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~ trade in swindling.”

On Plcket Duty.

A new gserial is beu;un on the second page of this
number with the first instalment of Mr. Yarros’s pro-
zmsed abridgment of Lysander Spooners “Trial by

ury.”

Professor Thorold Rogers quotes appronngly a say-
y that “free trade in banking is free
Even if this were true, it would
be far better than monopoly of banking, which i mo-

- nopoly of swindling and extortion.  Competition can

in contrast to the « abuse and vituperation

latter heap upon Henry George. I would like to know
if Mr. Pentecost honestly thinks that George's conduct
is above suspicion and his treatment of the Chi
revolutionists perfectly consistent with self-respect and
fidelity to principle. Liberty tried to believe George
sineere a8 long as it could, but proofs of treachery gra-
dually accumulated to such an overwhelming extent
that at length patience, mildness, and indulgence
ceased to be virtues. Let Mr. Pentecost say the word,
and the crushing indictment shall be produced for his
bonetit.

The e4tention of those who think that laws and gov-

not work as much mischicf as a robbers’ trust protected

by ! law. .
Florence Finch-Kelly, whose initials have often ap-

peared in Liberty appended to editorials and commun-

ications, has written a novel entitled “Frances: A

Story for Men and Women,” I have read but a few

pages of it as yet, but am already satisfied that it han-

i ti

“The edicor of we "Workmens Advocate” is dis-
d with Mr. Pentecost for describing Anarchism

- pamphlet of one hundged

and smg‘e-taxa.tmn as “great schools of economy,”

‘wishing it plainly understood that only his economy
has a right to the adjectives “great” and “scientific.”

“To console Mr. Penteccst I impart to him my growing

auspxclon that his vuloroua critic’s sole source of eco-
nomic wisdom is Marx’s “Communistic Manifesto.”
“Love, Marriage, and Dlvorce," the triangular. dis-
cussion between James, Greeley, and Andrewa, which,
after having been 80 long out of print, was recently
reprinted in these columns, is now Teady as a handsoine
| twensy-one pages. It is
the best polemical exposition extant of the doctrine of
dividual aomelgnty in its appliuhon to the rela-
m of the sexes. Those o desire to obtam it ir

ernments are necessarily such as the intellectual and
moral condition of the psople make it possible for thom
to be is called to the following observation of the his-
torian Lecky, whom certainly no one will accuse of
immoderate partiality for radical ideas or of extra-
vagant language: “Not unfrequently, by a curious
moral paradox, political crimes are closely connected
with national virtues. A people who are submissive,
gentle, and loyal f.ll by reasew: ~f these very qualities
under a despotic government; but this uncontrolled
power has never failed to exert a most pernicious in-
fluence on vulers, and their numorous acts of rapacity
and aggression being aftributed in history to the na-
tion they represent, the national character is wholly
misinterpreted.” =

Lloyd 8. Brice, a bitter enemy of all isms, especially
of Anarch-izm, thus speaks in the “North American
Review” of the “shadow that is stealing over the
American landscape”: “The shadow is of an un-
bridled plutocracy, caused, created, and cemented in
no slight degree by legislative, alde~manic, and con-
gressional - action; a plutocracy that is far more
wealthy than any aristocracy that has crossed the ho-
rizon of the world’s history and one that has been
produced in a shorter consecusive period; the names
of whose members are emblazoned, not on the pages
of the nation’s glory, but of its pecnlsuions' who re-
present no struggle for their country’s hbert:es, but
for its boodle; no contest for Magna Charta, but rail-
road charters; and whose octopus-grip is extending
over every branch of industry.”  The believers in'the
isms can only cheer such: ta.lk and iustily ery “hear!
hear!”

A State Socialist of my acquaintance, who is bandier
with the witticisms of others than with arguments of
his own, came to me in great glee the other dag to tell
me that Louis Kranz of Providence, a snbscnber to
Liberty, declared that he had been made a State So-
cialist by reading ‘this paper. ' Now, here is a fine
chance for Mr. Kranz and his comrades to show their
devotion to their cause: leorty coats but a dollar a
year, and, if they think it so effective as an agent of
State Socialistic propagandisis, what better can they
do than circulate it for snd wide?  Until they do some-
thi.ng of this' kind Mr. Kranz 8 remnrk ‘may pass very

{ but will lrardly be taken in earnest by auy man. of

breins. - I ventu the pmxiction tha.t a.t the end of the

Sta.bes 1 promptly responded that, if he w
nish the capital (which I knew he was ampl;

go | do), I would gladly coperste with him to that end.

The eagerness with which I took him up put 'a ‘sudden
damper or his enthusiasm. Mr. Guild 2nd Mr. Kranz
are probably birds of a feather.

I have received the first number of the “National-
ist,” the organ - f the Boston “cultured ” State Social-
ists. Had . expected to find in it real eviience of
intellect and culture, I should have been grievously dis-
appointed. Happily my “ideal ” of it proved to fully
harmonize with the reality.  The issue is replete with
those good intentions with which a certain subterra-
nean place is said to be paved, and bristles with every
thing — sentiment, enthusiasm, prophecy, sense of self-
importance (the Listory of the movement is already
given in the number) — except true intelligent discus-
sion of cocial and industrial problems. Col. Higgin.
son, with charming slmphcxty, chooses as a motto for
his poem, which he inscribes to Edward Bellamy, a
sentence from the French which ~ought o be utterly
abhorrent to all believers in majority govemmen-,
since it declares that “no man can alienate his own
sovereignty, because he cannot abdicate his own na-
ture or cease to be a man; and from the sovereignty
of each individual springs, in society, the collective
sovereignty of the people, equally inalienable.” Mr.
Bellamy describes the genesis of his scientific” social
system, thereby exhibiting more frankness than saga-
city. We learn that previous to the publication of
“Looking Backward” he had no sympathy with social
reformers and reform; that in undertaking to write
his novel, he had “no idea of attempting a serious con-
tribution ” to reform literature; that it was to be “a
mere literary fantasy, or fairy tale of social felicity,”
“a cloud-palace for an ideal humanity ”; and that «it
was not till” he began to work out and explain the
detail of the scheme that he perceived the full potency
of the instrument he was using and “recognized in the
modern military system, Lot menely a rhetorical ana-
logy for a national industrial service, but its prototype,
furnishing at once a complete working model for its
organization.” Then the book, “instead of a mere
fairy tale of social perfection,” was made “ the vehicle
of a definite scheme of industrial reorganization.”  Be-
tween a tale of ideal social life modelled after military
organizations and a definite scheme of industrial or-

‘ganization constructed on the’ ‘same basis the choice

were difficult indeed, did not a beneficent provxdcnoe
make the absurdity ae glsnng in the one case as in the
other. Finally, announcing ‘a German tmnsl&hon of
¢ Looking Backward” which is ahortly to appear, the
editor remarks that “Bismarck will probably read it
with immense disgust.” In which senitence the last
word is doubtless a grave mistake, the printer having
misread some word equivalent to delight: for there is
no earthly reason for that great modern organizer of
military forces to object to imitatior of his wohemes.
Has it not been said, on the contrary, that imit-tion is
the sincerest flattery? . Besides, has not Bismarck Yin-
self been contemphung a similar plan of national in-
dustrinl service?  On the whole prm!)ct for the new
;m\mal great popnhmy amon, both
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PREFACE.

