® NOT THE DAAGHTER BAT THE MOTHER OF O ERP@%

Vol. V. - No. 5.

BOSTON, MASS., SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1887.

Whoie No. 109.

4 For always in thine eyes, O Liberty!
Shinca that high light soheredy the world iz saved;
Anc, though thou slay us, we will trust in thee.”
JoHN HAY.

On Picket Duty.

- Referring to my approval of the Anarchists’ Club,
- E. C. Walker says that T seem to have lost my undue
- fear of free organization. Not so. Never had any to
- lose.

. F. W. Read has replied to me in London “Jus” up-
on the question of voluntary taxation. I regret that
1 am obliged to postpone my answer to the next issue
. ‘of Liberty.

| Olive Schreiner’s allegory, “ Three Dreams in a De-
. sert,” which I reproduce from the “Fortnightly Re-

jl view” in this issne, is as remarkable for wisdom and

insight as for beauty. Read it.
“Le Révolié,” Prince Kropotkine’s paper, has sud-

denly ceased publication. A new journal, “La Ré-
- volte,” succeeds it. As to whether this is simply a
;- change of name occasioned by political exigencies, we
.. are left entirely in the dark.
. Henry George claims that he is sure to receive
- 250,000 votes for secretary of state, and that it needs
but a little work to elect him. Mr. George evidently
- believes, with the owners of certain popular news-
~ papers, that the way to success is to “holler and keep

a-hollerin’.”

The “Standard” seems to be the only labor paper
which has found no word of indignant protest and
condemnation in reference to the Illinois supreme
court decision in the Anmarchist case; but then, the
“Standard’s” is the only labor editor who dreams of
being secretary of state.

Those Socialists who regard competition as such a
dire foe of labor should read the remarkably lucid ex-
position of its workings when perfectly free, to be
found in that chapter of Stephen Pearl Andrews’s
“Science of Society” which Liberty has now reached
in its reproduction of that work.

1 am opposed t» hanging anybody, but, if seven men
must hang, then I agree with George Francis Train,
who, in his lecture on the “ Anarchist Trial,” certainly
said one sane thing,—mnszmely, that the American

~people could better afford to hang the seven judges
than the seven men assigned for the gallows by them.

The first public meeting of the Anarchists’ Club
will. be held at 176 Tremont Street, Boston, Sunday
afterncon, October 9, at half past two o’clock. Benj.
- R Tucker will preside and read a paper on “ Anarch-
" ism: Its Aims and Methods.” The paper was written

by. & member of the Club delegated for the purpose,

and hu been unanimously adopted as the authorized

: nt.of the Club’s objects. It is hoped that the
first meetmg will be well attended. The public are
~Anarchistic literature will be for sale at the

aristocratic Academy of Music at New York, Henry
Gom-ge woepted Mr. Shewtch’s chsllenge to debate

; of the nce. “No,” answered' Mr,
“I‘do not thxnk }nm of enough importance to

the laborers of the East Side remember that Henry
George, who professes to champion their interest, can
find nothing better than a sneer for them when ad-
dressing his friends on Fourteenth Street.

A spectator at the Herry George convention at Sy-
racuse said to one of the delegates: “1I see that this is
a decent party, and that’s all I want to know. I do
not fully understand its principles, but I'm going to
vote your ticket because I am tired and sick of the old

-| parties, and can see no difference between them.”

The “Standard” thinks that “this feeling will bring
thousands of votes {o the United Lebor ticket.”
What a benutiful way of solving the labor problem,—
this enticing sentimental ignoramuses to the polls to
vote upon matteis which they do not understand!
Oh! our precious right of suffrage!

‘When you see & dry, worn-out, poverty-stricken vic-
tim of the monoupoly system, in a threadbare coat and
third-term hat, sitting in a labor-meeting hall and ab-
sorbed in the reading of the hangman’s cold-bloodsd
talk and the imbecile’s silly twaddle of the “editorial”
corner of the boat-race-base-ball-prize-fight-sensational-
divorce-case eight-page capitalistic daily, without con-
descending to listen to the speeches of labor reformers,
as if the capitalistic editorials were the production of
men having the wisdom of Solomon and the earnest-
ness of Jesus and the labor speeches were made by the
most worthless of the earth’s scum,—when you see
that, do you laugh or swear?

