in am eyes, O Iaa«ty
:A Hght vohereby the world is saved;
And though thow slay us, we will trust in thee.”
Jonx HAy.

; _On Pivket Duty.

A very lively quarrel is in progress ‘among Austra-
Yew radicals. Joscph Symes, the high priest of Free-
thought at Melbourne, finding himself unable to
“bess ” the Anarchistie element so rapidly growiug

~wnder the fostering care-of David A. Andrade, is try-
ing to expelit from ths organization of the Secularists.
His task is proving not altogether an easy one. Ex-
cluded from the colamns of Syms’s paper, the « Libe-
rator,” the Anerchists are conducting the fight through
the *Australian Radieal,”’ which is itself becoming
more and mor: Anmhnstle with each new issue.

Tt i3 not oiften that L:berty s interpretation of the
-principle of equal liberty receives legal sanction. But
its applicaiion of that principle to the matter of boy-

_cotting now has the clear endorsement of the California
courts. - The following decision has re.ently been ren-
“dered: by Judge Maguire of ‘the supreme court, who
shows 5 knowledge of the doctrine of indivi-
. "dual sovereiruty which would make Eastern judges
: ous it they. were not dishenest:“If each and all
‘have the right to bestow their patronage or employ-
ment, or sell their lsbor to whomsoever they will, to
commence and discontinue at will, then it would be
absurd to say that, while each and all have the indivi-
 dual right, they cannot exercise it collectively, for that
would be to assert that the exeicise of one lawful right
is legal, but that the exercise of two lawful rights is
/illegal; that while one right will not constitute a
wronfg, two rights, or ten rights, or one hundred rights
will constitute & wrong, incr-asing in illegality with
the number of rights collectively exercised, which is
the reductio ad absurdum of the position that a combi-
nation among workmen to do collectively that which
each has the individual and unquestioned right to do
separatel constitutes an unlawful act or an unlawful
. conspirazy.”’
- The Londor “Freedom” says that the American
- Mutuzfist papers, with the exception of the «Alarm,”
- “zealously repudiate all but passive resistance to op-
- pression, and cling to the peace-at-all-costs doctrine of
~George Fox, Godwin, Shelley; Proudhon, and Leo Tol-
. stol.”  The truth of this assertion cannot be tested
urless “Freedom” will be good enough to define the
doctrine oonearumg peace which it imagines these five
i

Trarslated from the French of Vieror Hugo by B. R, TUCKER.
Written at the aolmen of Rozel, January, 1853

Say, why, within the soundiess deeps
And walls of brass,

‘Within the fearful gloon where sleeps
The sky of glass, .

‘Why, 'neath that sacred temple's dome,
Dumb, vast retreat,

‘Within the infinite as tomb
And winding-sheet,

Imprison your eternal laws
And your bright lights ?

O traths! my wirgs will never pause
Below your heights,

‘Why hide yourselves within the ehade
To us confound ?

Gloom-corpassed mankind why evade
By flight profound ?

Let evil break, let evil build,
Be high, be low,

You know, G justice! I have willed,
Toyou I'tl go!

O beanty! pure ideal that lives
In germ 'mid woe,

That to the mind new irmness gives
And makes hearts grow,

Yonu kiiow it, yon whom I adore,
O reason, love!

‘Who, like the rising sun, must soar
And shine above,

Faith, girdled with » belt of stars,
‘The right, the true,

O liberty! I'll break my bars,
I'll go to you!

In boundless space in vain do you,
O gleams of God!
Inhabit dismal depths of blue
By feet untrod.

Accustomed to the gulf, my soul
Is undeterred;

I have no fear of cloud or goal;
Xam a bird,

Iam a bird of mich a sort
As Amos draamed,

As sought Mark’s bedside and athwart
His vision gieamed,

‘Who, "twixt a pair of vagle's wings,
*Mid rays that rain,

O'er nes” “nd forehead preudly fliings
A lion's mane,

‘Wings i possess. I soar on high;
My tlight is sure;

‘Wings 1 possess for lurid sky
And azure pure.