Perhaps the argument most frequently used by conservative believers in the convenient
doctrine of leaving things as they are against those engaged in reformatory efforts of a more
or less radical nature is that the * spirit and genius of American institutions’ do not admit
of the assimilation or‘accéptance of the proposed innovations.’ Were one to trust them, the
¢ American institutions ”’ are something so clearly defined, finished, and powerful as to ab-
solutely render it impossible for any, and - di d 1 to maintain a
vigorous existence within the charmed ‘circle which affords chances £ life only to whet ne-
cessarily. and l(:ficully flows as a consequence from the fundamental principles supportin,
the peculiar eivilization of this *‘ best government on the Ince of the earth.”. We are ask
to look upon all that*!is, : > 8¢
the sense of its being, voidable outeome of primary conditions.
This fact alone wohld y. ﬁ‘f‘f our curiosity to learn tho:
port of these * institu

ur cu ity t hly the essence and {m-
‘in \ ly since manifold serious evils, universally considered
destructive of social eqi and progress, seem to flourish in our midst without restraint.
But we are.moved to such an enquiry by still another eircumstance. Besides the easy-
going conservative who hurls the epithet / un-Anierican*’ at the head of anybody contem-
plating ifinocent im})mvemuntu of'y us miss g there is a‘large class of men,
earnest and determined reformers, who in working for a.gigantic plan of social reorganiza-
tion make the same claim of strict fidelity to the logic and spirit of American principles, not
only as against those resisting reform as such, but also— and even with greater emphasis —
‘as against other schools of radical reform which oppose them not because they strive for re-
novation and change, but bee.usc their ideas of the needful and the uesirable and the trul
salutary differ materially. Indeed, every school of reform beasts of eéxclusive uaderstand-
ing of and jealous care for the ‘self-evident”’ maxims on which the opportunities and pos-
sibilities-and prospocts of this land of labor and freedom are built. >
- Now, what shall we believe ? - Whom shall we follow ? * Which of the conflicting opinions
is most nearly right, if any one 18807 Is everything as it should be? If not, in what direc-
tion is betterment to.be sought?  Ars State Socialists and Nationalists right 1 must the fune-
tion 6f government ‘be enlarged and exten and will the pletiou of the Jeff i
structure consist in the triumphant adopti f the entire collectivist {progrnmme? Oris
Anarchism’the true doctrine sud the removal of the lust and least vestige of State compal-
sion to be demnanded and achieved ?. 'In a word, what is the weaning of political freedom ;
whither does it lead us; with what does it irspire us? ) : S
For an answer to these important gilestions the reader is confidently referred to the fol-
lowing pages, which represent an abridgment and ient of Lysander Spooner’s re-
markable work on ‘ Trial by Jury.” At the:time of its publication Mr. Spooner had no

affiliation with any reform moyement, and had no special cause to plead, but was simply a
ﬁrivate American citizen,

 jurist, and an unbiassed student of political science and history.
is discussion of the nature; ¢, A Vi of political freedom is 80 mas-
terful, convincing, and conclusive that it fail to ten public opi on the sub-
Jeet and enabile one to form a criterion by which to paas npon the variouﬂnwrg:euﬁom of
the * American Idea.” ' This work entitles Mr. Sp to the itude and riration of
all the liberty loving and tyranny-detesting.  No one who aspires intelligently to defend or
forcibly-to assail political independence should neglect to consider Mr. 3pooner’s elucidation
of its real significance and boter, o . T T e AR

Tt is hoped that the present publication will serve yet another purpose. Many of those to
whose minds jadividualictic views appear ive and rati hesitate i

Tioh

-and kill him if he resists, And governments always will’

ot a8 unqualified), ;ﬁgﬁt and perfect, thex as relatively 8o in'
o P it .

' perty without his consent is robbery

 less false cr tyrannical in principle than the one it is

If the government can take a man’s money withuut his consent, there is no limit
to the ad%litional tyranny it may practise upon him; for wi is money it can
hire soldiers to stand over him, keep him in“subjection, pln him at discretion,
o this, as they ev
where and always have done, except where the Common Law principle has been
established. - It is therefore & first Y‘r_nciple, a very sine qua non of political free-
dom, that a man ¢an be taxed only by his personal consent.
All legitimate government is a - Insuraice
upen by the parties to it, for the protection of
In its voluntary character it is precisely sim
tection against fire or shipwreck, Before a
latter yimrgowsnnd pay the premium for bei
sense, look at the articles of the association;
do; what it is likely to do; and what are the rates of insurznce. ~If he be satisfied
on sll these points, he will become a member, pay’ his pramium for a year, and
then hold the company to its cuntruct. If the conduct of the compal z prove un-
satisfactory, he will let his policy expire at the end of the year for which he has-
paid, will decline to pay any further premiums, and either seek insurance els
‘where or take hiy own risk witiout any insurance. - And as me he i
ance of their ships atnd dwei'iugs, they would act in the insurs
liberties, and properties i “ne political association, governmel
The political ir:surance company, or govern:
or reason, to assume a "aan’s t to'be p
that protection, wher. he has given no actual '
ance company have to assume a man’s consent to be protected by them, and |
the premium, when his actual consent has never been given.  To take n man's pro-
; and to. assume
consent is given, makes the taking noue the 1 )
man has the same right to assume a man’s ¢o; t to ps
other man, or body of men, can have. - And his assumption
moral justification for his robbery as does a like assumption on the
government for taking a man’s property without his consent. The
pretence of protecting him, as an equivalent for the taxation, affords no juciifica-
tion. It is for himself to decide whether he de such protection as the
ment offers him. - If he do not desire it, or do not bargain for it, th X
has no more right than any other insurance company to impose it upon him,or
make him pay for it. R £ AR
The agreement to be taxed would probably be entered into but for a year at a
time. I1 in that year the government proved itself either inefficient or t iesl,
to any serious degree, the contract would not be rene The dissatisfied
if sufficiently numerous for a new organization, would fo; ves i