The Providence “People” having declared that
“every tax is in the rature of a tax to discourage in-
dustry,” I asked it if that was the reason why ic fa~
vored a tax on lund values. It answers that it favors
such a tax because it would discourage industry less
than any other tax, and because some tax is necessary
in order to govern people who cannot govern inem-
selves. In other words, the “People” declares that it
is necessary to discourage industry in order to suppress
crime. Did it ever occur to the #People” that the dis-
courag 1t of industry more crime than it
suppresses, and that, if industry were not discouraged,
there would be little or no crime to suppress?

It is a common saying of George, McGlynn, Red-
path, and their allies that they, as distinguished from
the State Socialists, want less government instead of
core, and that it i no part of the function of govern-
ment to interfere with production and distribution
except to the extent of assuming control of the
bounties of uature and of such industries as are natu-
rally and necessarily monopolies,—that is, such as are,
in the nature of things, beyond the reach of competi-
tion’s influence. In the latter category they place the
conduct of railroads and telegraphs and the issue of
money. Now, inasmuch as it takes an enormous cap-
ital to build a railroad, and as strips of land three
thousand miles long by thirty feet wide are not to be
picked up every day, I can see some shadow of justifi-
cation for the claim that railroads are necessarily
exempt to a marked extent from competition, al-
though T do not think on that account that it will be
necessary to hand them over to the government in
order to secure their benefits for the people. Still, if
I were to accept Mr. George’s premise that industries
which are necessurily monopolies should be managed
by the S"ate, I might possibly conclude that railroads
and sowe other enterprises belong under that head.
Bat how his premise is related to the issuc of money I

do not understard at ail. That the issue of money is
at present a monopoly I admit and iusist, bnt it is snch
only because the State has 1aid violent. hanis o

either to held for itself or to farm out as a privilege.
If left free, there is nothiug in its nature that neces-

-narily exempts it from competition. It takes little or

no capital to start a baunk of issue whose operations
may become world-wide, and, if a thousand banks
should prove necessary to the prevention of exorbitant
rates, it is as feasible to have them as o heye one.
Why, then, is the issue of money necessarily a mono-
poly, and as such to be entrusted exclusively to the
State? I have asked Mr. George a great many ques-
tions in the last half-dozen years, rot one of which has
he ever condescended to anawer. Therefore I scarcely
dare hope thet he will vouchsafe the important infor-
miation which I now beg of him. '

The Tower of Babel.
[Henry Maret in Le Radical.]

1 wish to tell you a story.

There was once a collection of men who held a common
doctrine. They desired to establish in their country & true
republic, based on the sovereignty of the people and having
in view social £ fon and liorati These men
loved liborty, equality, frateruity; they had always marched
hand in hand, and there was nothing to warrant a suspicion
of their di before the plish of their work.

Now, one morning which was neither clearer nor cloudier
than the night before, all tiiess men began to speak a differ-
ent tongue, like the workere on the tower of Babel. A great.
confusion d to have suddenly seized them. They rov ~
longer understood each other, but insulted each other. In
vain were they asked: ‘ What is the matter? Do yon no
longer all want the same thing ?

“Yes, we want the same thing.”

‘“Then why do you insult earh other? **

And some answered : “ Have you never seen those wretches
who do not like the song Twou l& l& ¢ laP” and others:
*“ What can we have in common with men who like the song
Trouizlailaf”

And as the partisans of the song were much more violent
than its opponents, a party who happened along addressed
the former as follows:

“Undoubtedly your friends are wrong in not liking the
song Trow la la i la. 1 admit that they are unpardonable.
The song Trou la li ¢ lu is a fine song. But, after all, it is
not a principle, it is not a doctrine, it does not figure on your
programmes. Why, then, do you treai as traitors those who
do not like the song Trou la li i la? Does that prevent them
from loving liberty, equality, und fraternity? Do they not
write, do they not vote, the same today as yesterday, barring,
of course, the song? They too might treat you as traitors, for
you were never commissioned to sing the song Trou & la € la.
They do not do so; they content themselves with looking up-
on you as rather green. Have it that they are fools; so be
it. But noone should quarrel with his friends simply because
their intelligence does not grasp the beauty of a song."

