forgive an.' forget Mr. Dana’s you

8. authority of the mfalllhle

‘majority, lt fa
m thod of procedure

sale of liquor. Wl]] he:be lo good as to poil

No, he will'not; and for the reason that h professed‘ ‘
criterion is snmply a )uggler s attempt to conceal under.
| something that looks like a scient:fic formula his arbi-

trary method of deciding. ‘that in'such a channel of ¢ en-

uA right theory of the functlons of money,” wntes
Robert Ellis Thompson in the “Irish World,” «is of
the first necessity for understandiog the controvetsy

| between protection and free trade.”. This.is an im-

first. expressed, think, by Proudhon.

Supposmg that State control of money is a foregone
conclusion, he sees.as a loglcal result of this false pre-

| mise *hat the: State must also control the bahnoe of

ys, Y-
vadently he is unaware that the extremity of free |
trade is not to be found in the New York “Evenmg

iff, the tendency would be to
nge, provided the State should

He would have the State

] ul,power‘ and ‘bar: out industrial pro-
wron he tries to make a right. The
no wrong at all, ia to'give in-

The people ; oh, e
Those that labor and yet
The aager common peo) le,

'rhe peoplo ob, the dreal and the whe !
Telling t wu prophetic ofa a fu ure gmnd sum—iae

’.l'hc peoplo oh, the weary
Lacking deeper knowledge, taking wisdom from the heart ;
The oallomd common pooplp s

trial products by endowing | su

etary functmn, and taen strxke :

h nd the milliomim
pittance and gives it




LIBERTY. 2

THE RAG-PICKER OF PARIS.
By FELIX PYAT.
Translated trcm the !‘renx?’ljx by Benj. R. Tucker.

___PART THIRD.
THE MASQUERADE.
Continued from No. 141,

And <ie ap;;) oached the child maternally.

The 2 Jean, urstingdogn he closed door and seeing the child, cried :
© %/, childl Shel So'thisis the bottom of the heap! Tt is complete.”

£nd he fell upon a chair, overwhelmed with distress and amazement.

CHAPTER VIL

This remnant of feudal mo) [ ild justice of Frank chivalry and of bar-
barian nobility, this right of natural defence which substitutes force and private
cunning for the law and ver, this prejudice of an anti-social agn when

; sence of coliective power, the duel
ties, tha principlis of the French Re-
herited the privileges of the nobility, has

] t . ousseau, the Goddess of Reason of '03, and the
sovereignty of the Peo] e even of the wise example of aristocratic Eng-
land, democratic and social France keeps the duel. Outside of the people, who, I
hope, will not inherit this vice, all its bourgeois gentiemen, its Jourdains and. Di-
manches, its republicans even, its citizens of nineteentls century, still conduct
themselves like the knight- af combats and jucgmenta of God.

Montesquien, a feudali low on the cheek is'unpardonable;
~inasmuch as- the knight fou 1 head, none but v 8 could be
struck on the cheek. = Hen cording to wholly Garoussian theory, the su-
freme offence, the assault a man’s cheek, calls for blood. That of the of-

ender we might allow; b iat of the ofl & o :

And so it will be until we shall have sufficiently elevated our life and morals to
understand the liason: of solidarity that, if one man is offended, all are, and that
the offender of one is the offender of all. = -

That noble theory, “force before right,” still regulates all human relations, indi-
vidual and collective. s TR i

‘Thera is even a false code of honur, estatlishing and containing all the absurd
and atrocious laws, usages, and customs of this right of the strongest, civilizing

micide and legalizing murder. . —

" "They fight until blood is drawn or to the death, with one or severul shots, at the
pistol’s mouth or at a distance, hand to band or at sword’s length, and with seconds
to say enough and the doctor near by to repair the too much, and in all cases alike
‘honor is satisfied. They equalize weapons, but neither strength nor skill, and in.
an% case honor is satisfied. = : o

hey draw lots for advantages of ground and position, but they allow the ad-
vantages of fencing and shooting lessons, and still honor is satisfied.

The knave may be the stronger and more skilful of the two,—that is, the con-
'querg:,d —and the honest man may be conquered and dead, but always honor is
satisfied. .

For one of these civilized crimes, then, the two old school friends, the two rivals
who had already fough* over a love affair, met a second time at the Porte Maillot.

In-those days fighting was still allowed ir the Bois de Boulogne.

Wood was cut there slec:; there peaceful labor ofter. met quarrelsome idleness.

On ti:is particular day a poor wood-cutter was there, making his poor fagots, as
Piron would say, with his poor child. His pale wife brought him his meagre sus-
tenance, a Lrzakiast of bread and cheese to revictual him, after two hours’ work in
' the morning inist. ) )

Seeing s carviage stop a* the crossing of the roads and three persons get out, the
wood-cutter said to his wife:

«See, a carriage at thishour! Mere #:rgeciz about to amuse themselves by kill-
ing each other. It is laughable ali the same. They come with weapons to kill
each other and a doctor to dress the weunds . . . and they call that honor!”

« Yes,” said the wife, “they would < wtter to go to work.”

«1 do not understand the ion these idlers have for fighting. After all,
they have nothing else to'dol ~ Ah 1 if they had to ent wood all day to earn bread
for a family, they would not rise 8o early in the morning to-bleed each other.
Whence come they? From the ball-room, and fuil of truffles and tarkey!. Aht if
1 ‘were the government, I would condemn'ail these valorous people to support a
child of the poor. Children! they give themselves the pai naking them and
leave us-the’ pleasure of bringing them up. T hope tlat the Republic will chan
all that. I sometimes feel, when It a1 1 would like to settle all their
quarrels with a few blows .-+ but'bah{ they are
good for nothing, not even :

. Camille, the first at the
workman with- the har
cutter and his wife. .

He was soon joined by s Harlequin coatrme, and Gaston’s
seconds, dressed as a- ; v having had time, after their

apper, only to slee e:r Wiae a1 ¢ d a dootor.

