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she world is saved ;
il trust in thee”
Jonx Hay.

“not just. The famous;addrgss before the Eplscopnl
varch Congress in-which Hewitt enunciated his rad-
ieal doctrines ‘was dehvered when -he was already a

: iuﬂbonmre.

) When Hcmy George gave the sanction of his ap-
" proval to the murder of the Chleugo Communists, the
“Chicago “Labor Enquirer ” vigorousiy denounced him
for his trea..‘nery. But ‘when that paper died a few
~weeks ago, it transferred its subscription list to Henry
George’s “Standard.”  Why did it thus lend its in-
fluence to this dkshonest man? Did it not thereby be-
‘come a sharer in thy gmlt of kis treachery? Charity
“1ay cover °multitace of sins if the; are small, bui vhat
igantic s1. its manti~'cau never cover. )

fending the: poriticn of the ¥ Alarm” on the ques-

M. Lum sclémnly speaxs of the duty

e owesiito ile founder of the journal, A. R.
Parsons, and 'of its traditions which it would be dis-
loysity and dishonesty to vinlate. Now this requires
some explanation : Does Mr. Lum mean to convey that
he advocates the view~ of Parsous because he succeeded
him a8 editor, while personally dissenting from them
as much zis any of his critics? If vhis is not the casc,
~ -and he himself %nids those views, what is the use of
~_referring to “duty” at all? A far more rational,
manly, and ronclusive answer to his critics would be

" tha'simple stat t that he teaches according to his

* . best understanding and belief. - Tt is impossibie: that

Mr. Lun should so far vndorse the “ethics of Ksnt”
: find the highest mora.hty in acting against his
md mclmat:on in obedience to a sense of duty.

arros’s adinirable srticie on “Passive Resist-
weordn so completely in its “central purpose and
‘the: teachmgs of: thu paper | that it

the iuct ths.t the htt'vr has soirnethmg in common with

such & man as Cleveland is sufficient to demn it us of
no radieal significance whatever. I confess I have
hitherto thought that truth is equally truth whether
vroclaimed by prophets and seers or conceded by time-
servers and sophists. But it seems that I have been
in error. Freethinkers must anathematize and repu-
diate Rabelais, Voltaire, Sheiley, and Byron, since the
orthodox admit their greatness; Abolitionists inust
surse the memory of John Brown, whose praise is fre-
guently sung by reactionaries; admirers of Emerson
who desire to preserve their reputations as irue social
reformers must hasten to disavow all sympathy with
that worthless individual, who actually commands the
respect of mai:y bigoted concervatives; and Avarchieis
must be prepared to throw overboard any part of their
programme the moment it is approved by auybody
not known to be ‘or known not te b perfect in all
respects. Perhaps, however, the critic is wrong, and
his strictures arc due to the probable circumstance
that he has not safficiently 1aastered the opinions in
question to pronounce decided judgment upon them
either one way or the otuer.

Spencer’s Narrow Escape.
Nowhere does Herbext Spsncer come nearcr (or even as

near) to an open and fall endor t of A hisn, as in
the following vxtract from the ch:apter on ‘‘ Religicn aua Sci~
ence” in his * First Principies.” Had he made the same
observation in any of his political and social treatises, Pro-
fessor Huxley would not have limited himself to criticising
him for “administrative Nihilism,” ki would have plainly
d ed him as an A hi

In different times and places we find concerning the origin,
suthority, and functions of government a great variety of
opinions. . . . Ridiculous as they may severally appear to
those not educated ander them, . . . each of them insistsona
certain subordination of individual actions to social require-
ments. There are wide differences as to the power to which
this subordingtion is due; there are wide differencesas to the
motive for this sutordination; there are wide differences as
to its extent; bnt that there must be some subordination all
srs agroed. From the oldest and rudest idea of allegiance,
dowh to the raost advanced politieal theory of our own day,
there is on thia point eomplete nnanimity. ‘Though, between
the 0 - Wis). ives: his life and property ‘o be at the

absolute dilpo.l of his chiel. and the Anmhht who dan!u
‘|- the ‘right of any gove X4 ‘or.d to

trench upon his individual: freedom), there seems at fivst sight
an ondre and irroeoneﬂlhlo untsgoninn yet,nkim ana-

tnnsgreu imits which the one ugardl a8 gina.ting in the
v 'md which the othar regards as dedmible from

/And you are dead, my beautiful, beloved,

My inmoet love, my sweet, (arl; gentle friead;

No more the light from your :rown eyes, so soft,
Shall be the radiance of say humble bome;

No more your voice shali welcome tuick from toll;
Nomore your soft, brown, clinging tross shall frame
‘With glinting, silken charm yeor swoetest face;

Mo more that head upon ry breaet shall lie,

With fragrant breath perfuming all my besrd —
Scal-beautiful, I would have died for thee! :

No more!~— I mind we often talked cf death,
How that our final change was like a slcep
In wldch we dreamed onrselves away, away,
Into the stream that sparkled in the sun,
Into the dreeze that whispered in the pine,
The bud, the blade, the incenstant flower,
The mobile cloud that dappled heaven’s dome,
The lightning’s finme that sglit the leafy oak,
The soft blue haze that hid in sylvan shades,
Away, away, till we were wholly gone;.-
Forming new life within a hundred lives;
Hold fast witlin vhe circles infinite;
Unconscious, oft, that wa hrd lived before;
Qfttimes unknowing we were living still;
Absorbed into the members of the Whole —
Hirvana.

Ah! It was not wise to weep,
We said, in this short life so strangely sweet,

(I have not wept) or make amoan at deatk .

(X have not moaned), but calmly, healihfully,

With conscious joy, we each shonld pluck the blooms
‘Within our reach; and calmly, restfully,

Each one, when tired, should fall in sle¢r in peave,
‘Without regret or fear, as knowing well

The worth anud worthlessness of life.

) aweet,
O wire, without regret or fear you lent:
And I—looked calmly on your dying face,
And I looked calmly in your open grave;
Calmly I go to reap tie fruits of life,
‘Within the precions honrs I keep aw.ike,
This brief, awift-changing time,! tluc T asa maie,
Unm 1 too shall sieep.

- O love, O swact, -

kA within our d to meet! yh
‘To kiss and flow together in the stream,

To laugh and murmur *neath the mossy stone,
To drift and eddy lnthepkcldpool,
Oureyesin bnbbles

Mayhap 16 ries, |

T 3oat above the

To l:sll in dancin

Itmybolnhﬂlmollﬂnplpln throat
That sings beside some sylvan nest, while you
mymthbmmtnmmm;m,
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THE RAG-PICKER OF PARIS.

By PELIX PYAT.
'I‘rnnlhted‘t\rom the French by Benj. R. Tucker.

PART SECOND.
THE STRONG-BOX.
Continued from No. 134,

1 call this the mo:t fatal injury to the family and to society. Tt is never good
for man to have God for a rival. The priest, representing God, always possesses
at ‘east half of woman, if v all of her.  Society is strong only through the family,
it Joundaiion; in this lic: the superiority of Protestant nations. A warning to
pecples whr o niess. .

" A man and a woman who come too near each other at night on a bench are
arrested, couvicted of an outrage o modesty, and sentenced. A man and a woman
may meet with impunity in a church and, what is more, in a box,— Pandora’s kox.

La Poubelle is nothing!

The greatest prose-writer of the epoch, Paul-Louis Courier, who was murdered
partly for this, wrote an.admirable page against confession, concluding by sayin
that, out of many priests whom he h;fa known, he had met only one old one fran
enough to say: “I have ended my life without transgression, but I should not like
to begin it over againl”

Do we realize indred that we allow our young wives and even our young daugh-
ters to shut themselves up on their kuees in & religious niche, on their knees beside
a voung Kriest, a bachelor, idle, urged on b el;igh living, excess of force, and priva-
tion, both alone in the darknuss, to , mouth to mouth, and discussing
conjugal questions., As well iat ‘4 match under straw without fearing fire, or
bread before a fasting man without fear of his tooth!