npany, voluntarily agreed
ghts - apainst wrong-doers.
n association for mutual pro-
will join an association for thes
psiired. he will. if he be a man’ of
see what the cornpany promises to

rties,
\ form ‘themselves 2 8epa-
rate ciation for mutual p: tion. .If 'not sufficiently numerous for that pur-
pose, those who were conscientious would forego all governmental protection rather -
than contribute to the support of a government which they deemed unjust. -
The will, or the pretended will, of the majority is the last lurking:
tyranny at the present day. ‘The dogma that certain individuals or families
a divine appointment to govern the rest of mankind is fast giving place to the one
that the larger number have the right to govern the smaller; a dogma wlich may
or may. not be léss oppressive in its practical dperation, bugdviv ich certainly is 1{:
i 4

vinusly th:re is nothing in the nature of majorities tice at their
hauds. ‘They have the same passions as minorities, and they have no qualities.

e8] fo exp &' posi-
tive in of the d and one questions of detail and practical difficulty

which rush into their heads and to the settlement of which they do ot see their way. ~Of

course a ‘casuistic philosophy is an absurdity, but generalization and abstraction are not suf-
ficient. Life is too complex to be covered by a simple formula, though first principles we
riust have. Mr. Spooner successfully demonstrates that the highest justice and equity can
be secured under complete freedom and that they have nothing to fear from the dissolution
of the State who are prepared to do unto others as they would be done by. T

One word more. = As the end sought by this republication is distiuct from taat of the ori-
ginal publication, I could not avoid changes and alterati Mr. Sp s § ion was
to discredit and denounce the perversion of trial byjury and to promnulgate the correct and

legitimate system by which alone free political relations could be preserved. - The explana- re

tion of the nature of such relations was of secondary importance. 1 am here, on the con-
trary, chiefly concerned with.this side of the problem. This necessitated abridgment as
well as rearrangement. ' I was obliged to reduce to subordination that which was dominant
and to raise into prominence that which was tributary. Lest I may be-criticiacd for takin,

50 unceremonions a liberty, I will anticipate: my -¢ritics by requesting the reader to attri-
bute all the merits and good qualities of this edition to Mr. Spooner’s ability, w:fi!evla ving

the responsibility for all its faults and imperfections at my door.

I

LEGITIMATE GOVERNMF.NT AND MAJORITY RULE.

The theory of free government is thei it is formed by the voluntary contract of
the people i \dividually with each other. This is the theory (although it is not, as
it ought to be, the fact) in all the governments in the United Stutes, as also in the
government of England. - The theory assames that each man whois a party to the
government, and contributes to-its support, has individually aiid freely consented
to it. Otherwise the governmeri. would tave no right to tax hi.n Jor its support,
for taxation without consent is robbery. This theory, then, necessarily zuppuses
that this government, which' is formed by tle consent oi all, has no
cept such ‘as all-the parties'to it have individually agreed that it shall have;
especialx that it has no power to pass any laws except such as'all the partier Lave

at it ‘may pass. 5 5 f

This theory supposes 19
all,—8o ‘beneficial that all consent to be taxed for their maintenance.” For the
maintenance of thiese specific laws, in which all are interested, all associate. ~And
they associate for:the maintenance of tho
It v-ould be absurd to suppose that all
for purposes which were beucficial only
were injurious to any. vernment o
except such as all
what all have consen
‘matter how large th:
for any purposes ot
‘must’ form a sepiral
pel any one to. con
self, o e

rt, and especially for purposes that
hole, therefore, can have no powers
may have. ‘It can do nothing except

d if any portion of the people—no

s than the whole-— desire-'a %m{ernméut
mon to all and desired by all; they
sses. They have no right to com-
either unseless or injurio him-

‘life, ana it is claim

at there may be certain laws that will be beneficial to

laws only in: which all are interested.
ould associate, and consent to be taxed,

| -is~ equall
ind‘:i%idu:h
d | A

W that “should be expected to prevent them from pgwtiéing tlt;le same
tyranny as minorities, if they think it will be for their interest to uo so. -

There is no.particle of truth in the notion that ‘the majori‘y have a right to
rule, or exercise arbitrary power over, the minority simply because the former are
more numerous than the latter. . Twc men have no more natural right to rule one
than one has to rule two.  Any single man; or any body of men, many or few,
have a natural right to maintain justice for themselves, and for any others who
may need their assistance, against the injustice of any and all other men; without

rd to their numbers; and majorities have no right to do more than th
relative numbers of the opposing parties-have nothing to do with the q
right. And no more tyrannical principle was eve: avowed than tha >
the majority cught to have the force of law, without regard to its justice;
whiat is the same thing —that the will of the majority ought always to be pre-
sumed to be in accordance with justice. Such a doctrine is onl, another form of
the doctrine that might makes right. . g ;

‘When two men meet one uﬁgn the highway, or in the wilderness, have they & :
right to" dispose: of his life, liberty, or property at their pleasure sim ply because
tiey are the more numerous party? Or is he bound to submit to lose his life, lib-
erty, or property, if thay demand it, simgly because he is the less numerous party ?
Or, because they are niore numerous than he, is-he bound to pre
are governed: oiily by superior wisdom and the principles of
selfish passion:that can Jead them to do him a wrong? Yet
which 1t is claimed should govern men in all their civil relati
Mankind fall in eo:;ipnny with each other on the highway or in the w

that the more numerous party, simply by virtue of
vior nutabers, have the right arbitrarily to dispose of the iife, i )
f the sninority;  and that the minority are bound, by reasol
awmnkers, to practise abject submission and consent to hold their nat
«ny, all, ur none, as the case may be — at the mere will‘and pleasure of |
ity; as i¥ all » man’s natural rights expired or were suspend the of
2 mount Jaw the moment he came into the nce of
* If such be the true nature of the relations men ho
it puts an end to all such things as criries; un hey 1
who are eqnal or superior in number to the actors. ~All ac
persons inferior in-number to the aggressors becol
authority. And.consistency with their own prineipl
ments founded on'the will of the majorily should recogn
justification for all erimes whatsoever. : : o

If it be said that the majority should be allowed to
stronger than the mincrity, but use their su
bability that they are in the right, one answer is
perties of men’ are too  valuablé to them; and the
‘strong in their favor, to justify the destruction of them
mere balan ingbdf -probabil :

rule not because they are

ities, or on,_any ground wh

K oubt.  'This last is the moral rule uni
inding upon single individuals, " And in the forum of

inding upon governments, for governments

muwtesr is 'tll‘aC, if two yoppoaiilg ;




But \:il;en it is considerea | .

per
obabilities founded up-
ish'at once; and the
vere decision of
d lives by the mere pro-
gambliug as was ever
c;dprnetised , except in mut-
on this principle (as i
once converted into on eat
are the stakes, a fe!
opes, fears, interests, and pas-

te men, —and all the seo-

anluted, excned, sglta.ted n.nd

F PARIS.