3 . io: 1  to his udversary:
ittle 1arther on.”
Say, there, do yon hear? The

seconds, of whom one was the
‘this dialogue between the wood-

Q&
clodhcpper does not

% Broause the cl except with t'_pieoe of green

tter in an impericus tone.

day's work,” said Camille,
!ﬂd&d g d e

And the wood-cutter, his child, and his wife, took each a bundle of fagots, big,
medium-sized, and little; and made room for the combatants.

Human houor, real honor, is duty, devotion to right, | u
fellow, one’s fanily, one’s country, and humanity.

As soon a8 the duellists were rid of the wood-cutters, Camille spontaneously of-
fered excuses to (taston, who did not'deign to receive them, and the positions were
immediately taken.

. The two armed men stood face to face, with that instinctive hatred whick ani-
mated at least one against the other, a hatred of race, as it were, as well as of
interest. i : R

Jamille was a pupil of Prévot, a fencing-master whose sou, worthy of the father,
now gives lessons to the president’s guards. Prévot was the assistant of the great
Bertrand, whose hall had preserved the classic tradition of the French. school, the
lightning stroke, the straight stroke to the heart.

Biit Camille’s master had set aside the rules of unity; he was romantic in fenc-
ing, saying with reason that there is blood everywhere sod not alone in the red
heart of the plastron. He had revolutionized the duel. -

Camille did not want to kill his adversary, r nbering Gaston’s mother, his
own, and Marie; all-these forms of goodness and beauty had driven hatred from
his heart, He wanted only to pnt him kors de combat, abandoned the straight
stroke, did not er ‘sword, but held it low, ready, o! “slightest advance of
Fiiilair, to stop hitn with a thrust in the leg or i the arm, in such a way as to
disarm him. S N . AR

Frinlsiy, as supple as a ﬁlomat, as adroit as a monkey, and more cunning than
strong at fencing, performed evolutions like those of a cat when its tail gets caught
in a door. : .

He; on the contrary, wanted to kill Camille, through autipathy first, and also
through calculation; he hated the man and the rival. . Camille was the obstacle to
the dowry, the shield before the million. 8o it was necessary to kill him at any
cost, and the best way was to make him lose his guard and coolness.

After having thus dangerously but vé,inlz harassed him by ‘his skirmishing, sud-
denly he leaped upon him, engaging him hand to hand, and treacherously seized
Camille’s weapon; though too late, whereupon Camille, taking a step backward, ran
Gaston through the body. g N ‘ S

The seconds received the victim in their arms.

- Two strangers to the duel, who had wat:hed it anxiously from behind a clump
of t:ees, came forth at once to shake hands with Camille, B

The baron, ever anxious about his dear ward, had followed him, accompanied
by Doctor Dubois, happy to be of no use to the vietor., .~~~ -~ = =

the cards of the parties,

The police arrived, as usual, after all was over, took
helped to put Frinlzir into his cp.rﬁzj%e ... and Iustiog; morality, and honor were
once more satisfied in France by the flow of blood. ~ ~# -~ ~ =
The duel, war, and the death penalty, to.say nothing of
the ‘same sort, of the same sage, and of the same ri
alone can and must replace immediateiy for the satisfaction
The next day the whole press told' the story of the end
without more comment than as if he had died a natural death.
Gérdme made a portrait of him in his best style. - =
The Bois de Boulogne, becoming a park, relegated duellists and wood-cutters to
the Bois de Meudon. - :

stice towards one’s

41

e means of

CHAPTER VIIL

THE BIRTH.

Let us go back a few hours in this evening of Mardi-Gras, 1848.

Mme. Potard, first-class midwife, whose establishment was in the Quartier du
Marais. was about to take a little rest at nightfall, when a ring of the bell suddenly
made her scold. .

« Another nuvisance,” she exclaimed. “I can do no more, I am tired out.
Rirths, miscarriages, and the rest,—there is no end. Not to mention that the
game isn’t worth the candle.”

In the meantime the servant entered.

«“Madame,” said she, “a gentleman.”

“ Ah, indeed! 'Well dressed or shabby, tell me?”

“Very chic.. Ohl a swelli” exclaimed the servant, admiringly.

“ As much as that?” asked Mme. Potard, smiling contentedly.

“Much more,” said the servant, stepging agide to let her mistress pass as the
latter ran to see ber evening visitor inthe ante-room.

She was about to survey and question him when he seized her by the arm and
pushed her toward the door. L

“Come, start at once,” said he, “there is no time to lose.”

“But, Monsieur,” protested the midwife, “I must first know”. . .

« It is useless, time is pressing, the carriage waits, we will talk on the way.”

Willy-nilly, Mme. Potard had to go out and follow her customer.

«Well, what is it 7" she asked, when they were once settled in the carria

The man, who concealed his face under his high collar, explained his business
in a few words. : )

«] am obliged to confide a grave secret to you,” said he. “A young woman is
about 80 ive birth toa child. . Hew does that -happen? That does not concern

ou.. On!
Zhild will be confided to you and must disappear at once.”
- «Disappear,” exclaimed Mme. Potard.

«1 said disappear,” repeated the stranger.

“Oh! Monsieur,” replicd the midwife, “you take me”. . .

& gor what you are,” said the man, drily. )

“But”. .. :

« How much do you ask? One thousand dollars™. . .

« That would be nothing at all,” Mme. Potard couid not help crying.

« Well, make vour own price.”. . - (e

The midwife began to exclaim again.

“ At no price,” said she.: “Disappear! How you talk!”