Fven the scldier, who has made no vow of chastity, would be better than the
riest.

P Would ona exposs his wife and daughter to the same risk shut up in a chamber
even witk 1 friend ?

It would be neither decent nor pradent.

But bere again there woulc be a coun ise. The man of the world has cer-
tain natural reserves through the legitimate satisfaction of his wants, through
respect for the family of another, through love of his own,—in a word, through
community of duties.

But the priest, picked, chosen, like the cunscript, neither infirm nor deformed,
young, virgin, and — let us re — idle, forced by rich food, idleness, and conti-
nence, is in a continuovs, endemic, and constitutional state of desire; and if there
is a ringle one among them all, as Pius 1X says, who can conquer nature, it is that
of Paul-Louis Courier.

So, having eaten & good dinner, very stimulating and, thanks to the benedicile,
thoiroughly digested, assimilated, and converted iato chyle, the fat avd lusty abbé
Ventron, full of the warmest products of the sunshine, wines and visnds. in full
possession of his animal spirits, was seatec in his box in the corner of a ¢l =l of
the Virgin, st the back part of the church, in the shaduw of the arches .-.d far
from the lamp of the chorus, whick, moreover, burns but does not light.

All was silence and gloom, profound mystery around him, and he was about to
fulfil the sacred duty of the priest, exercise his holy ministry authorized and sala-
ried by the State, lend ear to his flock, counsel them, zuide them, give them moral
lessons, purify them, absolve some, reprove others, distribute absolution to these,
re;}»vt-utanw 30 those, — in short, confess them.

‘or this rehearsal of the lusi judgment the representative of God sat indiffer-
ently wel! upon his cramped throne, g?led with kis digestive apparatus, Then the
ancinted of the Lord blew his nose, coughed, spat, took snuff, filled his lungs fuil
of air, and st last lent ear to the first of & score of catechiced who filed past him
indifferently and rupidly, like ordinary offenders in a polico court.

Marie, wno, through reluctance to take her place, had allowed all the others to
ass. stili hesitating, but fearing to displease or disappoint her mother, decided at
ast to kneel.

This catechumer. was different. The priest took no more snuff. He no longer

§ave ear. He applied his lips to the grating that scarcely separated him from
Iarie's hlonde head, until he almost touched, until he even smelt, the child’s flesh.

“Say your Confiteor.”

Mazie recited:

«7 confess to God the omnipotent, to the blessed Virgin™. . .

¢ There, that will do! “Amen! "What do you confess?”

¢ My disobedience to you.” = "

“ A great sin, my chil

“Because you ha de M o

“Ah! it is for your good, Marie. . Between you and me, follower and priest,
there must be frankness, confidence, and secresy. is an enemy of pride and of
falsehood, two great sins, t “8ins, punished with the eiernal fires of hell,
two blasphemies in fact, fos God is truth as well as humility.”

The young-girl remainsd e
“He'ls'love alse,” -co i the prie I'have already asked you more than
once this question: before uniting yourself to God by the holy communion, have
thought ‘of i - allian : ver drearned: of tho sweet
i 2

ore 2arthly; perhaps you

tie' with -some lgd g‘? yotg: age.

aresses, kisses, oscula viri,” and

Le spoke the 'Lal ;7 of Monseigneur the bishop

N Bo“vier. . % o LT - 15l Ty
“1'do not com

‘tunately understan

- 46 0, 3 e

ey batter
e with 1 will

n your guardian angel cover.

1d, in an agitated voice, for- |

At the noise of the full and the crics of the priest enclosed like a turtle in its
shell, all the defenders of the sacristy came running up, the Swiss with his cane
and the beadles with their maces; and, seeing the box overturned upou its &oﬁouﬂ
contents and then a man eseaping with the young girl, they tried to stop them.

But the man, arming himself with a chair and swinging it over his head, in a com-
bat such as is not deseribed in Beileau’s Lutrin, piled the beadles on top of the
Swiss, while the warden called for the police.

I'he police arrived too late, as ucual,— that is, when the man ang child had left
the church. x

Then, fortunately for the avenger of public morality, the incident had gathered
a grcup and a crowd. The man told what he had done and why he had done it;
and, the people applauding, the police, who were not the police of Charles X, and
who realized, moreover, that they were few in number, either dared not or couid
not arrest Jean, or even prevent him from going back into the church with the
crowd, taking the confessional, carrying it out upon the steps, and setting fire to it.

The confessor, of course, was no longur inside.

The man took the child home to heir mother.

«“Ah! it is you!” said Louise to Marie; “then you met Father Jean?”

“1 beg pardon, excuse me, Madame, I did not meet Mam'zelle Marie; I followed
her, and for her good; and I bring her back to you none too soon . . . and I re-
store her to you safe and sound, but I hope that yon will not send her
confession.” : : SRR

“ Why?" . 3 3 B

“Why, because it is like sending Little Red Ridin;; Hood to the woif! because -
that scoundrel of a priest has said things to your child which she fortunately did
not understand, but which would make you blush to hear and me to repeat to you.”

“Jean is right, mother; I will never go back there; and I will not make my
first cemmunion.” o ‘

“What?*

“Do you wish ®.er to make it with the priest rather than with God?”

“What do you mean, Father Jean?” =

] wnean that your priest would have stolen your child but for me; that, if I had
a child, I would rather entrust her to a convict than to-a priest; and that it is bet-
ter to be damned with the devil than saved in:the Ventron Paradise. Ah! pardon
me, Madame Didier, I swore to poor Jacques that I would watch overher . ...
and over you; and if I had arrived too late to save her from the priest, I would
have killed him.” o

“Ah! my God! in whom can we trust? I will not send her again! Father
Jean! thank you! thank youl”

And Jean went to bed, like a good guardian, having done his duty against the
mnfession&l and the brothel, having saved Marie’s honor as he had saved Camille’s

e.

CHAPTER V.
THE CHECK.

There was one person in the English quarter, near the Madeleine, who was not
happz,—; light-complexioned son of Albion landed in Paris, Master Jack, a jockey
who had come expressly to ride Friulair’s horse at the Longchamps races. :

The unfortunate Jack was whet is called in training in the hngu:ﬁe or slang of
the turf, a slang which we have borrowed from the English, as in the case of the
was preparing to make the most of his master’s horse, not

word redingote, riding coat.
That is to say, Jac
to improve the race of Lorses, but to damage the purse of men.
1t is so little the object of raccs, or courses as we call them in French, to improve
the equine race that F have svcceeded in making horses without neck enough
to feed in pasture or belly enouga to digest, and with only such legs as will enable
them to run fast, but not long,— which is called progress. [
Similarly, always under pretext of improving the rece, the makers of meat and
fat have manufactured cattle without horns— what will the bull-fighters say?—
and tvs")igl?ut legs, all belly, balls of flesh and suet for John Bull’s puddings and
roas 8 o
Ah! when the English turn their attention to anything, what . creation! what
s world! what master-pieces! all for the mouth and the pocket! the last word of
civilization. ‘ S i
But if the animal suffers through this British mania which we are beginning to
import into France, the human race suffers still more . . . . in so far as'the race
can be re| nted by a jocke; :
To an extent he doubtless
mseries of poor Jack. :
The unfortunate biped had submitted himseli for a fortnight to a real martyr-
dom in order to fit himself as thoroughly as possible to mouni a quadruped.
In the first place, he had to be weigked regularly, morning and evening,
tect the slightest increase of weight and stop it as soon as possible. -
He was visited by & doctor, who prescribed accordingly. -
Neither roast beef nor:mdingl Lord! Neither stout nor porter!
beer and oatmeal, Grea ! ; ;

g;)es represent it; and for this reason we #-efér tk,o’ the

to.de-

Only small
~And, coupled with this régime of abstinei:cs, a régime of continence! o

No expenditu
in ‘mensa necessital

ut receiptsi No Venus without Ceres or Bacchus! Diet
At last, the d unt his 1 :

diet in toro. . Forb »
f the ra

; jmcketka‘nd (53

dition,

beo patriotio’tha
‘and his horse,
‘the t ﬁ,‘prefe
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No sooner-had he arrived than he went up to Camille’s room and placed a paper
on his desk so that he would see it on entering,

And scarcely had he gone out when Camille entered, showing all the signs of
the keenest yexation.