This passer-by hoped much from his ndvlce he aueooened.
in fact, far b d his desi for all p
united in giving him a beating.

Tweedledum and Tweedledee.
{Henry George in the Standard.)

Ihave never hesitated to avow myself an out-and-out free
trader.

Granted that doing away wiih all taxes, save on land
values, would leave no room for a protective tariff, it would
still leave ample room for protection. For I put it to Patrick
Ford’s own logical mind whether a system of bounties on
goods produced at home would not give as much encourage-
ment to home producers and as effectunlly keep out goods
"produced abroad as a system of taxes on foreign importations.

o’ ha




THE SCIENGCE OF SOCIETY.

By STEPHEN PEARL-ANDREWS.

COST THE LIMIT OF PRICE:

A Scientific Measure of Honeaty in Trade as One of the Fﬁn’dumental Principles in
the 8glution of the Social Problem.
Continued from No. 108.

The answer is first FMﬁcal, as follows: During the three years and upward of
practice at TrrarLviLLg, and during two previous experiments, one at Cincinnati,
and one at New Harmony, 'ndiana, extending to six or seven years of the practice
of the Cost Principle, and of the use of the Labor Note in connection with it, by
several thousand people in all, the variation in-all the different species of male and
female indu-l.y has not been more than about one third above and one third be-
low the standard oceupation of corn-raising, each person putting his or her own
estimate upon their ln%)or. To explain. The standard labor being reckoned at
twenty pounds of corn to the nour, as the yard-stick, or measure of comparison,
no other labor performed either by man or woman—and it must be remembered
that under the Cosu 1'vinciple men and women are remunerated equally —has been
estimated at more than thirty pounds of corn to the hour, nor at less than twelve
pounds to the hour. )

196. The further practical result is that every ordinary commodity, though li-
able to fluctnate in price with every change of circumstances, like a difference of
locality, extraordinary difference in the productiveness of different seusons, ete.,
soon finds a general level, and has a known or fixed price in the community, which
is never disturbed except for some obvious cause. Thus, for example, wheat has in
this manner settled down by the common suffrage at TRIALVILLE to cost six hours
of labor to the bushel, or to yield ten pounds to the hour. Milk is ten winates labor
to the quart,—the elements of the caleulation including the whole cost of rearing
a cow from the calf, the average length of a cow's usefulness for milking purposes,
the cost of feeding, milking, and distributing the milk to the customers, ete. Eggs
are twenty minutes to the dozen. Potatoes are an hour and a quarter to the bushel
when cuitivated by the plough exclusively, and three or four hours to the bushel
when cultivated by the hoe. The manufacture of shoes, apart from the material,
is from three hours to nine hours to the pair, according to the quality; boots
eighteen hours, ete.

197.  Another practical effeet, as already observed, is that the principle of exact
equity, when it euters into the mind, operates with such force that persons on all
hands become over-anxious to ascertain the precise truth with regard to the relative
cost of every article, while the general improvement of condition renders them less
anxious about trifling indivicun] advantage.

198.  Although commoditic. thus settle naturally and rapidly to a standard price
according to what is the average time bestowed upon their production, and the
average estimate of the relative repugnance of each kind of laboir,—in other
words, the average of cost,-—there are, or may be, individual differences in the
estimate of repugnance, which will rise far above or sink below the average.
These individualities of preference for one species of industry over another will
probably become more marked in proportion us men and women can better afford
to indulge their tastes and preferences, in consequence of a general improvement
of their pecuniary condition. sgain, those tastes themselves will become more
developed with the increase of culture. The cpportunity for their indulgence will
be afforded also in proportion to the augmentation of the circle in which these
principles are practised. Hence it follows that whatever is more exceptional or
recondite in the subject must as yet be settled by recurring to the principles them-
selves, the circle in which they have hitherto been applied being too small to realize
all the results.

199. The theoretical answer, then, deduced from the principle, in addition to
the practical answer just given, is this: Whenever an individual estimates labor
in any particular branch of industry as less onerous or repugnant than the standard
or average estimate, he will present himself as a candidate for that kind of labor
at a less price per hour than others, and will, in consequence, be selected in prefer-
ence to others, unless the inferior price is more than counterbalanced by want .
skill or capacity for that kind of labor. But preference for a particular kind of
industry —especially when there are facilities for trying one’s self at various
kinds— generally accompanies and often results from superior skill or facility in
the performance of that kind of labor. Hence a taste or “attractios” for a par-
ticular branch of industry, by lowering the price at which a person is ready to
undertake it, tends to throw that branch of industry, or rather that particular
labor, into the hands of the individual who has that attraction.