And becoming suspicious, she went on: = Cae™

«In the first place, one never kno'»s with whom one isdealing. The police have
4o many devices for tempting and catching us.” If one could only be sure of peo:
ple. . .. Yf one knew paople . i . perhaps ... . I donotsay no. - I'like to render
a lervic;a; that’s my business . . . but, you see, upon my conscience... s . 'Who
are you?” ST : R . \

6 man remained sil

thus far are you interested. You are to preside at the delivery. ‘The -



,ﬁell; art has to aid nature. - A Jitsla
s 1ot leave a trade-mark. A fig for the

If you wish something evil of .5, there is no wit-

o let us be ressonable. A thousand dollars for such
3 ould not make my expenses.”

an, “and silence, for here we zre. There's your

80 much,” said the midwife, following her companion

h i mansion by the back door, and went up stairs and
through th : ping-room where they found a youug
.woman in pains
- 'Fhe midwife took x
- “Chl one. Only fifteen minutes more of
ohild, struggle =« much as you please,

and she will sleop” -
ed the man, disappearing in turn,
hich so interested him that he was

k}}q an from her prpptr;\tibn.

gone straightway to join him.”

.. \')_:er.‘ffﬁq it
oman, fainting under this terrible |

m rtﬁfbable, “there is i:g furthei' ob- :

CHAPTER IX.
(E REVELATION.

saying in an undertone: s :
completed. . hold my madman, hold him in

; of horror, and, wi
atly s o

er, who died in giving birth to'{

‘The unhappy woman felt a mortal shiver.

The baron continued pitilessly: : L

“Camille is transformed, reformed. No more balls, no more races, no
gmbling, no more debts. He is growing orderly. Again I say, that disturbs

@ who aii his life has not even calculated his own affairs, spending always
out consideration, now has a new skin, and is so changed that one would 1
cognize him. For the first time, five years after reachi,ns his majori
me for his guardianship accounts. But to lead him suddenly to ! ;
order and gaod conduct there must be some mystery, and this mystery is very
muchi like love.” -

Claire felt an immense sensation of happiness in the midst of her pain. She
forecaw the possibility of escaping ths man whom, since the death of her lover, she
had /ooked upon as worse than an enemy, as the assassin of her happiness.

‘“Chl “Ishould ’elchpé,” she murmured.’ : 3

And feverishly drawing rsarer to her father, she asked:

“Love, did you say?” ‘

e, said he, with

drese, “and pardoned.

tone. “The working-girl will come

‘box, but before goin
moigelle, I know not
en 50 good to mo . .
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w I g rent and interest, ¢, the last s of old-time sla-
w.tmwmwhhau:mmh:hmvrkem
tioner, m:eatqumm«“m ] .

. gauge of the exciseman, thc

N-

.BF™ The appearance . theedimm oolumn of ariicles
over other. uiggatureu than:

.- the editor approves th
gh he d mnotl

lrd. But the appmr' )
! the same or other wrif
; he d pproves them .

_Liberty hu done me > great:

the physical in wl Kch I was lormerly
torested into a vein ot prwtiml

-your proceedings; you must stop’';

an ant ist of personal or social progress. If aggression
were uniformly pleasant, it would be regarded as commend-
able.

So that if in the exercise of my liberty I give pain to any-
bedy, in so far as I give pain I am committing an aggression,
It 1 bathe naked before one who is shocked by such exhibi-
tion, doubtless his prudery is unjustifiable: that, however,
does not alter the fact that I have deliberately injured hii,
—1 have committed an aggressiou.

In trying to logically define this limit, I huve cast about in
various directions. At one time it seemed that individusl
liberty included a right to all non-action. .That is, that peo-
Jple have a right to say to any one: * You are injuring us by
but that they have no
right to say: ‘It is essential to our happiness that youn should
do this or that.”

" Tam not sure that this is not a correct idea, but the state-

‘ment lacks precision, and I have not #o {ar been able to at-
‘tenuate it. :

The hest thought that I have yet had is that what is called
“non-resistaiice 18 ‘thé trus guide. A better word would

| be “ non-retaliaticn,” yet even that is not quite right.

At the bottom there is a feeling that 1o one attacks an-
other nowadays for fun. If 2 man attacks me, I immediately
conclude that I have injured him, or that he thinks that 1
bave injured him. If I'could * paralyze him by a glance* or

otherwise * resist ”” him without injwring him, I should hardly |-

call it resistance. Usumy, ‘however, there are but two
urses open. Ope a timely - apology: the other a. counter
attack. If I adopt the latter and disable him or kill him,
the qneation o( who first aggressed {8 undetermined. I have
d an ari tic attitade of i bility; soviality

. tigation. . In spite of certain small criticisms whiuh it
be petty to dwell upon, it is the most advsneed and most i
tellectual paper that I have seon, I esteem it most high!.
The particular matter upon which we have exchanged t-
question_of
but it is hard for me to find time to write anything for pub-
Heation.  Perbaps it is even premature. -
~Of course I see very clearly that economically Anarchirm
is pl without including any question as to force or no-
force at all: but the importance of preaching one or the other
as a means of obtaining or perpetmﬁng Anarchy has not
- diminished in my mind.

"People invariably feel, if they do not ask: *How are you.

going to accomplishit?”’  And 1 think the question is valid.

-~ In every definition of libérty, or of aggression, there is a
reference t. a certain limit beyond which liberty becomes
aggression. How this limit -is certainly determinable i

- have never seen any one attempt to show. As a matter of
fact, the history of liberty been a record of the con-
tinual widening of this limit. ~Once 'there was & time when
religious heterodoxy - was regarded s an ‘aggression, not
vainly I think you will admit when you re!
our actions are infls
‘When it was comm¢
selves, that nothing b

titudes of good peopl
. essential to the preger
they should easily be

does not exist.

:nescent type. They arehosp
‘cestral type, certainly not reaponoible indivlduuls

n: my mind, ;

B

As for those who take pleasura in aggression, it is an eva-
ital ions to an an-

© Briefly; the question of what constitutes aggression can be
settled only by compact bitween individuals. In order to
arrive at an understanding and form the compact, the opi-

‘nion of the onc that thinks he is encroached upon must be

final if it canuot be removed by argument,— that" is, by
changing his convictions.

If any ection is persisted in which any one conceives to be
an aggression upon him, it virtually is an aggression; and
the friend of liberty is compelled to recognize it as such and
to recede, rather than to inflict injury in continaing ms
course.

Itrust that you will seize my xdea. I do not regard thisu&
final, but I think some clearly logical demarcation essential.