In the first place his pride was involved. He had been beaten both by Frinlair
und in the presence of Mazagran, whom he had definitively taken and at great
cost by way of compensation %’or the trick played on this good girl. She took her
revenge in her own way, by ruining him.

Iis love — I beg pardon —his loves cost him the very eyes in his head.

A basket pierced, and ‘with several holes; disputed or rather divided, as Figaro
says, between polities and pleasure; rarel sleeging in his own bed; sober, how-
ever, if he ate alone,—his good health held out, but not so his fortune. Gertrude,
tainted by Claire, had ceased giving him advice to which he did ot listen. The
baron was too indulgent to say a word, and Camille inherited from his mother a
contempt for money, turning up his nose at it. But every virtue has its vice. She
was generous; he was wastefui, and in every direction. Love, horses, wagers,
sappers, he literslly ran to his ruin. . . . . and this time, in fact, even honor was
compromised. .

How pay this debt to Frinlair? he said to himself. Twenty thousand dollars!
T have exhausted everything . . . and this week has been a week of disasters. 1
. have bled my guardian at every vein! ~What’s to be done now? Yet by some
‘means or other a way must be found! Not to pay Frinlair is out of the question.
To fail him is worse than to fail others. Not pay him! I would rather take the
leaé) and marry! ) ) ; ;

uddenly, casting his eyes mechanically on his desk, he saw the paper.

“What’s that?” .

A check for twenty thousand dollars on-the bank, payable on demand, to the
bearer, with a blank left for the name of the }myee and signed. It had only to be
filled out. That could be done; the paper lay waiting for it, all ready to be
cashed. A frightful temptation seized Camille; the struggle was long and keeu.
Who had gut this paper 5\(‘5)"0? "The baron. How? Why? A test? Doubtless
a trap? Oh, no, to secure the marriage?  And he turned the check over in every
direction. At last he took his pen, and was just on the point of writing his name,
when he cried: B i

“ Ah! the name that she bore, that she taught me to write on a different sort of
checks, bread-checks!” . :

And he threw down his pen, placed the check on the desk again, rang for Léon
who came, and said quickly:: x .

“ Ask the Laron to come here. . Teil him that I am indisposed, and that I desire
to speak to him.” . .

The valet bowed sud went out, and soon the
© % What’s the mattsr, Camille ?” he said. :

Camille, taking up the check with the ends of his fingers and showing it to the
baron, said : . : :

“Yon recognize this blank check; you have put it here I know not why; but
take it away; it will only be lost or fall into the hands of forgers.”

“ But, my dear friend . ..
“ do not want it! - Prodigal, yes; but not guilty.”
“Ahl ;ﬂxi!ty o o with-mel”

“T might be impelled to commit a forgery. - Decidedly,
kindness will make me dis I

“But you have twenty thousand dollars to pay this very day.” said the baron,
vexed and insisting.” ¢ It is either money or nonor.”

«] know it .. . . but since you speak of honor; wait, I will accept this ci.vui,
but f{n condition of earni

“ LLRNES . E 5
“ Well, I abandon my of “ol'ies anud dungers; I will leave the city of pleasnrs,
Paris, and go to the city of wo.k, London, to manage our branch house. The
mauager has sent you his resignation ; I will take his place at the same pay; than
1 shall be able to pay my debt of honor without dishonoring myself.” -

“ Separate from us, my ¢ ‘Camille, Jeave us! What are you thinking of !
1d become of my dearest. wish, your marriage

I my wisest as well as dearest plans! Never!

"~ Exile yourself; deprive yourself of Paris to
Frinlair? But y - g pardon — we
ank God! I do not calculate in dealing with you,
you, I ask you to excuse me. As your guar-

'but I can also reassure you as to your re-

you could still rely on mine. So frankly keep
our account and in your name, which I write in
your two eyes, scrupulous madeap! Here!”

ont'in .
n Frinlair will be hon-
Camille his receipt, the latter capable
of so good a guardian, who beat all the

re and the abbé Ventron, still
count, and had even invited him

baron appeared in alarm.

dear guardian, your
t you,” said the ward.

n
_ these twenty thousand dollars to

plain letters, with my own kand
~~And  he handed him the check
o “&V ith tahat ?ixll(i;mtshging,\
orably paid, an onestly acquitted.

An hour later Frinlair ywl?‘ |
now of marrying gracefully th
American uncles | e plays

‘Meanwhile’ Gert; work

nb from ;Betrik‘ankd & pious koné, at
er adopted daughter to the Count
who intended her for cousin Ca-

the king, were opposed to -this

oness Hoffman, her daug]
the parlor, conferring on

ases me as much as it frightens

< hal ha!” exclaimed

Claire, sitting on the sofa, was no less agitated. .
‘The priest alone preserved the coolness befitting a director of consciences. :
The darkness of evening, like a rising tide, little by little invaded-the sumptuous
parlor, ’
! As the seconds went by, the room became shaded with a deeper tint. This royal
‘uxary, worthy of the first banker of the court, became less loud and gained in
grandeur what it lost in brilliancy. .

The vast apartment no longer dazzled, it impressed; the ceiling, the mouldings,
and all the ornaments seemed to float in a magic atmosphere; the chandelier was
more sombre in its gleaming. The golds, too resplendent by daylight, assumed a
dead tone which concentrated their richness.

The Boules, master-pieces of a past art, marvels of a dream of the “Thousand
and One Nights,” and such as the Louvre itself no longer offered {o the king,.
seemed, in the penumbre, endowed * .- a fantastic life. The pictures became
kaleidoscopes; the family-portraits ¢ ulving views in frames gilded with fairy-
like illusions.

All that was fixed seemed to move and change, thus exciting more and more the
strained nerves of the two women.

An idea of envy, common and natural to the fortunate of this world who are dy-
ing of weariness and idleness in the enchantment of their luxury, then came to
Claire’s mind :

“There is no one to thwart her in her inclinations.

“Of whom do you speak ?” asked Gertrude.

«T am thinking of ovr little seamstress who goes off 30 contented with the roll
of silk which she takes away for her work. I envy this Marie,” continued Claire.

Did the baroness remember that the banker Berville also envied his collector,
when the latter was dying in defence of his receipts? . . .

She shuddered.

“Be still,” said she; “it is offensive to God thus to censure his designs by ingra-
titude. It seems to me that his vengearce—pardon me, his justice will visit us

with some misfortune.” -
took her forehead in her two hands,

. She is very happy, she!”

And the baroness sat down beside Claire,
thought a minute, and caid feverishly: )

“Must it be, yes or no?”

“Yes,” suid the priest, #it is an exceptional case! For great evils great remedies!:
Tlhe enéi ég;fiiﬁes the means. Everything in the interest of heaven and for the
g 0 0 3 ”

“That or the convent, mother!” cried Claire.
And no longer containing herself, she threw herself back upon the sofa, weeping
and sobbing. i
Gertrude, moved by this spoiled child’s sorrow, bent over toward Claire and took
her in her arms, fondling and caressing her.

“There, it is over, isn’t it, my pet? Go %o your room; I am going to talk with
your father. You will be satisfied with me.”

“Thank you, good mamma,” said Claire, effusively. - “Courage!”

And she went out, counting on her mother. ' ;
Gertrude at once rang and sent for the baron, who soon arrived, ever attentive
and gallant toward his wife. :

“Here ulone and in the twilight, and with Monsieur the priest,” said he, smiling;
; “a conference. ., . . and you call me in. . . . a case of conscience?  France is not
i Spain, and husbands here have a consultative voice.  What is the question? Let
! us see, my dear. . I am listening.” .

. And, lighting a candelabrum, he added pleasantly: ‘

i “Let there belight. Then my eyes will do service as well as my ears. Now go
i on,” said he at last, in a more serious tone.