200. In the next place, as these two properties—namely, a marked attraction
and eminent ability for & particular kind of labor—accompany each other, it fol-
lows that the best talent is procured at the lowest instead of the highest price,
apart from the case of an acquired skill, which has required a separate and unpro-
ductive labor for its acquisition, and which is, therefore, as we have seen, an ele-
ment of cost and price. In other words, contrary to what is now the case, the man
or woman who can do the most work of any given kind in a given time and do it best,
will work at the cheapest rate, so that, both on account of the more and better work
and of the less price, he or she will have the advaatage in bidding for his or her
iavorite occupation, competition intervening to bring down the average of price to
the lowest point for every article, but with none but beneficial results to any one, as will
be presently more distinctly shown. (208.)

201. Such are the necessary workixu%s of the CosT PrINCIPLE, and hence follow
certain extremely important results. I. Hercin is the chief element of “ Attractive
Industry,” the grand desideratum of human conditions, first distinctl{ propounded
by Fourier, and now extensively appreciated by reformers,—the choice by each
individual of his own-function or occupation, according to his natural bias or
geniusé alxlld the consequent employment of all human powers to the best advan-
tage of all.
g202. II. By this means competition i3 directed to, and made to work at, precisely the
right point. Competition is spoken of by those who live in and breathe the atmo-
sphere of the existing social order, as “the life of business,” —the grand stimulant,
without which the world would sink into stagnation. It is spoken of, on the other
hand, by the reformers of the Socialist school, who loathe the existing order, and
long earnestly for the reign of harmony in human relations, as a cruel and mon-
=trous priuciple, kept in operation only at the sacrifice of the blood and tears of
the groaning millions of mankind.  In point of fact it is both; or, more Yroperly,
it is either one or the other, according to the direction in which it is allowed to

ring securit ¢
elenting, and
sequently destruetive. Under the reign of’ ty it will operate at the point 4
superiority of performance in the respective functions of each member of soci
and will, therefore, be purely beneficent in its results. TIn the scraunble betwee
wrecked and struggling seafarers for' places in the life-boat, we have an illustr
tior! of competition for security of conditivn. In the generous emulation between
those safely seated in a pleasure-bort, who think themselves mest cowpetent
pull at the oar, you have an illustration of genial or beneflcent competition
competition for superiovity of performnce——rus such-eireumstances that, whe
ever carries oft the palm, the interesis <t the whele are equally promoted. .
either case it is the same moti "e power, the same energy-giving principle, working
merely at a different point, or with a different application, and with a different
stimulus,  (159.) A S o

203, Competition in the existing social order is; therefore, chiefly destructive,
because there is now no security of condition for any class of society. Among
the less fortunate classes, competition bears more upon the point of getting the
chance to labor at all, at any occupation, which, inequitably paid, as the labor.
those classes is, will afford the bare means of existence. Among the more fortu-
nate classes, increased accumulation is the only means now known of approximating
security of condition; hence competition bears upon that point. Amoug all classes,
therefore, the competition is chiefly for securiiy of condition, and therefore merei
less and destructive. It is only occasionally and by way of exception, wherever &
little temporary security is obtained, that examples are fonnd of the natural and
beneficent competition for superioricy of performance. That however springs up
with such spontaneous alacrity, so soou as the smallest chance is given it, as abu
dantly to prove that it is the true spirit, the indigenous growth of the human soul,
when uncontrolled by adverse circumstances and conditions. :

204.  Under the operations of the Cosr PrixcreL, which will be the reign of
equity, the primary wants of each will be supplied by the employment of a very
small portion of their time, and the ease and certainty with which they can be sup-
plied will place éach above the motives now existing to invade the property: of
others. This condition of things, together with the substitution of gerneral co-
operation and abundance for general antagonism and poverty, will furnish a secu-
rity of person and property which nothing else can produce. To this will be added
such.aecumulations as each may, without the stimulus of desperation, choose to
acquire. .