Sincerely yours, JOHN BEVERLEY ROBINSON,
67 LiserTY STREET, NEW YORK, JANUARY 25, 1889,

While I should like to see the line between liberty
and aggression drawn with scientific exactness, I can

frained from doing so in spite of his prefereme ins
variably the man who believes in aggression and.
government as the basis of society and has not learned
the lesson that “liberty is the mother of order.”

"This lesson, then, rather than an exact definition of
aggression, is the essential condition of the develop-
ment of Anarchism. Liberty has steadily taught this
lessun, but has never professed an ability to define ag-
gression, except in a very general way. We must
trust to experience and the conclusions therefrom for
the settlement of all doubtful cases.

As for States and Churches, 1 think vhere is more
foundation than Mr. Robinson sees for the claim that
they are conspiracies. - Not that I fail to realize as
fully as he that there are many good men in both whose
intent is not at all to oppress.or aggress.. Doubtless
there are many good and earnest priests whose sole
aim ie to teach rehg:oua truth as t.hey see

shown that the real power "of con
always vesbed inan nnscmpulous muchl e

such a pretence necessm'y '; :
takmg this pretence for

“ conspnjatqrs," or that the’ term “consglracy, :
rately expresses the nature of their machine, the §

Mill on Conspiracy.

Careful readers’ will poer” the” positio once
taken in leertv upon the question of boycottmg and -
so-called -conspiracy meihiods of trades unions. Mr.
Tucker held that a man has a right to thréaten what
he has a right to carry into effect, and that men may
legitimately combine for purposes which individually ~
they have the right to pursue. Thornton, in his book -
on “Labor and Its Claims,” expresges a similar opi-
nion  with regard to the conspiracy laws  directed
aga.msb workmen’s organizations. In a favorable re-
view of that book; John. Stuart Mill takes exceptxon

to a portion of the argument by w}nch Thornton sup-

ports his conclusion, though concurring in the oonclu-
sion itself.. He says:

1 t go ly with him. when he lays it down u an

not admit that such rigor of definition is tial to
the realization of Anarchism. If, in spite of the lack
of such a definition, the history of liberty has been, as
Mr. Robinson truly says, “a record of the continual
widening of this limit,” there is no reason why this

‘widening process shculd not go on until Anarchy be- |
| comes a fact. It is perfectly thinkable that, after the
| 1ast inch of debatable ground shall have been adjudged
| to one side or the other, it may still be found impossi-

ble to scientifically. formulate the rule by which’ this

ision and its pred 8 were arrived at.
.~ The chief mﬂuence m mrrowmg the strip of' debab-

y f few thmgs 80 much |

nelghbora a.re

absolute and self-evident truth that whatever is lawful. ‘when
done by one person ought not to be ag offence yhen done by
a combinmon of several. ‘He lorgon thnt the num

dress of injm'iea by ‘the
practically, though not
ling prevails.  If,
combat between one
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Ces

d uponktbis rivate method of vindi-
cating their dignity, a {

“the act would be al

“sailants supposed by

band, there obvmusly
Tegal prohlbmon tha.

The tssus of T
and Conduct?’ al

The' real question invo)
is not: whotlm' a g

latter he uses this lmgn&gn

The reader may now sie kis way._out.of the dﬂemm in
which he feels placed between & cony R one:
that the tgerietvl; law is the’ only safe guide and a consciols-:
ness on the other that the las nnot be fulfl
imperfect men. Let him' ) X
nion is the agency through w! : §
‘arrabgements to-itself; tha lm nplnina ghtly forms par’
~olthu|gency,isaunitolt constitating w
~units the gercrul po ;
“ana he wil’ then pe
rance to his. inne
hat effect it may.
these sympathies. v :
others.- He with:all his e
not an acoident but a {
truth conceivable. by

j endeavor to get embodi

let what may come
ted: part in ihe 'i)rld' K

st | far from being %of no conse; jusnce.”
error.is one of the most. serious obstacles with w}nch,
truth bas to contend.” Such, with the exception of one |
| or two manifest cowards and scoundrels, are the per-

ﬁand:ltiath

such cases properly come within the question of harmonizing
conduet with opinions, and need not be here iniroduced. 1
only insist that what Mr. Tucker defined as ‘‘ the ronl ques.

Mrs, Weodhull and her sister had made thcmselv&s 80
tensively notorious with their advocacy of what they wem
pleased to call “free love’* (but what was in reality ¢ free

tion " is really no question at all to think and stud

promiscuity ”’) that the General Council in London (England), -

they all agreeing that it'‘cannot be in the interest of truth to
refrain from “telling the whole of it,” even though nothing
obliges us to suppress any part, and that those 1) whom it
is still a question are, as Mr. Toots would say, *‘ of no con-
sequence.’’ V. Y.

[Mr. Yarros's article on “Ideas and Conduect,”

though thoughtfnl and well-written, like all his ar-|

ticles, and containing, as I now remember it, little or
nothing of which I.disapprove, seemed to me, never-
theless, superfluous and misleading inJthese pages, —

| superfluous because dealing with a question which

most of Literty’s readers may be suppossd to have
outgrown, and misleading because liable to confuse
some of them as to the ground upon which the com-

' 'promise issue has generally been debated in Liberty.
| Fearing, then, that the article might send the discus-

sion into channels foreign to the province of  this
paper, I wrote my paragraph as a precaution against
such a diversion, and not as a criticism upon the sub-
stance of Mr. Yarros’s argument. He seems to have
mistaken my purpose through a muundemtmdtng of

| what T meant by “real question.” By that phrase I
meant the question with which Liberty and all ad

vanced sociologists have to deal in the prosecution of
their work. .The absolute moral duty of conforming
conduct to conviction at whatever cost is a doctrine
which the theologian prmhes to his mental slaves;

| and ‘the ccrrectness of it is a ‘bone of contention be-
.| tween the theologian and the scientist.
.| fare between theology and science is not of doubtful