“What do you wmh me\'/

“he, #1 understand your- sympa.

cénce, Lam wxllmg ake an interest in your proldy

what can be done, and, that I may not be diaturbe s,nd may be wholly &
service, I am going to duput.oh ap g of b and retur:

“here a moment for me.”

“All right,” aaid Jean, “but don’t be long,—m your interest as well as my own.
A word to the wise is ‘suﬂicwnt. .« o Iawait you.”

And aside, as if delighted, he said:

“Ah't Potard told the truth.”

‘The baron went out, saying between his teeth:

“Ohl he shall speak.”

CHAPTER IIL
FOREVER WINE!

tched the banker go out, and then said, as he lhrugged his shoulders:
Monsieur, with his cross of the. of H Mo
“a white wail:etq&at and

with vI!oul- feet under the able.”

. you kuow her?” |- “Y

not'ba.d. e See!”
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continuance of some semblance of social existence.
The lecturer took the position that civil society is de-
pendent upon fr duction, distribution, and
consumption, and that such freedom is utterly incom-
patible with State Socialism, which in its ultimate im-
plies the absnlute control of all these functions by
arbitrary power as a substitute for economic law.
Therefore Dr. Harris, setting great value upon civil
society, has no use for State Socialism, Neither have
the Anarchists. Thus far, then, the Anarchists and
this teacher of the Boston Political Class walk hand

in pr
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“in rent and # y the last iges of old-time sla-
very, the nmmm«wmummrmmmvtum
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gauge of the ciciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk,
all those insignia of Politics, which yomw Liberty grinds beneath
her Aeel.’* — PROUDHON,

§9™ The appearance in the editorial column of articles
mx;g:th:r slgnutureo than ﬂ:::ldi&ol"l ial:i;l lndie‘:t!es that
r approves cen! urpose .general tenor,
hedoanothowhlmnu" asible for every phrase
onvotd But the appearance in olt.h‘ep'- rol
articles b‘y the same or other writers by no means in
that he disapproves them in nw

them being governed largoly by of conv

The Philosopher of the Disombodied.

Connected with the Massachusetts bnnch of the
National Woman Suffrage Association is a body of
women calling ‘itself the Boaton Political Class, the
object of which is the preparation of its members for
the use of the ballot. On Thursday evening, May 30,
this class was addressed in public by Dr. Wm. T. Har-
ris, the Concord philosopher, on. the subject of State
Socialism, Anarchism, and free eompetmon. Let me
say parenthetically to these ladies that, if they really
wish to learn how to use the ballos, they would do well
to apply for instruction, not to Dr. Harris, but to ex-
Supervisor Bill' Simmons, or Johnny O'Brien of New
York, or Senator Matthew Quay, or some leading
Tammany brave, or any of the “bosses” who rule city,
State, and nation; for, the great: ob]ect of the bullot
being to test truth by counting ncses and to prove
your opponenis wrong by showing them ‘to be-less
numerous than your friends, and these men having
practically demonstrated that they are masters of the
art of rolling up majorities at the polls, they can teach
the members of the Boston Pelitical Class a trick or
two by which they ‘can ‘gain numerical supremmcy,
while Dr. Harris, in the ‘most favorable view of the
case, can orly elevate their intelligence and thereby
fix them more hopelessly in a minority that must be
vanquished in a contest where ballots instead of brains
decide the victory.

But let that pass. I am not concerned now with
these excellent ladies, but with: Dr. Harris’s excellent
address; for it was excellent, notwithstanding the fact
that he intended it partly as a blow at Anarchism.
Instead of being such'a blow, the discourse was really
an afirmation of Avarchism almost from beginning
to end, at least in so far as it dealt with principles, and
departed from -Anarchism only in two or three mis-
taken atiempts to illustrate the pnnclples laid down
and to 1dent1fy exxsk—mg soclety with them as expres

- After posmng th pmponnon that the object of so-
ciety is the production lf-oonsclons mtelhgenoe in

in hand.

Di, Harris, however, labors under a delusion that
just at this point he parts company with us. As we
follow his argument further, we shall see if this be
true. ‘The philosophy of society, he continued in sub-
stance, is coextensive with a ground covered by four
institutions,— namely, the family, civil society, the
State, and the Church. Proceeding then to define the
specific purposes of these institutions, he dechred that

that it will no longer be necessary to prov 1
tee of political freedom. i

Defining the object of the Church as he dcfines
the Anarchists most certainly believe in the
only they insist that all its work shall be pu
untary, and that its discoveries and achievements,
however beneficial, shall not be imposed upon the in-
dividual by authority.

But there is a point, unhappily, where the Anarch-
ists and Dr. Harris do part company, and that point is
reached when he declares or assvwes or leaves it to be
inferred that the present form of the family is the
form that best secures the ob]ecta of the family, aud
that no attempt at any other form is to be tolerated,
although evidence of the horrors engendersd by
prevailing family life is being daily spread beiore
eyes in an ever-increasing volume; that the present
form of civil society is the embodiment of cor
economic freedom, alt.hough it is undeniable ;
most important freedoms, those without which all

the object of the family is to assure the reproducti

of individuals and prepare them, by gmdunce through
hildhood, to b ble beings; that the ob-

ject of civil society is to enable each individual to reap

oates | gdvantage from the powers of all other individuals

through division of labor, free exchange, and other
economic means; that the object of the State is to pro-
tect each individual against aggression and secure him
in his freedom as lony as he obssrves the equal free-
dom of others; and that the object of the Church
(using the term in ils broadest sense, and not as ex-
clusively applicadle to the various religious bodies) is
to encourage the investigation and  perfection of sci-
ence, literature, the fine arts, and all those higher
humanities that make life worth living and tend to the
elevation and completion of self-cc intelligence
or individuality. Each of these objects, in the view of
the lecturer, is y to the exist of any so-
ciety worthy of the name, and the omission of any cne
of them disastrous. The State Socialists, he:asserted
truthfully, would ruin the whole structure by omitting
civil society, whereas the Anarchists, he asserted er-
roneously, would equally ruir it by omitting the State.
Right here lies Dr. Harris’s error, and it is the most
vulgar of all errors in criticism, — that of treating the
ideas of others from the standpoint, not of their defi-
nitions, but of your own. Dr. Harris hears that the