Innumareble steps I climb;
1 wish to know,

Though knowledga be as dark as crime
And bitter woe!

‘You surely know the soul Jare try
The blackest hill;

It I must mount, however high,
Then mount [ will,

You si.vely know the soul is stror.g
And fears nought, so

The Lreath of God béars it along.
You surely know

I'll climb pilasters aznre-crowned,
And that my feet,

Onee on the ladder starward bound,
Wil ne'er retreat!

Plunged in this troutlous epcch, man,
To pierce the dark,

Must imitate Prometheus’ plan,
And Adam's mark.

From austere heaven he must seize
A fiery rod;

To his own mystery find the keys,
Aund plunder God,

‘Witnia his hut, by tempests torn,
Man needs the sight

Of some high law in which is borne
His strength and light,

Forever ignorance and need!
In vain man’s flight,

From Fate’s tight grip he's never freed!
Forever night!

The people now must overthrow
The stern decree,

And martyred man a* iast mast know
The mystery.

Upon Lais dying era’s grim -
Retirin trace

Is sketched by love, in ountline dim,
The future's face.

The laws of human destiny
By God are signeq;

And, though these laws mysterious be,
1 have a mind.

I am the man who stops nowklare
And never falls,

The man prepared to go whene er
Jehovah cails;

1 am the man te duty beand,
The poet austere,

The breath of grief, the lips to sound
A clarion drear;

The seer whose gloomy scroll records
Those living still,

‘Whose music freights the winds w..i: words

That bode but ill;

Tke dreamer winged, the athlete bold
With sinewy arn.

And I the comet's tail could hold,
Secure ‘rom harm.

To solve our problem and is laws
Then I enguge;

I'll go to them, nor further panse,
Rewildered sage!

Why try to hide thesc laws profound ?
Your walle are glass.

Your flames and waves begirino ground
But through 'l pase;

I'H go to read tho bible grand;
1, nude, alone,

Will in the tabernacle stand
OFf the unknown;

Into the durkness I will dash,
The deep abyas

O’er which the lurhi iightnings flash
‘With jealous hise,

1l go to the celestial gate,
Neor stop before,

And, thunders! growi at whate'er rate,
'l towder roar,
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i
Socialist Economics and the Labor Movement.
By VICUTOR YARROS,

The vexed yuestion of the right of capital to reward having been settled, it ve-
mained for the author to unfold his plan of removing povervy without affecting
the income of the capitalist. . We have seen that extension of the use of machinery
is the only weans of increasing wealth,  Now, what conditions the use of machin-
erv?  For an auswer we are referred to Chapter Second, and in it we are told that
there are two pecessary reguirements to be fulfilled to induce the capitalist to in.
vest more and wmore in machinery,  First, that the entire produce meet a demand,
and, secowd, that the investment yield the capitulist inereasing returns. (Mr.
Gunton's logie is exhibited in the fact that the order of stating Jbese two condi-
tions is reversed in his book: first, that the whols produce * . sold at a profit;
second, that it hesold. But perhays only Socialists eannot se . that, after a thing
ix sold at a profit, it cannot be unsold.)  Considering that the working population
consumes about eighty per cent. of the machine-made products ol the world, it is
clear that, uuless the great majority of consumers are able to buy the increased
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profits.  But the straw of course fuils to save him, and he siuks, intellectually, in
view of all who wituess his desperate und frantic effort.  Profit exists because mo-
nopoly aud protection and privilege exist and freedom does not, or is but slightly
tolovated; and also because the backward and poorer manufacturer- find the
means of holding their own in the otherwise unequal fight with their betters by
waking their “help” supply the deficiency. 1t is notorious that poorer employers
who are without insproved and perfected methods seck und contrive to keep them-
solves ubove water by grinding out more « surplus value” from their lat orers,  Mr.
Guuton diseusses the law of prices without the Jeast recognition of the ali-important
difference botween the nutural operation of economic laws in a free market and the
conditions of trade as we find tllllélll today. lle iy not aware that in establishing
fundamental principles it is illegitimate and illogical to apply for evidence either
for or against an abstract scientific proposition to the present industrial muddle,
which eannot be analyzed and understood except in the light of those very funda-
mental prineiples, )
Our author iy now prepared to deal with the question of wages. In the first
Bluce, he tukes issue with « Marx, Proudhon, Bakounine, and Lassalle,” who “have
eaped damnation” upon what they all thought to be, and the last mentioned called,