Gertrude hesitated:

“ Will you be as reasonable as you are charming?”

“What do you mean, my friend?” said the banker, smiling but attentive.

:  “Well, seriously and finally, what is your last word in regard .. . to'your . . .
5, our daughter?"

#“Clarat™ yaid the baron, slowly, to give himself time for reflection.. -
“Yes, since ‘God has not granted me the grace that he granted to Sarah, I
must say : Our deughver. . . . Well?” s S
“I wish her to be happy, nothing more or less.” - i
%80 do 1.  "And I know that she does na$ iove Camills.” ey
%She will Jove him. I'have told you repeatedly that I have decided upon this
marriage, n in our common interest and for the happiness al
“;‘HA piu;au, no!l interest, perhaps! 8o, then, the gross w The

ong: ol : : 2 )

“Pardon me,” said he, with an ever-increasing firmness.
irvitate your nerves, my generous-dear. - But then a million is a million; it is
Claire’s dowry .'. . and I'must look to it.. . This marriage leaves it in the strong-
box, as you say, in our treasury. This ma.matge 0! indisp ble. - Con-
sequently, my dear, send out your invitations f¢ s

“And in this account your child’s heart figures as

)wer,
inion,

re thoughtful, said:
plicable and mysterious

resistance!  We shall have much trouble in-
h, your reverence,” said Gertrude. And, more :

! ° royalist than the king,
, ' we 'will conquer!”. . ¢ e B
was decided upon. - 2 :

CHAPTER VIL

' THE ORATORY.

is stronger than the baron. His | to th




~ Stimson has discovered the fallacy in “the position of
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Issued Fortnightly at One Dollar s Year; Single Copies
Five Cents.

BENJ. R. TUCKER, ED:TOR AND PUBLISHER.

Office. of Publication, 18 P. O. Square.
Post Ofice Addresa: LIBgrTY, P. O. Box No. 3366, Boston, Mass.

Entered as Second Cluss Mail Matter.

. BOSTON, MASS,, OCTORER 13, 1888.

bolish

“In rent and irterest, the last of old-time sla-
very, the Revolution alnlishes at one stroke the sword of the execu-
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk,
all those insignia of Politics, whick young Liberty grinds benecath
Aer heel.” — PROUDHONK.

3 The appearance in the editorial column of articles
over other sirnatures than the editos’s initial indicates that
the editor approvas their central pirpose and general usnor,
thongh he does r-v: hold himself rugomible for_every
or word. But the appearance in other parts of the paper o!
articles b a the sane or other writers by no mmi indicaten
that he disapproves them in any moot, such:d tion of
them being governed largely by of conve

“The Position ofk;Wiliiam.”

John Ruskin, in the first of his “Fors Clavigera”
series of letters to British workmen, opened ‘what he
had to say about interest by picturing what he called
“the position of William.” Bastiat, the French eco-
nomis?, had tried to show the nature of capital and in-
terest by a little story, in which a carpenter named
James made a plune in order to increase his productive
power, but, having made it, was induced by a fellow-
carpenter named William te lend it to him for a year
in consideration of receiving a-iew plane at the end of
that time besides a plank for the use of it. “Having
fulfilied these conditions at the end of the first year,
William borrowed the plane again on the same terms
at the beginning of the second, and year after year the
transaction was repeated to the third and fourth gene-
rations of the posterity of Williara and James. Rus-
kin disposed of this plausible story in a sentence by
pointing out that the transactions of William and
Jaies amounted simply to this,—that William made
a plane every 31st December, lent it to James till 1st
January, and paid James a plank for the privilege of
thus lending him the plane over night.

Ruskin called this “the position of William, and,
though he threw down the gauntlet right i left, he
never could find an economist rash enougi. to under-
take to dispute the justice of his abridgment of Bas-
tiat’s tale. At last, however, one has appeared.  F.J.

whole, the original policy of James's friends was the
safer one, — to ignore “the position of William” on
the ground that his champion, Mr. Ruskin, is not an
econornist, but wa artist. T,

Passive Resistance.

A woman with a teraper has written a long latter,
characterized as “sharp and caustic,” to the “ Alarm,”
with a view of combating the unanswerable logic of
the Kellys,—the only true revolutionists who have
dealt soberly with the question of force as an element
in the reform movement in the columns of Mr. Lum’s
organ. Passive resistance, asserts this writer, is a para-
dox, and means nothing but obedience and submission
to the tyraunizing power. Which the editor appa-
rently considers not the least of her caustic remarks,

for shooting down legislators or blowin@ !
chambars. Stay at home, abstain from v mg md
there will be no legislators.

Just these cases have been discussed by the Kellys.
They have argued thi.t to abolish the State,—protector
of the trinity of usury, — passive resistance on the part
of the people is perfectly sufficient, and therefore im-
measurably more rational than violence. Men make
the State, as they do God, in their own image; it does
not come from above or below, any more than children
are “gent from heaven.” It is the offspring of -the
marriage of ignorance to the ballot-box, and depends
upon the periodical renewal of the marriage-contract
for the perpetuation of its earthiy career. It logically
follows that, when men once become intelligent, mere
passiveness and abstinence will cause the death of the
monstrous offspring. Dynamibe will then be entirely

since he leaves it without t or correcti It
may be useful to offer a few thoughts on this interest-
ing subject.

Generally speaking, there are no fixed rules by which
to go in the matter of resisting evil and invasion.
Wise resistance can, in any particular case, be deter-
mined only upon a full and thorough acquaintance
with all the circumstances attached and involved.
Methods good in one case may be utterly unavailing
in another, and vice versa. Where the right of resist-
ance is once ded, the question of method b
simply one of expediency, safety, certainty, and speed.
To judge of the most effective means of resistance to o
given act is possible only when the nature of ‘the act,
with all its attending influences, is completely under-
stood. To say, apropos of nothing in particular, that
this or that method of resistance is futile or bad is to
make one’s self ridiculous. And to iilustrate the cor-
rectness of the claim by referring to the evident unfit-
ness of the method in a special case is to carry abeurdity
even farther; for the thing to examine is whether the
method serves in the case in which its adoption is
urged, and not in cases not at all under discussion. -

Passive resistance is not always possible. What we
maintain is that, where it is possible, it is superior and
preferable to all other methods. - It must be borne in
mind that we are treating the question of defensive
wurfare, of just resistance to unwarrantable encroach-
ment. And it may be laid down as a rule in such

cases that the best method of resistance is that which.

secures fully the rights of the injured without cansing
any unnecessary harma to the guilty. Usnnecessary
harm is invasion, and is sure to provoke resistance on
the part of (immediately) disinterested witnesses, If
our rights are denied us, we should set about restoring
them and compensating ourselves for whatever loss we
were subjected to, but, this accomplished, it is 4imia to
stop. As a matter of abstract right, individuals’and
free communities are entitled to make any and ‘all of-

William,” and confidently tells the ders of the
“Quarterly Journal of Economics” that it lies in Rus-
kin's tacit assumption that the plank which William
paid James was the only k which the pla.ne had
enabled him to make during, the year.
so proud of this discovery that he puts it in italics, but
I am unable to see that it ‘anything except Mr.
Stimson’s failure to get down to the kernel of tne ques-
tion at issue.
If Ruskin made the mumpuon attributed to lum,
—which is improbable,—he did so because he knew
perfectly well that the number of planks which the
plane enabled William to make ought in eqtnty have

in the first place. * If

fi , great or small, committed against them equally
punishzble by death, but such action would be zawise
and imprudent: their neighbors would rebel against
suck Draconian barbarism and indignantly suppress a
community which hangs men for stealing handkerchiefs
and umbrellas. )

Let us suppose a few cases.