Anarchists wish to abolish the State, and straightwa; |

he jumps to the conclusion that they wish to abolish
what he defines as the State. And this, too, in spite
of the fact that, to my knowledge, he listened not long

ago to the reading of a paper by an Anarchist from:

which it was clearly to be gathered that the Anarch-
ists have no quarrel with any institution that contents
itself with enforcing the law of equal freedom, and
that they oppose the State ouly after first defining it
as an institution that claims authority over the non-
aggressive individual and enforces that authority by
physicul force or by means that are effective only be-
cause they can and will be backed by physical force if
necessary. Far from omitting the State as Dr. Harris
defines it, the Anarchists expressly favor such an insti-
tution, by whatever name it may be called, as long as
its raison d’étre continues; and certainly Dr. Harris
would not demand its preservation after it had become
saperfluous.

In principle, then, are rot the Anarchists and Dr.
Harris iz agreement at every essential point? * It cer-
tainly seems so. I do not know an Anarchist that
would not accept every division of his social map.

Defining the object of the family as he defines it,
the Anarchists believe in the family, only hey insist
that free competition and exper t shall always be
aliowed in order that it may be determined wha: form
of family best secures this object.

Defining the object of civil society as he defines it,

'the Anarchists believe in civil society; only they insist

that the freedom of cm] soclety shali be complete in-

other freed are of little or no a.vml, the freedom

the existing State does nothin
equal freedom, although " if

free competmon, in spxte

in its various fields of

the arts, it is endowed with Arnumerable immunities,
iavors, prerogntlves, md hoeuses, thh the eitent ‘and

antagonistic prmclple, so far as it is already embodicd,
is unrecognizable by him. 'As soon as it becomes in-
carnate, he mistakes it for his own. No' matter ‘what
shape it has taken, be it a banking monopoly, or a
and monopoly, or a national post-office monopoly, ora
common school system, or a compulsory tax, or a set-
ting-up of non-aggressive individuals to be shot at by
an enemy, he hastens to offer it one hand, wlnle he
waves the flag of free competmon with the othet. In
consequence of its fleshly wrappings, he is const
ally-incapable of combating the status quo.  For this
reason he is not an altogether competent teacher, and
is liable to confuse the minds of the ambitious ladies

belonging to the Boston Political Class.
T

Looking Forward.

In the State Socialistic scheme there are many flaws
and points about which the less said the bctter. But
the weakest spot consists in the expectation and faith
that officials will solemnly resolve to sin no more and
devote themselves to the loyal service of “the. masses.”
While State Socialists are thoroughly‘a ve to the in-
competency and oormptxon of the awkward




»path, albeit their method is only t.hat of rumﬂng their
-own heads into the sand.

However, at last one level-headed and frank Nution-
:alist has appreciated and conceded the grave character
-of this drawback. Edward Bellamy, whose #Looking
Backward” — heaven knows! —surpuses anythmg in
the line of utopu. and illuslon ever put in black on
‘white or painted in wkordak of mouth, nevertheless, by

*.arecent statement in the “ Twentieth Century,” shows
tliat there is still some hope of his ultimate salvation,
hope that he may yet come to look backward upon his
“romance” and the wild fantasies therein with a feel-
“ing of wholesome shame.

“It is of course plain,” says he, “that the husiness
:departments which the progress of Nationalism will
-add to the government should be organized on a purely
‘business basis, non-political and non-partisan. By way
«of preparing the government for its new functions, the
-complete application of non-partisan principles to the

differences; and he will vots you a qvibbler and hair-
splitter,

But the truth is the Anaichist is nol the quibbler:
he uses the words government and law in their strict
legal sense, and is supported by all the « a,uthontles
and professional lJawmakers.

The government is the power or aubhonty which
rules & community, or the body of persons charged
with the making and enforcing of law. Now, what is
law?

A law in the literal and proper sense of the word may be
defined us a rule laid down for the guidance of an intelligent
being by an intelligent being having power o2 nim.

Every law properly so called is 5ct by a superior to an infe-
rior or inferiors; it is set by a party armed with might to a
party or parties whom that might can reach.

A law is either set by the sovereign immediately or by a
pcrson or p in subjection by the delegation or permis-
sion of the sovereign. . . . . It is either set in the properly
legislative mode, or in the oblique mode of judleinl legisla-

-<conduct of the purely business departments already
" under its control should be demanded.  The partisan
view of such offices is absolutely repugnant to the very
-esgence of Nationalism. Thers is no more pressing or
‘preliminary work for Natmnalwte than to unite popu-
‘1ar sentiment against thils evil. Before the post- -office
-dopart:nent will be an entirely satisfactory argument
for the practwablhty of Natxomlwn, ‘we must root
‘politics out of it.  The Nationalist clubs of the coun-
4ry -will, I trust, at an early penod umta in a petition
* to the president of the United bta.tes upon this pomt,
and follow it up with suitable: o
“Good men of all parties | ¢ ]
<doctrine, but not with the 1 ich we have, for
it stands squarely acroes our path. = Bet ween it and the
National planthere ‘caii be no possible compromise.
“This must be our first great battle, and our first great
vietory.”
Hardly better employment than this can be recom-
mended *, our Collectivist friends. - It is time they
d giving us st when we want bread and pro-
ceeded to test their theories. .~A great deal wili de-
‘pend on the. result of: “the ﬁrst great battle.” If they
- carry the day, their mboequent task will be compars-
tively easy, and the opposition to them will of necessity
- “speedily grow faint and feeble. ~ But if they fail,—uas
“they certainly must, — perhaps they may then be taught
a useful lesson. - And that truly wou'd be a great vic-
“$ory for progress, while to themselves it would be “a
.fall that meant a rise.” VY.

Definitions of Gove™ iaent.