205. In this condition of security, natural aud beueficent competition will spring
up; that is, such as bears upon the point of superiority of performance,—not onl
for such reasons as exist and occasionally develop themnselves in the existing soci-
ety, but also because, under the operation of the Cosr PrINCIPLE, every person i
as we have seen, necessarily gratified with the pursuit of his favorite occupation,
in proportion as his superiority of performance renders him the more successful
competitor for employment in that line,—not hindered by asking a higher price
for his greater excellence, as now, but aided, on the other hand, by his readiness
to perform it at a lower price, consequent upon his greater attraction or his want
of repugnance for that kind of industry, according to what has been already ex-
plained. This, then, is the second grand result of the varying tastes for different
oceupations, under the operation of the Cost PriNcIPLE,—namely, that competi-
tion is directed to, and made to work at, the right point,— superiority of perform-
ance, not security of condition.

206. Uuder the operation of cost as the limib of price, things will be so com-
pletely revolutionized that, strange as it may seem, it will be to the positive interest
of every workman to be thrown out of his own busi by the competition of any-one
who can do the same labor etter and cheaper. In the nature of the case it is an ad-
vantage for every body that the prices of every product should become less and
iess, until, if that be possible, they cease, through the general abundance, to have
price altogether. Under the present false arrangements of commerce we have seen
that it is not for the benefit, but for the injury of many, that such redaction of
price should oceur, either thirough competition, the invention of new machines, or,
otherwise. (160.) Soine of the reasons of that unnatural result have been pointed
out. (161, 162.) Tt i, in fine, because the workingmen are reduced below the
ability of availing themselves of what should be, in the nature of things, a blessing
to all mankind. When the market is said to be overstocked with coats or hats,
and when, as a consequence of this, the tailors and hatters are thrown out of em-
ployment, it is not the fact that there are more coats and hats made than there are
backs and heads to wear them. Not at all. Tt is only that there are more than
there is ability to buy. Those who have earned the means to pay for them do not
possess the means. They have been robbed of the means by receiving less than
equivalents for their labor. Hence, though they want, they cannot buy, and hence,
again, those who produce must stop producing. They are therefore thrown out of
employment, and it is falsely said that there is over-production in that branch of
industry. In the reign of equity, where ali receive equivalents for their Jabor, this
cause of what is called over-production will not exist.

207. The point here asserted will be rendered still more clear under the follow-
ing head. (208.) Alon% with the extinction of speculation, by Cost as the limit
of Price, competition will cease to be a desperate game played for desperate stakes.
It will not relate to procuring the opportunity to labor, as that will be the common
and assured inheritance of all. It will not relate to securing an augmentation of
Price, because Price will be adjusted by Science and guarded by Good Mcrals,
public opinion and private interest concurring to keep it at what science awards.
It will relate solely, in fine, o excellence of performauce,—to the giving to each
individual of that position in life to which his tastes incline him, and for which his
powers of mind and body adapt him, even the selfishness that might otherwise
embitter such a strife being tempered, or neutralized, by the equilibrium of &
greater price for more repugnant labor.

208. III. Competition is rendered coiperative instead of antagonistic. This may
oot at first seem to be a distinet point, but it is really so. It was shown before -
that competition is made to work at the right point,—namely, excellence of per-
formance. But that excellence or superiority might still enure exclusively or
chiefly to the benefit of the individual who possesses it. Such is now the case, toa
fearful extent, with machinery, which has the first of these properties,—namaly,
that it competes with labor at the right point, excellence of performance,— but
has not the second; that is, it is not cooperative with unaided human iabor, but
antagpnjstic to it, turning out thousands of laborers to starve, on account of its cion
superiority. :
The point to be shown now is, that under the operation of the Cost PRINCIPLE,
excellence of performance —the goint competed for, whether by individuals or
machinery —enures equally to the benefit of all, and hence that competition, '
rightly directed, and working under the true law of price, is cobperative and n
antagonistic; although, as respects machinery, the demonstration will be rendered
more perfect when we come to consider the legitimate use of capital. (243.)
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operate. Competition is a motive power, like stéam or electricity, and is either

209. Iilustrations of practical operation will be better understood if drawn from