A man attempts to murder you. It is not necessary
to kill him (though it would be no violation of right),
if you can safely escape. Killing is unwise in such a
case. The sympathies of the public would be with the
slain ruffian, aud you would be rebuked for cruel and
unnecessary violence. Only when there is no -escape
possible is the extreme - measure - expedlent. B
whether you kill or run away, you havé eq o]
the invader. - Running is not non-reslstance '

The tax-collector calls to get from you' somethmg

for nothing. He theatens you if you: refuse to do hw

bidding, and you are naturally enraged.. But
]usmﬁed in knocking him down? Clearly Lot

lesy, and till then it is folly to talk of any
abohtxon. The peop]e must ﬁrst be broug

deed as well. But the deeds, to be really i
in adding to our power and weakemng

bomb-tbrowmg or kindred acts. - Passive
of smgle individuals to va.nous m]ustmes

Present?

Competitive Protecticm.
To the Editor of Liberty :

You have more than once expressed the view that'in an
Anarchistic state even the police p may ba in pri
hands and subject to competition, so that
protection may hire it from whichever
1ie chooses.  Now, suppose two men wil
plece of land and appeal to tival compan
What will be the resuit?

It appears to me that ‘there will be intermi
a8 long as there is & plura.lity ‘of ‘protectoi
ierritory, and that ultimately all others nlt

apply. It ¥ am right, then Anatchy is imp
equitable democratic govemment the only

Irea competition will make the
tion of protection. Thus the payinent o
an essential feature in the contract betw
and the government, —in other ords,

that social system of an intelligent people,
from anarchy by the process of natural sl




= A e = =

vemw

ra

demonstration will be interesting. To me it seems
that the measure of such value must often include
many other factors than economic rent. A man may
own a home the economic rent of which is zero, but to
which he is deeply attached by many tender memories.
Is the value of protection in his possession of that hiome
zero? But perhaps Egoist means the exchange value
of protection. 1If 8o, I answer that, under free compe-
tition, the exchange value of protection, like the ex-
change value: of everything eise, would be its cost,
which might in any given case be more or less than the
economic rent. The condition of receiving protection
‘would be the same as the condition of receiving beef-
steak, —namely, ability and willinguess to pay the
cost thereof. .

If I am right, the payment of rent, then, would not
be an essential feature in the contract between the land-
holder and the protestor. It is conceivable, however,
though in my judgment unlikely, that it might be
found ‘an advantageous feature. . If ‘so, , votectors
oopting that form of contract wenld distance their
competitors. But if one of these protectors should
ever say to landholders: “8ign this contract; if you
do not, I not only will refuse you protection, but I will
myself invade you and annually confiscate a portion
of your earnings equal to" the economic rent of your
land,” 1 incline to the opinion that “mtelhgeat people”
would sooner or later, “by the process of natural selec-
tion,” evolve into Anarchy by rallymg ‘around these
landholders for the formation of a new soclal‘ and pro-

by fatigue, which creates a favorable opportunity for another
reaction, snd soon. . . .

¢ Failure sizould not make us despondent; we should be re-
conciled to it. ‘But, if failure is to be anticipated, how is
one to undertake the work in the first place? Would notall
inclination disappear?’ Ah! as if it depended upon our
good-will whether we shonld couceive an inclination or not;
as if & man only had to say to himself, ‘I will rot do this," in
order to abstain from acting. Go to, just look at your every-
day conduct: how many times has each of us determined for
himself not to discuss theoretical questions! Has any one of
us ever succeeded in convincing a disputant in the course of
an evening? And has not each of us, after the fruitless dis-
putation, impatiently promised himnself ‘not to be so foolish
again’? Who of us has not decided at one time or another
not to trust anybody in the world, or not to love anybody ?
Well, then what? Do we keep these promises? Yes, till
the next opportunity, which no sooaer comes than we forget
and violate our promises and nature again exercises control.
And 8o we again cngage in discussions, and form new attach-
ments, until we wear ourselves out. And when we are
quite worn out, others have grown up, who repeat the same
experiences.”

The Reward of “ Genius.”
[William Morris in the Commonweal.]

Our objectors dwell upon diverse aspecis of thejr arxiety
for the future of the brain-workers. Some, for instance, seem
most exercised on the question of what is to become of the men
of genius when Socialism is realized ; but I must beg them not
to let this anxiety destroy their appetites or keep them awake
at night, for it is founded on a pcrhaps popular, but inly
erroneous conception of that queer animal, the man of genius,
who is g 1ly endowed with his full share of the predatory

tective system which would subordinate the pooling
of .economic rents to the security: of each ,mdmdual
in the possession of the raw materials which he uses
and the disposition of the wealth ‘which he thereby

About the “ Possibility *’ of Reform.
N.G. Tchemychenky.]
~'The objection so commorly nrged against Socialist schemes
©f reform, wri.es Tchernyclmwnky, that tlwy are not prac-

: negro tribes it il questionable.”

is’ it possible to intro-

er of things, which would

ly more advantageous to the mass of the in-
¢ the present state of social morality in India
\ble.’ Is it possibl to aboli ‘theA!ﬂcan

curing capiives to be soll to American 'slhve
dealers should be stopped ?. ' At the present condmon of the

instincts of the human being, and can take remarkably good
care of himself. Indeed, I can’t help thinking that even un-
der a Sociahs.ic condition of things he will pull such long
faces if he deesn’t get sverything that he wants, and will
make matters so uncomfortable for those that he lives
amongst if he falls short of his ideal of existence, that gnod-
natured and quiet people will be weak enough to make :p a
purse (or its equivalent) for him from time to time to keep
him in good temper and shut his mouth a little. I must fur-
ther say, though, that they will be exceedingly weak if they
do so, becanse they will be able to get out of him all the spe-
cial work he can do without these extra treats. For the only
claim he has to the title of a ““man of genius’’ is that his

ities are irrepressible; he finds the exerciso of them so
exceedlngly pleasant to him that it will only be by main
force that you will prevent him from exercising them. Of
course, under the present competitive system, having been
paid once for his work by getting his livelihood by it, and
again by the pleasure of doing it, he wants to be further paid
in various ways a great many times more. Neither under
the circumstances can I blame him much for this, since he
gees s0 many people for doing nothing paid so much more
tkan he is, pt in the matter of pleasure in their work.
But also, of eoune, he won't venture to clnim all that in a

-stance); but they must be.

Socialist society, but will' have at the worst to nibble.at the
shares of those who are weak enough to stand it SoIwill
in turn dismiss my anxiety, with the hope that they will not
be so weak as to coddle him up at their own expense, since
they will have learned -that so-called self-sacrifice to the
exactions of those who are strong in their inordinate craving
and unmanliness does but breed tyrauts and pretenders.

But furthermore, I do not see, and-never ¢ould see; why a
man of genius must needs be a man of genius every minute
of his life. Cannot he work as well as ordinary folk in some
directions, besides working better than they in otbers?
Speaking broadly, all men can learn some useful craft; and
learn to practise it with ease. 1know there may be excep-

‘tions; just as there are cultivated peoplo’ who cannot be

taught to write (the late Dean Stanley was one, for in-

“ non-intellectual’’ workers have to forego, whether
necessary to them or not. Let us test the w f

this intellectual work very simply. - If I have besen ¥

at literary work for, say, eight hours at & stretch, .
feel weary of it, although I have not felt it & mere burden sil
along, as probably I should have done if I had been carrylng
a hod of bricks up and down a ladder; but when I have
knocked off, I can find relaxation in strong phyalml exercise,
— can, for example, take a boat and row for a couple of hours
or more. Now, let me ask, is the hodman after his eight
hours’ work fit for a couple of hours of mental work as a re-
laxation? We very well know he is not so fitted, but rather
for beer and sicep. He is exhausted, and I am on the look
out for amusement. To speak plainly, I am only changing
my amusement, for I have been amusing myself all along,
ualess I have added disadvantages to my work which are not
essential to it. .

And agafh, has not the hodman’s work dealt in some way
with his brain? Indeed it has. 1have been using my brain,
but not exhausting it; but though he has not been using his,
he has been exhausting it by his hand-work donie at a strain,
or else he ought to be able to take the mental relaxation cor-
responding to my bodily relaxation. In-truth, whereas at
prasent the nours of the intellectual worker are really al- -
ways shorter than those of the hand worker, the 1 ve revme
ought to be the case, or, in othier words, the wear
the hand-labor is far greater.