Considering the mnundentandu.g of (e term gov-
ernment, and the confusion of thought on the question
‘whether or not the rules and regulations of a voluntary
association constitute a government, the iollowmg de-
finitions may be of service.

Judge Storey, speaking of the old Continental Con-
gress, says:

. In the first place there was an utter want of all ooemve

Leta refc- :
-ment by restori
it based: on §

ture. — dustin's * Jurisprudence.”

Then, in order to leave no doubt as to what is
mewnt by inferior and superior, he says:

statutes passed by Congtcu, even a State Souhiht Aid
hardly muke that claim. Mr. Horn says further "A,L Lt
Mr. Cohen coolly asks us, ‘ if the body physical | ,;uMo
to develop under a free system to this highly ads
what reason have Socialists for believing that the bodv poli-
tic will not develop in the same way?’ What reason? Why,
wa believe that the body politic will develop in the nm&
way, and it is for that we d that S 'S logy
tells plainly and com,luslvaly in hvor of gollectivilm and

individ Col thing more
than a p t study ol 1 laws, with l prac-
tical effort to apply them intelligently to new social de-
velopments.”’

From this it seems that nature makes the laws, and the
Socialists will apply them; they must think that nature is
unable to apply and enforce her own laws intelligently., Na-
ture ought to feel encouraged by this offer of help, and per-
baps wonders, in her artless manner, how it was that she
succeeded 80 well in the past, before the Socialistic Labor
Party was organized. ~She pexhaps felt discouraged at the
way things were going, un‘il Mr. Horn kindly. vomntured
to *apply natural laws to new social conditions.” = Mr. Horn
uses the words ‘‘bigoted and egotimcsl Ann.rehhu”, of
courss we know that we must appear egodnlod beside the
modest State So. ialist, who thinks that, {f he were clected
to office, he could, in ‘his inscrutable wisdom, arply “the

fence of socialism with knowledge and understanding to

ivism is nc

+1 Yod

Taken with the ing wherein I here understand it, the
term superiority signifies might; the power ‘of affecting
others with evil or pain, and of forcing them, through the
fear of that evil, to fashion their conduct to one’s wishes.

In short; whoever can oblige another to comply with his
wishes is the superior of that other, so far as the ability
reaches; that other being to the same extent the inferior.

Regarding non-governmental rules and regulations

. | he says:

Clooely nna\ogons to human laws . . . are a set of objects,
frequently but improp d ilWl, being rules set and
enforced merely by the opinion of an’ intermediate body of
men— [such-as the laws of honor, laws of !uhlon, laws of

benefit societies, etc., etc.]

Of course the critics who insist upon their own defi-
nitions of government and make out that .Anarchists
cannot escape the necessity of recognizing soine form
of government huvs 4 :igat to ignore our explanation,
but it is merely the riyaé of being fools.

A. H. Siurson.

‘When I read the other day in the « Natioualist” the
article by Arthur Hildreth championing paternal gov-
ernment and its control of the post-office, schools, }i-
braries, gas works, water works, and almost, everything
else, I shuddered at the thought of how narrowly Ly-
sander Spooner’s precious manuscripte escaped ‘a fall
into Mr. Hildreth’s hands, and T congratulated myself
more than ever on having rescued them from such a

fate, even though, in order to do so, I 'was obliged to

convince Mr. Spooner's ignorant but greedy relatives
that these documents were of pecuniary value by offer-
ing and paying them several hundred dollars for what
they had proposed to give to Mr. Hildreth outright.
Mr. Hildreth is a gentl and a scholar, and per-
sonally I esteem him highly; but it would have been
as unfitting to have entrusted the supervision of the
great individualist’s writings to a despotic nationalist
as to have appointed the Pope of Rome the literary
executor of Voltaire.

Laissez Faire and the Body Politic.
To the Editor of Liberty:

In the * Workmen's Advocate ” of April 6 Mz. W. T. Horn
arswers the question I asked of State Socialists, which was
reprinted in Liberty of March 16, "My reuon for not an-
a\vering Mr. Hom throug

publish my‘llde of the debate Siace rejecting ona ‘of my
articles he lms pnbluhed one. from the oppoclt.e sld -

ALL human activities.”” HENRY Com

APRIL 20, 1889,

[Mr. Cohen expresses himself vaguely, and is lwble
to misinterpretation. Indeed, I am not sure ‘that I
understand him. He seems to be using the word “na-
ture” in 2 narrow sense, excluding human conscious
action, yet he speaks of nature’s ablhty “to apply her
own laws mf.elhgently.” teleologmal notions are
not to be tolerated in scie ‘ﬁo argument. - N&ture is
blind and as unmindful of man’s interests as of any
other. Man is obhged to study the laws (wnys) of na-
ture in order to adapt himself to the conditions under
which his short life has to be spent. ‘The more he
knows, the more comfcrwbly he atrarges his affairs.
But man is a social animal; and sociul exxstenoe has
its laws, which every unit of society must understa.nd.
Their violation is followed by social evils, and defer-

ence to them guarantees peace and stability.  Nature

is stationary; man is progressive. Ia the first case, he
is an outside observer aud i “vestige . T; in the second
he watches his own growth and development. Socicty
elevates man; man perfects society. 'What the State
Socialists should answer for is not their endeavor “to
apply natural laws to new social conditions,” but their
arrogant and injudicious claim to the menopoly of cor-
rect knowledge of the laws of social order and change.
Woe all have a nght to use our reason and mstmets in
the task of making life worth living on this curious
little planet. e all have a right to define happiness
and to seek its attainment. Nature does not authorize
any body of men to cxecute auy design of hers; we're
all here, and we must do the best we can. The only
question is whether individual liberty is compatible
with healthy social life. - Believers in majority govern-
ments say no; Anarchists think yes; nature is exas-
peratingly dumb; and society meanwhile is an Inferno.
-V.Y.]

Spread the Light.
[Carlyle.]

Out of a world of unwise nothing but an unwisdom can be
made. Arrange it, constitution-build it, sift it through bal-
lot-boxes as thou wilt, it is and "elnnins an unwiulom. the
new prey of new ks and hi the latter end
of it slightly better than the beginning ‘Who can ’bring a
wise thing out of a man nnwise? Not one

Power of Pro essive quoritigs.

lox the ‘social eonvicti




Laurent mdlgnantl'y removed the decante

“Ah! you spoil it,” he cried. :

Father Jean continued to mop his brow. . =

“Be seated,” advised Laurent; “it makes: you mn hotter to stand.”