quaniity of goods, there is no market for them. And as the consuming capacity | the “iron law of wages.” Asserting that there is nothing “ir n” ahout wages, but
of the wage receivers who constitute that majority is limited by the rate of wa, at, on the contrary, there is nothing more flexibie and clastic, the author, as con-

that rate must be permanently raised in order tc enable them to enlarge their
consumption.

Gradually thus we are brought to the question of the law governing wages.
But before we follow the author into Part Second of his book, we must poiat out
a contradiction in his argument.  When uontendin[ir for the right of the tool-lender
to a share (and a iion's share) of the increase in the total product due to the use
of the tool, Mr. Gunton was obliged to suppose that the inventor of the tool was
the first to make the offer to his fellow-laborer to lend him the tool for a share of
the benefit of its use, and that the laborer, seeing a chance to get a greater return
from the same amount of labor, veadily and gratefully accepted the offer. Now,
when speaking of the consuming power of the laborers, he lays it aown that all in-
troduction of new and better methods in production has invariably been preceded
by a demand for higher wages on the part of the laborer, which demand grows ont
as an incvitable result of unconscious social influences and changes. If this last
be true, the question of the reward of the idle tool-lender will have to be reopened
and reconsidered.  For it is evident that, if employers are forced, in the interest
of seli-protection, to utilize all new improvements, and are not permitted to do it
leisurely and as & matter of choice, the argument of extra inducements and in-
creasing returns being a condition of extension of machinery falls to the ground.

With the critical analysis of the various theories of the law of wages with which
Part Second wpens we are not concerned. Suffce it to say that its criticisins of
Mr. George's theory of wages are very strong, though not rew. Readers of Liberty
will recall i Fucker's articles against Mr. George, in which he contended that
mere a4 is o no practical use to the moneyless proletuire, who would rather
starve ur work for extremely low wages in the centres of trade and wealth than go
out into the wilderness and lead a semi-barbarous life. Mr. Gunton’s argument is
very similar to this, but not as conclusive. He refutes Mr. George's imaginary
and ungrounded theory of waies by pointing to the fact that employers pay iigh(&!‘
wages to their laborers than they ought to aceording to Mr. George’s theory; but
Mr. Tucker shows that even those who live most miserabiy on scant earnings and
those who, having no employment, earn nothing and have ouly the hope of secur-
jng elinploguuznt, would rather endure hardships in the cities than settle on unoc-
cupied land.

%After some preliminary remarks the author preceeds to state his idea of the law
governing wages. We will not undertake to deseribe the confusion and muddle
into which he gets himself by his valorous and bold defiance of all known theories
of political economy. Arguinfg that labor, being a commodity and consequently
subject to all the conditions o exchange, must gave its price determined by the
saine geaeral law governing all other things in the domain of exchange, the author
accordingly first gives us a general law of prices: “The ratio in which quantities
of different commodities will exchange for one another . . . is determined by the
cost of production.” Not by the relations between supply and demand, as it is
ropularly, but erroncously, held among ecvnomists, and not by the amount of la-