But our objectors have not as a rule got so far as to con-
sider this matter from the wear and tear side of
think that the superior workman should have ext ¢ :
Dbecause he is superior, and that the inferior must put up with
being worn and torn in the service of this divine rigl
is their superstition of divine right in this business;
from the economical point of view they conside:
necessary to bribe the superior man, for fear that you should
lose his talent. What I have said of the man of genlm being
compelled to work by bis genlus applles to all superior work-
men in g or less'd o, and disp of the need of &
bribe. Yon need not lmbe the uupeﬂor workman to be supe-'
rior, for he has to work in any case (we must take that for
granted), and h.s superior work is pleasanter, and indeed
easier, to him than the inferior work would be: he will do'ft
it you allow him to. But also, if you had the need, m
would not have the power to bribe, except under s system ‘
which admitted of slavery,—¢. ¢., tormenting some people
for the pleasure of others. Can you bribe him to work by
giving him immunity from work? or by giving him' goods
that he cannot use? ‘But in what other way. can you bribe
him when labor is free and ordinary: pecple will not stand
being compelled to accept: degradation for his beneﬁt? No,
you will have to depend on his aptitude for his 8
forcing him into doing it; nor will you be disap,
this. Whatever difficulties you may have in organiz|
in the earlier days of Socialism will not be wit]
ists, but with those who do'the more ordinary work
as regards these, settlng aside the common mac

matter of degree chiefly. | : :

I am afraid, therefore, that our mt\-SochlItt objoc ra will
have in the future—I mean under a social arra:
put vp with the misery of not having m

and the disease would die ont ina generation 13 two under
reasonable conditions of life. - In short, the man of ge'ﬂns ”
ought to be ableto earn his' livellhopd

‘dependently ‘of ‘his speciality, and Je v

much happier: hinuell and-much less of a bore to h inends
let alone his extra usefulness to the community.‘
As to' the comparative weer and tear of ‘ brain work,” —
the work of ‘the inan, for inst who is pied in the
the zheory of our objectors, apart from
X tha nsofnlness of thxs cra.n, is that he

is less pleasing and exciting
No doubt this V(ill be hard for

troubles hang by a blir,"
cept & very few—will beuri
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Coutinned trom mae 3,

GCinire had shrewdly invoked her boarding-school friendship. She had not said
a-wora of the brother; she had spoken only of the sister. And as the baron had
made the mistake, so far as his cause wag concerned, of allowing tha sister, Claire
then hart concluded:

“Xow invite the sister without the brother?”

The abbé Veutron had spoken only of the high royal and papal relations of the
Friulair family, naturally without inakin% the siightest allusion to Claire's love.

As for Gertrude, she, on fhe contrary, had placed squarely before her husband
her prejudices and resolutions against Camille who was only rich and for how long?
She could not understand the baron’s inexplicable objections to the invitation of
80 pious a young man, a model of conduct and virtue, whom it was well to cultivate
ans with whom Catwille especially had everything to gain.

“Except his money,” the baron had retorted, thinking of the check.

She had finished, as usual, by a charge at full speed upon the domocrats, the
atheists, the libertines, enemies of God, religion, and society, and against the baron
himself, who had disappointed her by his faith in Camille, the worst of all.

And the discussion had become a disputd, and finally the baron, weary of war
and even fearing another nervous crisis, yielded.

Count Gaston de Frinlair, heir of the personage who had supplanted the Duke
de Crillon-Garousse in_ his estate, had the family traits. Ile inherited from his
father the diplomatic genius and profession.

- He had at last received the invitation to.the rout sent him by the baroness, im-
Vﬂed, as we have seen, to do him thie honor by the interest of Claire and the abbé

entron and by her own inclination., . . .

1t was a triple coalition in favor of Frinlair against Berville, who was more than

n, who was alone in warmly championing Berville

against Frinlair. ' . i i
vidently. the chances, in spite of paternal and conjugal omnipotence, were in
favor of Frinlair. What woman wants, God wants, says the proverb. But what
God and woman, and two women, want, the devil himself will want.

Yes, but how to present himself at'the house of the baroness, where he ran a risk
of meeting Camille? ' And how face Camille after the treacherous pistol-shot?

This was what the young diplomat asked himself.

To bs continued.

LOVE, MARRIAGE, AND DIVORCE,
AND THE SOVEREIGNT’Y OF THE INDIVIDUAIL.
A DISCUSSION

BY
Henry James, Horace Greeley, and Stephen Pearl Andrews.

MR. ANDREWS’S REPLY TO MR. JAMES.
Continued from No. 134,

As T happen to think, myself, that forcing two people who hate each other to
live together in the most iutimate relation, and become monks or beget children
of their hatred, is neither very philosophical nor religious, I was quite disposed to
“fraternize” with your Corresfoﬁdgnt up to that é)oint. This, alas! was the head
and front of my offending. was not that I differed from, but that I agreed
with him, and put in a little clearer and stronger light the points of our agreement,
that he was horrified and alarmed; and recoiled.

Our points of difference lie here. = He, “for his J:ert," has no doubt that “con-
stancy would speedily avouch itself as the law of the conjugal relation, in the ah-
sence of all Jegislaticn to enforce it.” I, for my part, don’t know that. We have
never yet wituessed a state of society consisting of educated, refined, and well-

aristocratic “indifference,” and regards mny question as trivial, disixﬁ)ﬁ:a:uo ) 4
fmpertinent. Of course the judicious reader will perceive at once that it &
home to the very vitals of his whole system of legislative reform, and drives
back to a sphere to which it is to be hoped he may find his abilities better adapf

— that of spiritual adviser to bad husbands, and a general lecturer of fanatics on
the amendment of their “disorderly methods of living.”

The next point of your Correspondent is either Dodge No. 2 or a gross blunder.
The reader shall judge which. 1tis a perversion of my doctrine of the sovereignty
of the individual, and it seems to me a deliberate perversion, by your Correspon-
dent, in order (o have before him a man of straw, that he could knock down, Our’
formula is, “The Sovereiguty of every Individual, to be exercised at his own cost.”
This simply and obviously means, “to be exercised, not at the cost of WV
ple,” or, as we have tantly and repeatedly explained it, # to be so exercised a8,
not to throw the burdensome conseq of one’s actions upon ,” preciselv
as religious freedom is and has been for years understood among us. A
believe what he pleases, and do, in the woy of worship, whatsoever wise or fool
thing, provided he assails i:cbody else’s liberty, or life, or Jm)ﬁerty.

This si::flr- doctrine, the mere.extension to morals and other spheres of a pri
ciple already adopted, and to the partial operation of which the world owes trea-
sures of hurmtmf; and happiness, your sagacious and veracious Correspondent ha
counverted into the assertion of the vight to commit every species of encroachmen
and outrage that savages or devils could aspire to, provided one is onl; dy ¢
take the q “ This atrocious doctrine he has, by thic use !
tion marks, thrust into my mouth! Of course, attributing such nonsense and p
fligacy to me, he has the field to himself, to make the most glaring exhibiti
his own absurdity. I hope he enjoyed the pyrotechni¢ displuy of his ow
cisins, as some compensation for tf]xe wear and ter. - £ conscience involved
a gross misre*)resentnﬁon of an opponent’s position, if it were really in
if 1t were o blundor merely, and he has honestly stated the principle, ¢
he can mastier its contents,” I hardly know whether to recommend to hir
exertion as to try again.. There is certainly little wisdom in attem
to pass olf a mere condensed expression of foo'ishness and diabolis:
the substance of an axiom which challenges the admiration of mankini !
exact and the most scientific solution ever to be attained of the great prob
thc; legitimate lix:l\ittof fhunéan t'reedt:lm. hould be copidssd by mv i :

quite regret that your Correspondent shou oppresse my patronage,
1 really can%;n}‘mlp ih.y I must bepo rmitted to a,dmirgpwhat thgre gpﬂ and
in every man’s utterances. I find much of that sort in what he has:
world, and I admire it. I even wish that I found more of it, and more
of that intellectual and moral hardihood which would. perceive the ex
implication of the trutk he does utter, and stand by the defence of it ) 4
generous devotion and occasional forg\:t.iulness of pureiy perscnal considerati