«] believe. you," said Jenn. %This lLieat is too much for me.”

And he turned his head about, Jooking for a place where he amight get a breath
of fresh air. 'The s&o was mrmg, sen\imr out a torrid heat through every
opening.

* The mlct, decxdedly genetous, took advuntuge of this opportunity to refill the
lasses,
8 Jean drank mgam an r
his own ;jlass inio Jean’s, s

“(,ome, old boy, do me
ashamed of you. ~Ju
quilly. How do you li

«Oh! 1 never drank anything
emptying his glass w

“Such wine is not to
the same game over’

“ At auy rate,” answe

Laurent emptied: the be

“One finger . ... . W

thet.” .
ean tasted.

“Yes,” he smd, “g

empty the bottle bef
you the sweatil
Oht you have nio force.
The rag icker, d.un;
resolutely s ook is
“ No, no, th il
«Oh, yes,” :
that has been ipening
“No, Ltell you, I've
And Jean pushed back

hxmaeli back in hls seat, while Laurent emphed

g
honor.

o and quench your thiret . . . . thers .. .. tran-

co ‘pa‘ré with it,” confessed the rag- picker,

“at the first corner (coin)” said Laurenf., begmmng
pouring but not drinking.
humoredly, “lt is oi a good brand (coin).”

one good "
th This is at least its equal. - Let's

word, I am doiny all the drinking

in. your throat, good old fathe .

‘pletely restore yon. Some Bordem

You urs still at your first bumper, I am |

this me, that you may ‘taste it bettor. |

ted, but resisting; the temptatlon,

Laurent took a thi
«Ah! to be suve,”

glasses.
th

auch taken from the e:

ne every day.  Then make

the most of the op
This is better yet,
comet.”
And pourmg it out freely, he made pretenee of: dnnkmg, as he ad
“Do as I do.” '’
“Of the comet,” said J an, i
Then hic face be 1
« Beaune-Hospi
had died after o f

- ing myself first; this

“Oh! the lees ‘are as good dJea' , unable to ml.st.

He continted neverth
“ Bett.or and better;” he ¢

“Here’s to you!” ‘sai

A wminute passed. ' H moved lxmt on lne cha.u-, swea.tmg big drops and | YO

growling : : i
“Ahl but your masisv forgettmg me. Iamina hurry.”
Baror. Hoffmarin, who had “,itnessed th from behind t.he tupestry, mnde
a sign Lo Laurent, and di ed ng been noticed by the rag-p
Father Jean tmed 1o rise ; iness, felt back again.

Laurenb icked u the bottle ag:
: ted.

“The rest first,” be i m of the bottle, saving your re-

“We must riot leave cis it
“That would be a. plty 2
tonishing how thlrsr.
sa.lted.

nd smackmg his lips. “It's as-
ink the more I want, as if I were

pour from xt

“ Besidea; !

“In iact, I've often said that there’s nothxng like obampagné 60| 51 /
Tt's the son of light and the father of wit.”
Laurent Yourea continually, adding:
“Didn’t I'tell yon so?  Come, another ideal!”
4 Yes, yes, the dovil take me! it is the spirituel wine . . . the blood ot Fun
The valet nodded his head approvi ; o
“With the champagne, take some ofg t{e wine of the four beggars.” - '
“Ah!” answered Jean, “why do you call it the wine of the four beggars?
{ dog! - Because it asks tc be drunk . . . . four times! To make amends
silly fellow, pour some out.”
‘Laurent hastened to obey.
“Qut upon you, old joker! He made vy his moath. . . ;
touch it. . He alpped and moistened his ., like a § arrow.
And, filling Jean's already emptied glass, he add:
“Now forabumperl That's the talk1” - "~ :
1, youngster,” said.Jean, piqued, «if I did not restra,in myself b oo
swallow the whole wine-cellar, to the last drop, ou with.
twenty years ago, if you had seen mie, it was a very diq thmg, i
off more than a quart a year. . .. Old age! 'l‘bst whnt. itd T
pour away, you neglect me, you ‘worry me.”
ha pxt.yj here is no more here,” said Luu\'ent, pretendmg

He seemed ﬁob to

xcite him..
armly, “ turn on the faueet.”

ttle o.dmirmgly : ;
rklea he cned, ina hoam voxoe. . “Not.h‘ anxd dull

: p
And ith some oysters,” said he.
; mg imself up, sent them ﬂymg in the air vnth a blow

‘ o artwula.ted, thh eﬁor
k n, po nng the wme hxmself &nd ﬁllmg he g

a hew lacke appeared. :
‘onsleur baio pgaskmg for y

e
“)'ou, Paul?’ ¢
hpt nectar!”

r ‘oxng to fome me to. beg ;
red, it mustbe drank. Ah! Sainte-Nitou

ypocrite
He refilled Léon’s glass and his own; and drank again.
“No, thank you, 1 tell yon,” snd t.he valet, pushing ba

disdain
«Don’t be afraxd > said Jean, “«] mvxt.e you am- responsxb‘e £or everyth
I'm the master here Swa.llow that down, you ~booby :
wme, * answered the valet, dryl¥
rag- Jncker “Ah! poor ellowl Yon Te & Turk, tlmn! "
«+ and if you wilt”.

ok the wiiiewith m

- au-.
“Bundyl I 'm with you. Oht 'm not tired yet, my boy »
«Especially said Léon, taking from the side-table a bottle of oAd
cognac, brandy a hundred years ‘old. :
“Brandy! Water of lifel” cried the rag] xcker
“What a Do I want brandy, I? ‘Ah!

age. ' This room t’eels hke an too

, looking at Laurent stupldly | 8till s

£ ice.

to dnve a.wa.y the salt taste. :

champagne
©#Jeed!”
“Yes,

. It's easy to see it cosia yoﬁ ‘

blefal!”