But the war-

issue, and Liberty has gone onward and upward to
higher ground, 'Liberty expects nothing ‘from the

theologian or his slaves; it takes the scientific method

for granted; and its peculiar business is to point out
to those who aecept the scientific method the principles
whichi that method fixes as the starting-points in soci

| ology. But, in going abont this business, it couzies in
~ conflict with some people—nay, a good many peuple

—who, accepting the scientific method, still main-

| tain, professedly on raticnal and non-transcendental

grounds, that it is expedient' azd to the intsrest of

hand | truth itself, to use Mr. Yarros’s happy phrass, to “deal

with truth on the instalment plan.”. Neow. thece veo-
ple may not be Spencers or Morleys,— although T
think it would require no very extended search to find
an abundance of passages sustaining such a policy in

| the works of * thinkers and students” nearly as fitcous
* | as those whom Mr. Yarros quotes, — but they are, most
fof them, earnest and. intelligent people, whose coope-

ration is dssirable in any movement. They are very
In faot, their

sons who have o posed Liberty’s plumb-ling ”? policy,
policy which Liberty has combatted.

under the iron rulership of Karl Marx, sent to the American
Federal Council a “bull”’ of expulsi inst the secti
to which the two notorious sisters belonged, —viz., No. 12.

Great troubles and disturbances arose i the Federal Coun-
cil. The American sections stood for the right of thought
and speech, and refused to endorse the. ‘‘ expulsion.” The
Gurman and French sections sided with Earl Marx and the
General Council, but, the majority being American dele-
gates, the expulsion was never recognized. This unfortu-
nafe affair was, to a large extent, the cause of the subsequent
di sintegration of the Federal Council and of the order.

I, myself, as rep ive of an' Ameri tion, votad

_against the expulsion, For my ,pwmmption‘ugaim‘c‘ his an-

tocratic power, Karl Marx persecuted me in a most cow-
ardly way. I had sat on the General Conncil in London as a
oo-worknr of his, and he knew by experience tlut T'wae bold
h 10 vote against his pet sch
Therotore, the editors of “‘ Der Arme Teutel and “Frei-
heit nay feel mured that ymi luwe sta.ted nothing but the

gronnd that they were notoriowi B
The genenl lecrem'y of the Federal Couneil, being yet alive K
and residing in the States, can mﬁfy to the accuracy of my
statement.

1t is true, as yon say, that il ds upon th d have
listened to these two.women’s speeches in favor of “pro-
miscuity,” or ‘variety,””. as scme of our contemporaries
call it.  In some instances, thousands had to stay outside, so
crammed was the hzil inside. - Their paper, * Woodhull &
Claflin’s Weekly,” was mpleto with ¢ free love’’ mattars,
written by themselves; and, in my presence, their private
conversation was devoted speclally to that branch ot sochl
reform.

It is not that I throw the least blame on either tbelr con-
victions or their practical demonstrations of such. _It is the
indisputable right of the individual to think, speak, and act
as he pleases, —1. ¢., as his nature prompts him to do, —and
no other individual is justified in condemmng thm demon-
strations of individualism.

1 merely wanted to join my voice to your own in‘affirming
that Victoria Woodhull’s letter to the London * Court Jour-
nal” is a fabrication of lies or & manifestation of insanity,
and to say that your relating thereto are in no
way exaygerated. MARIE LOUISE. '

Lum Should Join the Primary Class.

G. C. Clemens, whom the cditor of the  Alarm* puts for.
ward us an exponent of the “ elementary principlg‘ioi Avar-
chism,” writes as follows in the * Kansas Democrat” of the
position taken by tlie aforesaid editor that Anarchism can be
accomplished by forcible revolution :

H the whole world were plnnged into revoluhon tomortow.
aud those opp d were , what good
would it do for Anarchism? Would not such & rev I
while the mnjority yet believe in force and laws,

than ‘Anarchism, be uppermos: .+ a struggle?
State Socialism could win by a for State S
ism bellevu in a strong, centralized governm¢.nt which counld
doerce the nnwining, bat on morrc ¥ of m revolution
" viah to gl

ial.

"amlxlsm cannot sueceed‘by any other means than the edm-

‘tion of the’ people ; by exciting theh- adminﬁon of sn ideal’
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To be continued.

AND DIVORCE,

EIGNTY OF THE INDIVIDUAL.
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and if he will leave the questions: What are the counterp
What is a right adjustment of them, open to free soientific inve
on the inquirer any Joc.inaire interpretation of them, we car
have many words, when the time coineg, to utter about this matter
But it seems to me a pity that Mr, James, with such a meani
should never notify his readers when he passes to and fro between
mon vulgar idea of statute marriage; the confusion 8o induced so
to make of his writings a brilliant kaleidoscope of mysticism, inste:
intelligible instruction. For example, take this sentence: “Thus
has both & negative or implicit force, as addressed to the making
progressively enlarging the grounds cf divorce; and a positive or
a8 ‘addressed to the making love free, by denying its essential sul
m“riuge.!l o 3 23 B 3 b ’
The word marriage is here used in two senses as if they were ¢
ordinary sense, and, second, to mean the true rational adjustmen
of love; and it is against this last, which he identifies first (at
' menninhg the highest ideal well-bein d
(G 17 the ideal ;

, saying’ tha
doing not from
-the common.
o

' the mouth of Eloise the ]

1. i, p. 125.) I
ﬁt:hge, have I .aaid,
love has made!
humar :

t
“jealous ‘God; when we profan
.Thoae restless passions in revenge
- And bids them make mistaken m
‘Who seek inlove for aught but-love al
Should at my feet the world’s :
Himself, His throne, His world, I'c
Not Cmsar’s empress would I del
No, make me maisiress to f
Ii thera be yet ancther-na
y g(iim fond than mistress,’
‘When love is libe;
All then is full, p
No eraviag void.
E’en thought meets thought, ere’
An ch-warm wish'springs mutual froi
ig bliss (if bliss on earth
the lot 'of Abelard. 1
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" AR 'wretoh! believed the spouse of God in
, ﬁg&wﬂ within the slave ve and m;
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Custom.
[Edward Carpenter in the Fortnightly Review.)