A word now as respects my “small insolences.” " I assure your Co:
they are merely “put on* upon the principle similia similibus, and small
cure his big ones. 1 shall gladly lay them aside whenever good maune
prevail. 1 think [ shall be found competent to the interchange of
courtesies when gentlemanly courtesies are in demand. - Indeed; I deci
the a.tmo:shure of the parlor to that of the *ring,” but I endeavor,
time, to adapt myself to the nature of circumstances and of men:

Your Correspondent presumes that, when he says freedoin is.one wit :
i

should greatly like him to add, “and order is one with license.”
used for somethin% different from freedom, I suppose it sign
freedom. Now, it is simply freedom that I ask for. On what
Correspondent of yours dare to presume that T desi
freedom, or that I am, in any sense, even his own, s igate or
I contemplate, with comglwency, the making of a hell or a pande
any such result is more likely to come of my freedom, or the freedom t
than of his freedom, or the freedom he advocates?  Whose insol
Why, sir, your Correspondent seems to me so bred tc the nnﬁe
superciliousness that he ought to be grateful to me for life if I-
habit. This charge of advocating license has always been reépeat
h i of ever: dom, political, of !

developed persons, in which freedom o’. ¢he affections, for both men and y
was tolerated and approved. I 'am unable to dogmatize with reference to the pre-
cise nature of the relations which would come to prevail under such a régime. I
know simply that it is the right thing, and that its results must therefore 'globd,
however much they may differ from my preconceived notions of propriety. I de-
cline to make myself standard: I recognize the equal sovereignty of all other
men, and of all women. ' I do not and cannot know the nasure of any other man or
‘woman, 80 as to be competent to decide for them. I doubt not I shall do my duty
if I obey the hiah:sﬁ thing which I find in my own being. I claim the right to do
that. 1 allow same right to all others.: It is a species of spiritual arrogance
ﬁl))r me fo assume to decide for them, which I voluntarily lay down and totally
abjure. Co e :

r. James claims freedom because, for his part, he believes that freedom will
lead people to ac. just in that way which he ‘rmnally thinks to be right. : on
\ im freedom 1 men and all women for no such personal ceason,

le en right, high as heaven above all

‘it is m and proper, and right
‘cast the burdens of

le, and challenge the attention

y, sud elevation, and purity
the n which, saving

wvo 1o better

P P of fr he freu.

whatsoever, and it is time that it should get its rebuke. It has
other men’s trath, and it will not su iine. - Such

in it which survives the blunders of the stupid, the mi
minded, the denunciations of the bigoted, and the alarm and on :
but timorous friends. The brave and the faithful lovers of such truth.
been, at the inception of its promulgation, & “Landful of ridieulou i
the estimation of the ngisu of their day. It matters not. Truth, no more than
the rights of mun, can be obliterated by the votes of & majority, the legislation of
gz State, nor the scorn of the Pharisee; and the viper that tries it always bites &
cial, because I deno-

In the next place, your Correspondent deems me su
minate the State “a mob.” He doesn’t condescend to tell us what it is other than
& mob, ;but'%romd‘s immediately to define Saciety, as if that were synonymous with
the State. I faney that I have simply analyzed to the bottom what he :
on trust and in the gross. He admits that ‘“irresponsible guvernmenis are itled
our contempt.” ~I'stand rady to make good the p sition that all governmen
are, in their very essencr, “irresponsible,” just so far as ‘they are rnments
all, and that, practical'y, they have pr ‘80 in ‘every experi
mankind. ~ The whols, American theory of “checks and balances”
is mere fallacioustiess and folly. The only effectual check’

ons
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3 jcct of tariff. 'We must not be surprised if sume day we hear
_that the Rev. Mr. Jasper"
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Cranky Notions.

In the diseussion of the tariff question that is now going
on s vigorously it seems to me that only its economical side
is considered, the social right of the individual cutting but a
small part. But whether or not free trade is economically cor-
rect on the whole, —that i8 to say, whether ¢ not, under its
Fégime, more wealth could be produced with the work of a
given number of folks, ~-is not all there is to the subject,
nor iy it the most important. The question is, if I produce

““wealth, by right to whom does it belong? Unquestionahly

overthrow it. But here in thia country you must wait till
the majority are ready to grant what yon want and what I8
not claimed by anybody to be wrong. Circumstances alter
cases, you say. The degree of despotism makes all the dif-
ference in the world. And here Is my other friend who says
that with patience and non-resistance all will be well in time,
Probably when the devil is dead. If the end justifies the
means, the prohibitionist is right in attempting to restrict
your liberty to guard you against your beastly appetite for
drink. (This is a Jibel on the beast, however.) All this has

to me. But I produce more of a given Xind than I can ur
care to use, and I exchange it for other wealth that belongs
to another. Under what irule of equity can any one else say
what rule shall govern ur in our exchange, or on what part
of the earth he with whom I irade sbo!l or shall not live? It
should be plain to the very simp:eabminded that, if any third
party step in and say that we can trade only with *".cye who
live on a certain part of the emh, unless we gi- » him part

- of our wealth, he is invading our right and is sin, My a robber.

1t is none of his buziness which one of us gets the best of the
‘bargain, The rule is that no exchange is ever ‘made without
Both parties to it sre benefited. And who is to tell whether
or'not 1 am benefited? Assuredly, no one better than my-
Suppose I trade horses and get: !or a good horse one

q that I

The beiter horse may not be 8o
horse; and 1 am the best judge of that. There is new
growing clues of ‘statesmen’’ who are vory mxio'u to an-

: jackanapes who hold the prosperity and lnpplne- of mil-

lions of people in their hands! Snuly it Angurchy were at~
tended with all the evil pradictions of these hoodlum prophets,
ourﬂghuwouldbonomonlnndodthnmymm

The recent rcw in the Chicago board ef -'dmtion over »

text-book on political econotuy is'a very interesting episode

to those who see the inherent defects of education by autbor-
ity. It seems that Prof. Perry’s political economy was
taught in the schools. - The Bepublm members of the
board thought there was too much free trade in his teach-
ings, snd so took stops to h book with Wayland’s
d in its views on the sub-

llowers have got control, and
inal»t upon ‘teaching the ri genemion that ¢ d sun do
move.” And that would be perfectly consistent with State
education. The majority should rule, you know, and no
matter how absurdly the ma.jori'.y rules, the majority must
be right. If the Jaspers are in the mjority,-—-md, by the
way, the Jupors were in the m:jority uveul centnnu ago,—
what are we to do but pay our

y.
; ‘trine that the sun'goes aronnd the earth?

I'm all mh

T'm ail mixed

a tendency to turn my little head topsy-turvey. ¥ wish Idid
know to a dead certainty the proper end of human life and
the right way of attaining it. Maybe some of Liberty’'s
friends know and will tell. Wkat's that? Have I no opi-
nions on the subject? Ah! that's another matter.

1 wonder if Victor isn’t about right when he questions the
validity of the idea that two, three, or even four hours’ work
dadly is enough to procure all the necessaries of life? Iknow
that now ten, eleven, and sometimes twelve and more hours
daily hard work don’t even furnish the necessaries; that is,
the things that are ry for exist and fort.
Existence is about the limit. But, then, the hours of daily
toil must be shortened somehow or other before substantial
headway can be made among laboring people in the matter
of ezonomic reform. As necessary a8 I know it to be to right
living,--the knowledge of correct economic t.lmught. soasto
be able te heve it as s guides to our actions, —1I have barely
time to deveio to its study and dissemination. The shorten-
ing of the day’s work makes human labor dear; dear laber
szimulaces invention of macivinery and methods for the dis-
placement of Luman labor ana cheapening the cost of produc-
tion; and this, in accordance with the lJaw of necessiiy, drives
men to solving the problem of oquitable distributi Itis
not those who have always worked the longest hours that are
the students in this movement. There may come a time
when three hours work daily wili producs enough to eat,
wear, and dwell in, but it certainly does not do that now.
‘What are the possibilities with free 1aeans of production and
the incentive of owning all you produce seems to me beyond
computasion.