“Here is a nut for the
port of the commiitee o
whu.h was submmed

ral's office was 11174 1
t.o colleot. it. Commﬁn s usel

; he reaches a class of peonle whi h
dis~ ted,—a class’of v-(-l'g

“discarded the
and then mad
he 13 in constan
tell what kind of a man one is,
of a god he believes in.” A
good, kind, just god; but a
_heartor merey. Ihave anidea
‘an Aunarchist,
image and likeness.
hu\ ) godhke attributes, o

“an Anarchxst It; musf. follow,
“believe that man has and should exer
‘Theretics. . * Anarchism,”’’

‘a8 the ultima of hu

©of human society, ono
and not a dream, as M

disease. vad
chism by seud

forty or fifty letters and
‘eamed that \‘.he Anarch

“well-written, intelligent; )
my method of propaganda

Anarchy and Anarchists’ )
not worth the trouble.
~the average man and wor

the State $80,682.42
And yet so e folks will

im that
always

distasteful to me, and kllear that no one will be the wiser on
the subject of Anarchy for reading the testi ials of good

behavior that we may be pleased to give ourselves.” The
lady is certainly mistaken wher. she says all serious n.en and
women must needs view my proposed method with suspick
because some of those most ready and willing to help me are
among the more self-sacrificing and earnest in the movenient,
against whom the charge of vanity eannot justly be made.
If the methiod ‘be distasteful to hér, then her refusal to co-
operate is valid, but because it is distasteful to her is no good
reason why discredit should be thrown upon those who be-
lieve it right and proper.: The principles one holds have
much to do with his behavior, and it frequently occurs that
one’s principles can 'be discerneC by his hehavior, If Anar-
chists are well-behaved, honezy, just, it seems to me. it will
go a good ways towards teaching tlie people that their prin-
ciples make good men and women.: Object lessons are the
most forcible Jessons to teach, and if the puople see’ that An-
archists are good, honsst folks, they will be more likely than
not 'to want to know tke reason why.

I auswer these objections in Liberty because. others be-
sides my correspondents may have the same objections and
can be reached better through Liberty than any other way.
Other obj Iwill pt to later on.

It has been suggested that the matter I have accumulated

' be put in beok form, and if arrangements can be’ mwda, it
{ will be done. Liberty’s readers can be assured it would

make & .very interesting and readable book, and ‘one which
would aid the moven.ent very materially.
Josnrn A, LABADIE.

Oh, No, We'Have Not For gotten.

Time at last seu all things even;
And if one will but wait the hour,
There never yet was human power

That could evade, it unforgiven,
Tbhe patient search and vigil long
Ot him who treasures up a wrong.

Joe Howard, the fi paper cor ! is
gifted in & marked degree with the power of detectiug a
sham, a humbug, and a fraud.. He has exposed a grea.t many
of them in his time (when there was no chance of his. losing
a dollar by doing so) and rather enjoys the’ privilege of inde~
pendent expression (when there 38 no opportunity to obtain
a free drink by playing the toady); but there is one gi i

boring men, they were amicted with an unfort

clination to work, preferring to live on the

patronage of those people who did work. ~ They wug%u to

persuade the working-classes that they were their special

champions by preaching incendiarism, ruin, and mu.der in

order to ‘“reconstruct society,” hoping thus to ingratiate
Ives into the confid of the lavoring masses for the

sake of the revenue there would be in the business. They

wete counting upor making a 'good living out of the opern-

tion, and, if they had ded in *“r

they of course anticipated the chances of plac

foremost and o top of the new order of thin

highway robber, the burglar,—every criminal w

| the business of preying upon: honest men and making aliv: :

ing by lawless adventnre,—-makes precisely the, ume mis-
take. It usually proves a fatal misstep in“life, and i lms;
proved so in the case of Spies, Lingg, Panons, and heir co-
consplratots.

’Ihis morningLingg was resplendent in a flaming red neck-
tie, and with the hoarse voice of a stage villain he relieved
his pent-up emotions by gtunnng out in German something
about hoetty or death.

There are 1o ex ing in Spies’s favor,
nor are there any in the cases of Linjg, Fischer, and Engel.
They were all steeped in the malignant, hloody, and ‘despe-
rate censpiracy against the life of social authority and its
representatives. There were all the essentials of mavder in -
their hearts and conduct, malicious intent and aforet.honght
deliberate and homicidal:

Day after day she [Nm&. Van Zandt] longs and pines and
sighs for a sight of the fellow [Spies] who with lordly indif-
ference puffs his clouds of nicoiine in her suﬂermg face and
listens to Ler romantic talk with the carelessness born of his

{raund of which; though I have no doubt he pérceivés it tho-
roughly, he has as yet made no pubhc expoaure, save to those
who are endowed with a detective power similar to his own.
That frand is Joe Howard himself. "And he is ’no}, only a
fraud, but a brute. A remarkable instance of his i)iiitality
snd hysocrisy is to be found by contruting his. letters
written from Chicago vrevious to the executisn of Spies and
his comrades, in which he heaped upon the heads of those
men columns of abuse that for fiendisbness eélip&éd'ﬁxiythmg
that appeared in print in these days of hideous insanity,
with a letter which he has published within'a month (@ pro-
pos of electﬂc-ty as a substitute for the gsllowu), in which,
no longer having a chance to make & dcun.r by slandering the
Chicago martyrs, hu exp thi '",; app! ¢t his

s

honest opivion of them. The antagonism between the fol-

own self- it and flatulent vanity.

Lingg is a curiosity with & door-mat head, a doughy face,
an evil, sinister expression, a magmﬁcent chest, and poorly-
fashioned legs. - He is ag crazy ‘as a March hare on the sub-
ject of Lingg. To him the idea of revolution is a caramel a
chance for anarchy isa tanderlom with mushrooms :

Lingg’'s defiant attltnde, his caged hyenabea.ung, his uhom:
expressions of contempt for the human race in geners] and
the official portior ::.sreof in particular, have brought about
their normal har rest. g

[Boston Globe, May 12, 1889.]
: * But to return to tho Anarchists.
It was impossible to look at those four men, knowiug that
the mangled body of their friend snd associate was in‘an ice
box but a few yards uway, and uot note their sublime indif-

lowing extracts from Howard’s leiters in the Boston ¢/ Globe
of Novembez', 1887, and - Howard’s letier in the same paper
of May 12, 1889, effe\.tnﬂly brands their vrriter as one of
u:ose hacks of literature wbom Ru
telies who p‘wn the dirty linen of their aouls
daily for a bottls of sour w!ne anda cigar.”
7 [Boston Globe, November, 1887.]

The American public bhas been fed ad nauseam with sensa-
tional stuﬂ abont theee men, They (] 'sen plctured #s
“they

1 recall my
doscription at the time. - [Yes, and to your scrrow and. dis-
comfiture, a8 you perceiv Ebrron Lmn:n'nr.] I certainly

some thirty fest above
'Belund each man st.ood a do

light of the terrible experi C
it is difficult to nndersusnd why these deput
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