Every human being grows up inside a sheath of custom,
which enfolids it as the swathing-clothes enfold the infant.
The sacred customs of one’s own early home, how fixed and
immutable they appear to the child! It surely thinks that
all the world in all times has proceeded on the same lines
which bound its tiny life. It regards a breach of these rules
(some of them at least) as a wild step in the dark, leading
to unknown dangers.

Nevertheless its mental eyes have hardly opened ere it per-
ceives, not without a shock, that, whereas in the family din-
ing-room the meat aiways precedes the pudding, below-stairs
aud in the cottage the pudding has a way of coming before
the meat; that, whereas its father puts the manure on the
top of his seed-potatoes in spring, his neighbor. invariably
places his potatoes on top of the manure, Al its coufidence
in the sanctity of its home life and the trath of things is up-
set. Surely there must be & right and a wrong way of enlirg
one’s dinner or of setting potatoes, and surcly, it any one,
“father”” or “ mother ’ must know what is right. . The ald-
ers have always said (and indeed it seems only reasonable)
that by this time of day everyth g has been 8o thoroughly

long ago baen determined.  If s, why these divergen(,ies in
the simplest and most cbvious matiers?
Aud then ome thing aﬂor another givw

just the prodncu of one age ln hﬂtmy and no other. Are
there really no natural boundaries? has not our life auy-
where been founded on reuon ‘and Recessity, but only on
arbitrary custom? What is more ‘important than food, yet
in what human matter is there more “arbitrary divergence of
practice? The Highlander flourishes on oarmeal, which the
Sisffield ironworker would rather strrve than eat; the fat
country ge.utleman once so pﬂzed

find strawberries and peas as good food as a dog does, but it
i8 practically certain thut any ordinary member of the genus
would perish ii a garden full of the same if deprived of his
customary bones.

All this seems to indicate what an immensely important
part mere custom plays in the )ife of men and aniwrals, The
main part of the power which man acquires over the unjmals
depends upon his establishing habits in ther: which once es-
tablislied they nover think of violating, though perfectly able
to do 80. And the almost insuperabies nature of this force
in animals throws back light on the purt it plays in human
life.

Of course I am not contending in the above remarks upo:i
food thiat there ia no physiological difference bctween a dog
and a sheep in the matter of their digestive organs, and that
the one is not by the nature of its body more fitted for one
kind of food than the other; but what I cor:tend is that after
all tha main cause of their div in food is
rather than physiological necessity. Custom changed first;
the, chang? of physical structtre (which is only crstom show-
ing itself in the body) followed slowly after., What happened
was probably something like this, Some time In the far
back past a group of animals, driven’ perbaps by necessity,
took to hunting in packs in tha woods ; it developed a mod-
ified physical structure in consequence, and sjecial habits
which in the course of time be-ame deeply fixed in the race.
Auother group saved its life by taking to grazing. Grassis
pnor food ; but it was the only chance this group bad, and in

ime it got so accustomed to eating grass that it could not
imngine any other form of diet, and at first would refuse
evan oysters when placed in its way! Another group saw an
opening in trees; it developed a long neck and became the
giraffe. But the fact that the giraffe }ives on leaves, and the

‘sheep on grass, and the yrolf on animal mattor, and that cus-

tom i8 in each 8o stroug that at ficst the creature will refuse
any other kind of diet, does not in the least prove that that
diet is the best for i%, or that the physiological modification
iu each case is so grea‘t a8 to mauke it impossible cr even dif-

ficult for the creature to ehange its diet.
Returning tc man, we see him euveloyod in thousands of
— Jocal class race family

der foot in the gutters of our great cities of today ; monogamy
respectabla in one land, a mark of clags-inferiority in an-
other; celibacy scorned by some sections of people, accepted
as the highest state by others; and so on.

What are we to conclude fzom all this? Is it possible, once
we have fairly fuced the immense variety of human life in
every department of arts, manners, and morals, —a variety,
100, existing in a vast number of cases under conditions to
all intents and purposes quaite similar, —is it possible ever
again to supposo that the particular practices which we are
accustored to are very much better (or, indeed, very much
worse) than the particuiar practices which others are accus-
tomed to? We have been born, as { said at first, into a
sheath of custom which enfolds us with our swaddling-
clothes. When we begin to grow to manhood (if we ever
do), we see what sort of a thing it is which surrounds us. It
is an old husk now, It does nct bear looking into; it is
rotten, it is it istcnt, it is th ghly indefensible; yec
very likely we have to accept it. The caddis-worm bas
grown to its tube and cannot leave it. A little spark of
vitality amid a hean of dead matter, all it can do is to make
its dwslling a little more convenient in shape for itself, or
(like the coral insect) to prolong its growth in the most 2~
vorable direction for those that come after. The class, the
caste, the locality, the age i which we were born has deter-
mined our form of life, and in that foriz very likely we must
remain. But a change has come over our minds. The
vauntings of earlier days we abandon. We, at any rate,
are no better thun anybody else, and at bect, alas! are only
half alive.