JOSEPH A. LABADIE,

A Lis Dispased Of.
{New York Alarm, September 22.]

To the Editor of the Alarm:

When you were publishing your paper in Chicage, you
printed an article in your issue of March 24, 1888, by Henry
Appleton, in which I was subjected to more than & column of
criticism which it would be difficult to distinguish from abuse.
For what the writer hirniself hod te uy about me, 1 umd less
than nothing, as not a ig ined of the respect which
1 had for his character in the days when I thought I knew
him. But there was one part of his article for which I cared
a great deal,—that in which he attributed to my friend
Morse words concerning . which I knew he nevar uttered,
and, more especially, a spirit concerning me which I knew
he never felt. - Morse's good opinion is of grm valde to me,
and I was deeply hurt to see it mi sted to the read
of the * Alarm *’ by one whom they could not suppose to be
lying. 1 nproduoa the passage to which I reter

It was Sidnoy H. Korse (fomeﬂy “ Phﬂlip » of the * Irisk
World”’) who Sirst gave me the tip concerning the fatal ism-
,}‘om which infects all reform. After working hard with

'ucker to spread the of Anarchism, 1 noticed that the
air 'was gradually ening -up with” flying: brickbats.
Tucker was sw t!ut John Most and his crowd. were no
Anarchists, but rat| Commnnisu. Oni the - r hand,
Most-and - his confréres swore that Tucker and hu ‘Boston
crowd were no ‘Anarchists, but rather individualists.  Over
in Chicago the * Alarm’’ was declaring that the Tuckerites
wcre no Anarchists, while Tucker retorted that'the Chicago
fanatics  were no Anarchists, but rather deludod Com-
munists. .

Morse .nxd who had got out of this

had never spoken of me in the manner attributed to him,
either in words or spirit. In answer to my request, he pre-
pared a manuscript which was lost before it reached me, but
he has been prevented, by numerous vicissitudes, from re-
placing it with another until rezently. Now, however, I have
his second manuseript, which I give below. I regret to ack
for so much of your space on a personal matter, but, since
you printed the original attack, it is your misfortune, not
my fault, if you are bound in fairness to make the correction.

Dear T., — It is sometime since T have seen “H" as a si
nature to articles in Liberty. No one but myself can right! y
state tho reason why. An I shall only use your space to say
that it is not because I have in the least lost my interest in
the continnous presperity and significance of your journal.
You have made a most brave anu successful journey thus
far. Your paper hag grown in the force of its statements,
and advanced well on the line of the argument. Whether
men will hear or forbear, you have done your part with faith-
fulness. I doubt if you are likely ‘soon:to find yourself in
the predicament of that Phocion of old who, on being con-
gratulated in a public. debate, because his opirion m re-
ceived with universal ap{wlause, exclaimed: ‘‘ Have I then
inadvertenily let some evil thin su;) trom me? '~ You come
nearer filling the bilk prescri by one Cardinal Richelieu:
“Show me six lines written by the most honest:man in the
world, and 1 will find enough therein to hang him.”  But let
me not, by anticipation, cast a shadow over your future. ' It
is « satisfaction to read that, though niortals acc

the gods Prometheus, who stole fire from~ huven £
ﬁ.eut benefit, they afterwards: caught up that same toreh to

ght them on to victory. 1t is'ever *fire from heaven’’ that
makes mad and fierce those not in the secret.”” They will not
belicve that $he ! pit'of the dragon” is h

“Lit by rays from he blest.”

All “his { can say without !eeung obliged to follow m ap-
provlnFly in every direction your reasoning leads you, or
accepting as sound all of your ooncluaionl. know tho argu-
ment by which you woul de en the naming of this libeut-
i‘nglmovement as ¢ Anareh} Yet 1 cannot bring myself to

3 movoment that thus
particularized and labeled.”

m.jority-relgn over indiv]
that of which we coinplain.

not discuss it.: I leave it as it is, oontont thut

work as you must, seelng gladly that none of my mm
have any lodging in your grand pu You i:ave :
much substantial geod; and wm eontlnue doing o, as I verily
belisve. I wisk I was more worthy to congratulate you.

‘As there have been some misstatements set afloat in rofud
to my feeling toward you, I freely offer you this to use, if you
desire to, as correcting them.

1 shall, as opportunity ‘offers, and per! }" at no distant
date, yemember our *standing invitation’ to contribute to
your ours '

MoRsk.

SerT. 1, 1888.

I think I can afford to leave Henry Appleton in the light
in which this frank statement places him.
BENJ. R. Tucker.

BoSTON, SEFT. 9, 1888,

Lloeyd Confirmed by Humboldt.

In his “ Liberty in the Incidental,” J. Wm. Lioyd deduced
a very important principle, which he formulated thus:  An'
act that can only become an injury through some supple-
mentary and voluntsry act of our own is not an invasion.”
To Mr. Lioyd belongs the credit of first enunciutlng it insuch
a clear manner in the columns of Liberty. Doubtlou it was
entirely origlnul with' him, But it gives me Ppleasu
able to strengthen Mr. Lloyd’s prlnciple by an extnct from
Wilhelm Von Humboldt’s work on “The Sphere and Datles
of Government,” in which the identicul propo-mon islatd
down in nearly the same language:

It is not h to justify iction that an ctio

encroach upon his ﬂg
on except when some

bﬁckbah in disgwst :

which, i
t" toiaorrow:
TS, persists l’oreveriuboxin itself up inacreed,

ght today and unsa

thopom us feather of ai isw ' its ha; 8 Forth
Y am tbep‘l,ord gx ‘of Amrch'ama md ion shait );’.'9
e

ore me..
unto social salvationsave th

the merits :
Jeeu::ihrin Prondhon (with the nml) i: ubluplmmsr md -uu be~

1t I have not quoted the words of friend Morse
have.at least conveyed their spirit. . He asks'most
“ Why name your thoughts anything?”’: Le
name it rather than the dispenset of i
r ¢ two individuals, then

properly b

: cha.rgeable with ‘obtrasiven
d othenurelmtucu off all inf
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Lysander Spooner's Pamphlets

SOLD FOR 'nu: BENEFIT OF THE

SPOONER PUBLICATION FUKE.

The undersigned has purchned trom the heirs of the late Lysan-
der 8pooner al! his printed pnnphlm and unpublished mmwﬂ&b

and proposes to sel! the former to obtain means lorﬁnpubllm
of the latter. The list given below includes all of Mr. 8 r's
works, with the exception of five or six which are entirely out of
priat. Of some there are bat three ur four left, are
L Some wver be reprlmed. Those

terectype plates of but
whl:: apply first’ wﬂl be served phleta are ca-
%’i below in'an ordar corresponding y t0 that of the
of lmbuonﬁnn. J. R. TUCKER,
THE DE!BT‘S MOMALI’!’Y. and sx: Essay on Ma.u‘l Account~
ability for soiled

coples, 19 cents.
AQUMONPORTEICLERGY. A!onr-pqctnot. Prl«, :

Bolhf 1su.lpagu. useen

ﬁuo CAUSED THE REDUCT!ON
!!e to be Pqid i Showing that Mr.

OONleERATIO‘m FOR BANKEM AND HOLDERS
United States Bosids, Show ﬂuﬂhenu&hor’uymm
taxed, aid m&:”"

eep&u, 15 cents.
I\OTREAEOV.-—N).VL Shmvlagth-ttho ‘
utlwru.y. 1870, ‘pas‘ea. 1

A&%BANKNG S‘m; A
I'm A

wg& M “rutl

Priw. 50 ¢en uﬁ!‘d clyku, g g

THE LAW OF PRICES: unwmuumxw oran
lldeﬁnmhw;vmo! lotiey. m Mm Price, 1 esn:

Formpummnuqurm
ENTIRE WOB.KB OF P. J. P (