or socially necessary to produce them, as the Socialists teach, but by “the cost of
the portion of the supply which is produced under the greatest disadvantages.”
Of all the parties engaged in the manufacture of a given article, that which has
to struggle with the greatest difficulties and is least favorably situated as regards
that line of production i3 the one which fixes the price of that article in the mar-
ket. The authe in advancing this “theory,” puts himself in opposition both to
the economists and the Socialists and reveals his own meutal disorder. The eco-
nomists have a half-truth on their side, and =o have the Socialists, and in order to
clearly perceive Mr. Guntou’s enormous offence against elementary economic
knowledge, it is necessary to bring together the two theorius mentioned and show
their inherent harmony. When it is said that supply and demand govern prices
of commodities in the market, it is not to be taken as a denial that there are other
factors by which prices are and can be determined. Ou the contrary, it is just be-
cau » there are several such factors, and because they are constantly operating,
couflicting and clashing with one another, that some general, though superficial,
and, surietly spraking, meaningless formula, as “supply and demand,” was found
necessary to express at any given moment the play of these factors in the market,
The real fight is between labor cost and monopoly greed. In a natural state of
the market, when compotition is free and unllmites, the prices of things ave re-
duced to and kept at the cost price.  And not the cost to those who produce under
the greatest disadvaiteges, but the cost of those who produce under the most
advantageous conditions; for competition does not satisfy itself with securing
greater profits to those who produce with better facilities, but tends to drive out
of the circle the unsuccessful and hackward, leaving none except the most entar-
prising and cconomical producers ii. the field. In a market hopelessly controlled
and ruied by menopoly, prices ar® as far removed from the labor cost limii as
prudence and the narrowest self-interest will allow, When monopoly is enabled to
suspend the rules of ordinary transactions, it will have no hesitation in taxing the
people’s patience and endurence to the most extreme point compatible with its
own immediate safety. The prices are then kept at the maximum that consumers
are willing te pay rather than deyrive themselves of the product altogether. But
1o sooner is competition allowed to march against its foe, monovoly, than the
Jatter takes o huriied retreating step in the direction of cost. W-ak and insufii-
cient competition. ésuch as we have today), while unable to kill the monopolies
which are J.rotected in their disadvantageous conditions, serves to check their greed
and to indicate the tendeney of more complete freedom. It is perfectly correct to

say that supply and demand regulate prices, though the nisaral limit of price is
that of cost.

Diinly realizing the foet thut competition tends to reduce prices Lo avarage labor
cost, but confused st the same time by the contradictory fact of profits, Mr. Gun-

usive and crushing evidence against the soundness of the Socialistic doctrine,
points out that there are different rates of wages, and that cheap labor does not, as
the “iron law” would scem to imply, entirely crowd out expensive laborers, but
that numerous classes of laborers get very high wages and live ap to a high stan-
dard.  Whether in the supply of labor or that of other commodities, cbserves the
author, the actual state of tEings is not that those who produce at the very lowest
prices sell at cost and all others do not sell at all, as it should be according to the
pessimistic “iron law,” but that there are various degr(ges of high and low wages
as well as of profits.  Far from being fixed by the minimum absolutely necessary
for subsistence, wages, claims Mr. Gunton, ave determined by the “minimum
amount upon which the most expensive laborers will consent to live,” As in the
case of other commodities, so in the supply of the labor-commodity, those who pro-
duce under the greatest disadvantages —that is, those who require a high standard
of living—fix the prices at which all other laborers in their line will be employed,
enabling those who are satisfied with a lower order of living to make accumula-
tions and invest in real estate, ete.