if these, then, are our conclusions, ls it not with justice
that children and early races keep so rigidly to the narrow
path that custom has made for them? Have they not an
instinctive feeling that to forsake custom would be to launch
out on a t.ackless sea where life would ccase to have any
special purpose or direction, and morality would be utterly
guifed? Custom for them is the line of their growth; it is
the coral-branch from the end of which the next insect
builds; It is the hardening bark of the tree-twig which de-
termines the direction of the growing shoot. 1t may be
merely arbitrary, this custom, but that they do not know;

customs, religious ; custcms in food, cust in

now crawls lested in the Glo hi sant’s gar-
den; rabbits are tabooed in Germany; lrogs are unspeakable,|
in Engla.nd sausr-kraut is detested in France; many races
and gangs of people aro quite certain they would die if de-

 prived of meat, others think spirits of some kind a necessity,

while to othcrs again both these .things are an abomination.
Every country district has its local practices in food, and
the peasanis look with the greatest suspicion on any new
dish, and cun zarely be induced to adopt it. Though it has
been abundantly proved that many of the British fungi are
excellent eating, suci: is the force of custom that the mush-
room alone is ever publicly gnized, . while jously
enongh it is said that in some other countries where the
claims of other agarics are allowed the mushroom itself is
not used! Finally, I fee) myself (and the gentle reader pro-

lothing, in furniture, form of habitation, industrial
prodﬁction, art, social and municipal and national life, &e.;
and the question arises, Where is the grain of necessity
which underlies it all? How much in pach case is du2to a
resl fitness. in nature, and how much to mere otiose habit?
The first thing that meets my eye in glancing uut of the win-
dow is a tile on & neighboring roof. Why are tiles'made 8-
shaped in some localities and flat in others? Surely the con-
ditions of wind and rain are mauch the same in all places.
Perbaps far back there was a reason, but now nothing re-

1wains but—castom. Why do we sit on chrirs instead of on"

the floor, as the Japanese <o, or on cushious like the Turk?
It is a custom, and perhaps it suits with our other customs.
The more we s00k into our life and consider the immense
variety of habit in every department of it—evex under con-
ditions to all app exactly similar —the more are we

bably feels the same) that I would rather dia than subsist on

insects, such is the deep-seated disgust wo exp towards
this class of food. Vet it is notorious thal many races of
respectable people adopt 2 diet of th's sort, and cnly lately
a book has been published giving details of the excellent

. provender of the kind that we habitually overlook, —tasty

morsels of caterpillars and’ beetles, and so forth! And in-
deed, when one comes to think of it, what can it be but pre-
udice which causes one to eat the periwinkle and retect the
land-snail. or to prize the lively prawn and proserihe the
Sheerful grasshopper?

/1t is useless to say that these local and other dlvergencies
are rooted in the necessities of the Jocalities and times in
of the kind. For the

most part they are mere

illustrated by rvomg below the hnman
animals. If customs are strong among men

: sbronger among animals. The sheep livas on
: 1 £

imp d by the absence of any very serious necessity in the
forms we ourselves ave accustomed to. Each race, each
class, each section of the population, each unit even, vaunts
its own habits of life as superior to the rest, as the only true
and legitimate forms; and peoples and classes will go to war
with each other in the assertion of their own special beliefs
and practices; but the questivn that rather press: “pon the
ingenucus and inquiring wmind js whether auy of u: uave got
hold of much trze lite at all?--whether we are not'rather
mere multitudinous varieties of caddis~worms shuffled up in
the cast-off skins and clothes and débris of thosc who bave
gone before us, with very little vitaiity of our own percep~
tible at all? - How many times a day do we perform an action
that is authentic and not a mere mechanical piece of repeti-
tion? Indeed, if our various actions and practices were au-
thentic and flowing from the true necessity, perbaps we
shouldn’t quarrel with each other over them so often as we
do.

And then to come to the subject of morals. These also are
customs, —divergent to the last degree among different races,
at different times, or in diff localities; for

ita of finality and neeessity may be quite illu-
sive; but the illusion is necesary for life, and the arbitrari-
ness is just what makes one life different from another.
Till he grows to hood, the h being, he ¢ do
without it.

\nd wk.en he grows to manhood, what then? - Why he ‘des,
and so becomes alive, 'The caddis-fly leaves his tube %ehind
and soars into the upper air; the creature abandons {ts bar-
nacle existence on the rock and swims at large in the sea.
For it is just when we die to custom that, for the first time,
we rise into the true life of humanity; it is just when we
abandon all prejudice of our own superiority over others,

‘and become convinced of . ur entire indefensibleness, that

the world opens out with comrade faces in all directions;
and when we perc="7. how entirely arbitrary is the setting
of our own life, that the - .ole structure collapses on which
our apartness from others rests, and we pass easily and at
once into the grea’ ocean of freedom and equ: lity.

'This is, a8 it were, a new departure for wav, for which
even today the old world, overlaid with myriad customs now
brought into obviorg and open conflict with each other, is
evidently preparing. The period of human infancy is com-
ing to an end. Now comes the time of true manhood and
vitality.

And, indeed, it is obvious that for true vitality custom
must be laid aside. For custom is an ossification. - Some day

‘man will use all actions indifferently, or rather to meet the re-

ts of the t. Then he will be alive all over,
and not do anything becaust. he is dead. Hyv will not ba a
slave. All human practices wiil find their ¢ 3o, none wili be
forbidden. He will eat graiu one day and beex another: he
wiil go with clothes or without clothes; he will inxabit a hut
or a palace indifferently, according to the work he Lus todo;
he will use the various forms of sex-relationship without pre.
judice, but with regard for what is really néeded. ~ 4ud the
inhabitants of one city or country will zot be all ali
Possibly this is a law of history,~that, when w+n hus

which it is often difficult to £nd any ground in reason or the
“fitness of things.” Thieving is supposed to be discoun-
tenanced among us; yet our present-day trade morality sanc-
tions it in a thousand different forms; and the respectable
vsurer (who can hardly be said to be other than a thief)
takes a high place at the table of life. To hunt the earth
for game has from time i ial been idered ‘the

run tk gh every vanety of cuemn, a time comes *:x hiic
to be freed from: it,— that is, he nses it indifférently accord-
ing to his requirements, and is no longer a slave to f1. At
this point, whe aver reacked, * morals’’ come po an end aad
humanity te".8 its place, — that is to say, there iz no loager
any codw .1 action, but the one object of all action is ths de-
liverance of the human beiug and the establishment of equal-

natural birthright and priviloge of man, until the landlord
class (whom wicked Socialists now denounce!) invented the
crime of poaching and -hanged men for it. Asto T

ity t onesel! and avother, the entry into a new life,

which new life, when entered into, is glad and perfect, be-

cause there is no more any effort or strain in it, but it is the
ition of velf ir: others, eternally.

customs, in different times and among different peoples, thoy
‘have been simply innumerablé. And here the sense of invi-
olability in each case is most powerful. The severest pen-

‘| ‘alties, the most stringent public opinfon, biting deep down

into the individual conscience, enforce the various codes ot
‘various times and places; yet they all contradict each other.
They are but customs. Polygamy in one country, polyandry
in"the next, b ther andsister mar-iage allowed ot one
gnndm ther forbidden at another;

= e !

