preaching of the gospel of selfishness.  (By the way, why
not use the plain term selfisk instead of egoism?)

Jonx F. KELLY.

JuLy 3, 1887,
Note,—"The italies in the extracts from Proudhon are his,
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Th2 Obscenity Spook.
[ Winsted Press.}

The Boston ** Tavestigator” says: **On no account w uld
we defend obsechity in any one.”  There is the point wher -
in we differ from the “ Investigator ™ and many others whe
are with as in defeace of Mrs, Slenker and other vietims of
Comsteck and the obseenity laws,  What is there so very
terrible about obseenity 2 Did it ever pick anybody’s pocket
or break anybody's leg?  Never. We do not believe it ever
did any positive injury to mar, woman, or child, yet one
might think it a veritable devonring mouster, spike-taied
aml split-footed, indging by the aspeet of horror put on at
t ¢f it by some men who are quite bold in the fac-
ing of other mythological demons,

We say that is is no worse 10 swear by the realities of na-
ture as exemplified in the human body than to swear by
holy shost.  One is obscenity, the other profanity, and both
may be vulgarity; but we believe that 1 man has as mnck
right to be vulgar as he has to be vain or foolish or to wear
a white hat. We are not to be frightened by names into ut-
wer forgetfulness of the principles on which human literty
rests and abways must rest.

Ler the sisters and the cousins and the aunts utter their
ferrinine syueal when a man says “damnit.” It is not best
to stop and explain that the man didn’t mean to say damn it,
and that profanity is a dreadul, dreadiul sin, on no aceount
to bedefended in any one.  Yet this is precisely what many
aredoing ir: this matter of obscenity.  They hear the feminine
squeal. “hey think they see a bugbear coming in the clouds,
and the, veverently cross themselves and put ou a very
saintly o oce, as i something had happened, or was abont to
happen. to shake the foundations of the universe, aml they
nust look out how they are caught sympathizing with it or
with those connected with it.

As lonyg as men of solid understanding and sound sense
strike thix artitude whenever the mad dog ery of obscenity
is radsed, such vietims as Elmina D, Slenker will suffer out-
rage at the hands of the mob and by the law that is made for
the mob.  As long as this attitude was preserved towawls
blasphemy. Abner Kieelamd and his kin were never safe
from avrest.  Not till men ceased to treat blasphemy as a
serfons offence deserving punishment; not till they sneored
it nown and sconted it as anything wore than a venial offence
awainst the eanons of good taste; not till they asserted theis
right to blasphemc, —did the Dlasphemy laws cesse to be a
wenice to free thonght and free speech.  So with obscenity
laws. They will remain to pester the lives of reformers and
thinkers and throttle the truth as long as men who ought (o
know beiter mince and maunder over it, and concede that
obscenity is indeed i very grave and grievous erime.

No man is afraid that his own morality will s.ifer irom
any amount of exposure to obscene literature.  But his nejgh-
bor, his Bieloved neighbor, for whom he goes to church, and
joins the temperance society, and plays the hypoerite yene-
rally, —he must preserve hi= neighbor. It is astonishing
how devoted some people are to the moral well-being of —
their neighbor; and how carcless they are in expos ing them-
selves to the contaminations of vice, to <ave tiheir neighbor!

Now, Lthis sort of humbug in the name of propriety and
purity has gone on long cuongh. It is time that clear-think-
ing men veased to be frightened by the ery of obscenity and
refused to admit the necessity or justice of treating ohscenity
acrime.  This will after a while kill the law as the kin-
dred law against blasphemy was killed. Any treatment of
the subject in a way to simply exct.se this person or that one
on the ground of good intentions, or false accusations, or what
not, will effect little for veform.

The natural right of any man or womar. to write or print
chseene langnage and send it or receive it through the mails
shoull be maintained. The treatment of snch an act as a
critne should be 4lunomu~e1‘l. The law of public opiuion is
sutficient protection against poivate annoyance or flagrant
wrong.

“Mhere is no consistent middle ground. I obscenity is a
histzous crime, then the law is a righteous one and sionld be
eninrced on all alike, If, as we coutend, obscenity is anly
m offence against good taste and the customs of 1‘:‘xinm|
people, —a vulgarity, —then the government shonld cease
meddling with it and punishing people for it as if it were a
criie,
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i perfect copy. A
i Address:

BEXNJ. R. TUCKER. Box 3366, Boston, .“lﬂ‘

! LIBERTY--VGOi. Il

Complete files of the third volume of this journal
handsomely bound in cloth, now
for sale at

Two Dollars Each.

People who desire these volumes shounld apply for them earle a8 :
thet.amber is limited.  The first and second volumes were long sineé
exhansted, and it is easy to find persons enger for the privil w;ﬁ
paying ten dot for a copy of the first volume. The secmz%e i
s004 be equally high.

Address:

BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Besion, Mass;

Latest Socialist and Anarchist Publications.
The Greatest Work on P litical Economy.

KArL Manx, —Capital.  First and o 'y aunthorized English i
translation by Sam. Jloove, and edited by i

Fred. Engels. Demy 8vo. in 2 vols., cloth, 7.6

Post-paid, 7.30.
New edition,
Crown 8¢,

. D a

Manifesto of the Communists.

E. Bervont Bax. —The Religion of Socialism.

cloth gilt, -

HOMOHY oy

— The Bankruptey of India, ~ - - -
‘The Chicago Riots and the Class War in
the United States, - - - - .
Socialismand Slavery, - - - . @
AUGUST BEREL, — Womu
268

in the Past, Present, and Future

8

J.ECProrold RoGERs

Centuries of Work and Wages,
Abridged.  Cloth, - - -

ED. AVELING, — The Student’s Darwin, - - - - .

Wonman Question, - B - - - -
Curse of Capital, - . - e ..

R. HEBER NEWTON. — Rocial Studies. Cloth. - - - .

An Inquiry into the Effect of Monetary Laws upon the |

Present Aspect of the Laber
- ment, - - - - -

LANN T. — Modern Roci - - - -

l Evolution of Soviety. - ...

| WILLIAM MoRRIS.— Art and Socialism, - -

L PIERRE KROPOTKINE. — Law and Anthority, - - -

i Wart - o o oL
Exproprintion, ~ -« . . s

| The Flace of Awarchism in Sovial

; Evolution, - - - *

- ELISER REcLUs, — Evolution and Revolution, - - -

ZACHER. ~—The Red! International. 167 pages, LR T
| I American Agent of the Lordon dnarchist,
} Commoneal, and To-Day.

Bordnllo’s Labor News Agency,
101 & 163 B, 4TH RTREET. NEW Y

Treedanr,