Since the author is an entire siranger to the thought of «Marx, Proudhon, Ba-
kounine, and Lassalle,” and knows nothing whatever of either their positive or
negative positions, as I have already said and as I shall prove later on, I am relieved
from the necessity and responsibility of defending them against their new assail-
ant. His patronizing references to them and polemical remarks I will simply pass
in undisturbed peace of mind. But with regard to the iron law of wages in
ral it may not be amiss to say a word or two for the benefit of Mr. Gunton and the
uncriticul reader who is liable to be misled. Eirst, then, Mr. Gunton evidently is
under the impression that the iron law of wages is a Socialistic invention, a result
of pessimistic exaggeration, which does not 3escribe any real ls)henomenon, either
past or present. Yet the Socialists (in the person of Lassalle) have orly, so to
speak, an etymological share in the matter, for «the iron law of wages ” refers to
and embodies the Ricardo-Malthusian conclusions concerning the effect of fluctu-
ations of wages upon population, and vice versa. Mr. Guut~n, for no obvious rea-
son, leaves out the subject of population altogether from ti- discussion of wages;
yet if he had glanced into the writings of Lassalle (whom he feels at liberty to
censurc), he would have known that it is futile, thoughtless, and inexcusably ar-
bitrary to dissociate the iron law of wages from the question of population and
criticise it in its isolated and meaningless form. Again, the iron law of w: does
not pretend to be an exact and absolutely accurate description of actual facts, but
merely an approximately true indication of the tendency of wages under the pre-
sent capitalistic system. Mr. Gunton, further, interprets it to mean that the
laborers are reduced to the lowest conceivable point at which a human being can
subsist, and, making his own rendering the basis for abundant talk about the dif-
ferences of the standards of living in different civilizations, demands to be told
why, if this law be true, wages in this country do not fall to the Chinese and In-
dian level and why American laborers are not reduced to the extremity of subsist-
ing on rice and fish. No Socialist of course is obliged to answer this question, for
the iron law does not necessarily imply or involve such a consummation. It only
affirms that the tendency is to reduce the laborer to the minimum at which he, a¢
a given time, will conscnt to live and to whai ke considers the ies of exist-
ence. Thus far and no farther can the ruling order drive him; beyond that the
red tervor and revolution reign supreme. A:.iong unskilled workers naturally the
reality of this tendency is displayed in its most palpable form. Those who know
the life of some classes of common laborers in mining regions and of working
women and children in large cities surely could give Mr. Gunton valuable informa-
tion regarding the lowness of the level of some portions of “American” w
workers, At any rate, even if extreme degradation were really unknown here, th-
“iron law” would not be disproven by it.  For there are still numerous influences
at work which check the downward movement and slackenr its velocity. A patient
may be doomed to a slow and gradual decline while yet allowed temporary Eamth-
ing spells now and then. Neeﬁ Mr. Gunton be told that in all statements of what
a c::lr.l‘.'x(;n? i'w is bound to effect, the qualification, if unchecked or counteracted, is
iraplied !

Wages, as Mr. Gunton truly says, are determined in the same way that the prices
of other commadities are determined. Cowpetition among laborers tends to brivg
wages down to the cost of production, —that is, the least amount upon which ex-
istence is considered desirable and preferable to suicide or the dangers of war and
social chaos, Thus we see that where the competition is “freest” and bitterest, as
among the low unskilled laborers, wages ave at the point where the “iron law”
reaches its culmination. The less corpetition in the snp‘ﬁy of labor, the higher
the wages.  Skilled laborers, enjoying a species of poly, nd their prices
precisely as sellers of other inonopoly-commodities do. ~ But the difference is that
machinery und mitute divisioo of labor are constantly rendering skill less and less
necessary and thus make monopoly in the supply of lubor an exception which be-
comes rarer and rarer every day. Labor, inc{‘eed, is the only commodity in the
supply of which competition promises to soon be gt its fullest and the price of
which consequently will sink to the cosi limit.  (And herein, by the way, is to be
found the condemuation of capitalism, for of all commodities labor should at
be —and, under a rational and free industrial system, conld not fail to be—
one exceptional commodity for which demand ‘wonld ‘;z‘nmtly exceed the supply

tel mggjlg,

and of which the sellers would command the terms.) tim of & patent-

Mr. Guaton scornfully ignores e\'ar¥-day facts and experiences of the iabor
Unsuceessful strikes, defeats and failures of organizatious, ssem to contain no
lesson for him. And the immense army of starving unenployed is entirely left
out of the classification of the factors operating on wages. It were interesting to
know what Mr. Gunton thinks of the condition of the unemployed : whether they

ton tries tc save himself by the straw of “cost of production under greatest disad-
vantages,” which secine to him to afford a sure basis for a permanent system of

are literally worse off than the laborers of past times or whether thoir poverty
is only “more intense in kind.”