Far as custom has carried man from man, yet when at last
in the ever-branching series the coraplete human being is
produced, it knows at cnee i kinohip with- lﬂ \he m
forms. *‘I have passed my sph
passion round the whole earth,
lovers.” More, it knows its k
sees that it is only bﬂbit. an




. LIBERTY.H2
LIBERTY'S LIBRARY.

For any ui the following Works, nddrell. For the Publication in English of U

BENJ. R, "‘UGKEB ‘Box 3368, Boston, Mass.
WHAT 1§ PROPERTY? Or an Inguiry into the ENTIRE WORKS OF P. J. PROU.

Prineiple of Right and of G Published Quearterly.

faced by n Sketch of Proudhon's: Llfe mv Wnrkl, and oonuslnk':eﬁ : A
a8 & Frentisplece n fine sieel eng;u ng ¢ Author, - Translal $3 a 'volwme ; 25 aen“ @ copy.
el

from the French by Beii. R. ket yntematic, thorough,
and radieal discussion  of ﬂ {ustitution of property.--m lmin Each number contains sixty-four elcgnntly prin

its history, its present mmu und lu ﬂm‘n together with
dotallod in ,“?u; arvosé ¢ Y&cﬂ.\ it <'ommiu, “nd | °f tmulution from one o{k Proudhon’

the evils » alch it engenders 00 n octavo. : Price, cloth,
$3.50; fll calf, b p@,én 5‘4‘)‘“ ! !

GOD AND TH . “One of the most elo- Char, parsons wio wait
quant_iées for liberty ever writen. Paine's ‘ Age of Reason’ ‘The publication in Engl
and K, vhts of Man’ eouwlldmd and improved. :

) tha 1 thoriz bmm«lln ¢l
08ition of its prix SN HPHeI ) M ~ thonk, and . Revlaw s
: £ the ‘Anarch d ing it | mdmtrm clal; -
- reﬁsfl subjocts.

| publisaed abou eurs af
‘advance of mﬁnm ftcog’l

WAS ha)
reulmﬁon
tten or ever could:be written.
the future aniony the famous
i 13 acmim of two parts; as fol
PARr I, --The Trué Consti
“relgty of t]
inin,: Democracy. and Socialisni.
PART I — Cost:the Limit"
Honesty in Trade; as one of the
) ] ng - the govcrn tion-of the Social F
An allegorical prose p | | D8 < Yy governmental -
~ of woman and foresha Pri ' peacetnl wuy of starviig out the
- copies, 25 cents; 25 coples; . 83. i 4 1 Lonmmlng a rortrail Robert

¥ : tes, 10 cents,
" Adldresa the Publish : - i
“SARAF ! 3 J showli how ¢
S —— s : : lzed in ll.e %tore‘ che bauk

WHAT I8 FBEEDOM, AN WEE AM
1:Free Bem§ annttenpt o’ berty . |-
3 wrest its keeping trom irresponamle _pteteiude :
§ ) 2 : 5 x i - State. .-By ‘Henry Agpipleton. ;27 puge Pric
ELEVEN YEARS PRINCIPA! ; copies, 25 centa. - is work on6 of the most ¢ele

. 5 Th itten by
: stitates the fourth volume of his Com l.ete ‘Works,
A 92-page pﬂmpm“ shc 7ing that in'the Agenﬁypoéiﬁggcl}gfmgﬂf A‘&EA%S%E&X;“ W eminent g: : :g‘g :;“:;’:5 :’:“’mﬂtl:; Og "uy it Pert ":"
ulsts of unconsumied wages earned by somebody, but thitt most of 1t | | 1 scieice a* in reforni. My Klisée Reclus. Followed by  sketch Labor, Competition, Monot
is witlikeld from tie enrners: throngh Interes! Rent. Profit, and cof ?;" criminal record of the wuthor by E. Vaughan.  Price, 10 | qence, showimzq Gecon
Taxee, e oo ance of a taccess! n of econom!
LORPOBATIONS. An essay showmgohow theovlls dovelor d by ita pr

' . s nopoly of ruilroads, telographs, eu Tuay be abolished wth ot | ofitsown, er aitates its successo
Advlress ol ; ot zhﬁn{ervemion o the State, 1 y G "Fow ey, tatning o | nal force, cuscective of the whal

portrait of Wendell Phillips. Prlce,o cem.n th i eqnn!bxlum. 469 pages °°""°r

rgnph
80O THE RAILWAY GS ITC
: By ‘a ‘¢ Red-Hot Striker,” ¢
by William' M. Grosven,
10 cents per hmxdred,

PROKIBITION. ~An essay on t of
“erument 0" tomperance, showing’ that ibition ‘carmot pro-
hibit, and. woul tet ] - By Coy l'uwler

A the nsm‘pa- B £
,uom of Cn[&tlhsm ahourm,s ' Labor, are. the only DRESS: An elabo'ate,
u tural capital, or soul £ Xposing the “of . tmﬁng com ehenslve.mdve mmnc: les
16 and invariahlc values as ond; and expiabuing the The Workixg-Poople ath 3 iffam
5 ,ot ‘Value'in E showing ﬁmt in the prodnetion 3 5
E on ys exists; and exposing the irauduient. I8, b ; LS :
division'is oding-th ING WOM. A Letter to the
20 Rev 's Chapel, in Vindication
g-Women, ' By Wi luam B.

ha
employer o ‘the

A] - Showin tbc Radlcal
Deﬂcienny H r lnﬁug M Ilnm.gam* how Interent
0l M Grevs Prkse,




