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“ For oimc in thine eyes, O Liberty!
Shines that hgh light whereby the world is saved;
And| n\owll tlau llay u. we w0ill trust in thee.”
JouN Hay:

iied life, while the. Socmhst rega.rds the large living
organism, ‘society, as the true unit.” - How scientific!
jHow phrlosophlcal and profound! boclety is the unit

underst’andir

tionalist” as one of tl moat logxcal short treansos on
; the aims and desn'es of i.he so-called scxenhﬁc Anar-

. eompnlsory taxamou and land nationalization = things
w}nch only edltors and reviewers of ationalist papers
stent .individual-

[}

with the po ice outrages in the city of ‘Iew York
states that ‘““the records of the Police Comrmsaloners
show that wwhm a'few years hundreds of complamts
‘have been made by reputable citizens who have felt
that' their persons -have been most shamefully abused
+ by policemen.” - We ‘must remember that the average

citizen has neither the opportunity ner the’inclination
‘to lodge complaint against police ruffians, and that

only in exceptional cases are complaints made.  This

gives us an jdea of the kind of protection we receive
: fmm the hands of the police. i

Fen J.- Armsdeu ‘declares in “Free Llfe " that he

! n-market and the prmclple that the de-
ings; aml needs of men: ares truer gmde than

my position and that he takes his stand

| iug that he préfers to let each reader draw his own

conclusions as to the animus of the prosecution against
him. For my part, I can find no words to express the
anger, indignation, and disgust with which I am filled
when I think of the villainous cowards and. miserable
hypocritical scoundrels who seem to be determined to
crush the unpopular editor and honest man.

Ten persons were arrested and brought before a
Baltimore justice on the charge of creating a disturb-
ance at a meeting of revolutionists. The individual
who addressed the meeting denied the existence of
God and urged revolution and the abolition of private
property. His oppo:eucs, very orthodox people, be-
came excited an4 threaten.d to assault the speaker and
his sympathizers. The justice, addreumg the prison-
ers, raid: “It is & pity that the police did not bring
every person in that hall to this station. Without
question that ting: was an unlawful membly.
You assembled there on the Sabbath to discuss the
queations, ‘Is there a bod?' and the hke, and Social:
ism, Anarchism, and so on. I regard any assembly to
dispute the existence of God as unlawful, and particu-
larly by a lot of unnaturalized foreigners who have no
aympotby with our government. Thooe who '»belleve

punish such offend

propose to have a repetmon of the Haym

Chicago, and the pohee department

such a riot. -~ But you had no right

ing. By doing so you plwed yoursels

with the Anarch sts, if you suy you are

a8 you certainl

each one dollar and costs.”

on the bench'i getung long. :
In an interview wnth a reporter of a New York

daily, Col. Ingersoll, after an eloquent 1

observance, generously added the follo 5

upon a level
t such,.and,

The list of immortal asses

with the enjoym 6

. that we cann

ble or advisable to give the Individualists and
Anarchistic Socialists a hearing. It certamly wouln
be incorrect to say that he does not duly

the importance and scientific welght of th 0
views of the reformers who follow the evolati
philosophers instead of the sentimental:

following extract from an editorial 1 ,
October “Arena,” are individualistic: which makes .
it all the more surprising that he has faiisd to give the .
radical sutagonists of paternalism and reyulation
be- | opportunity to etate their reasons for the faith tha

in them on the pages of his catholic and pi
magazine. Dealing with the subject of the decli
reverence for law, Mr. B.. 0. Flower writes:
former days liberty was accounted of the ﬁrsb‘xmport
ance and great reliance was placed on the inheren
manhood and instinctive sense of right and

thut pervaded the masses. Few laws, and those bnsed
strictly on umversally dccepted prmmples

were deemed necessary, whlle the greates

| have long been vamshmg That hea.lthy co
| inanhood that was such a strong characteristic of our

poople has in a great measure given place to the per-
nicious doctrine of governmental, State, or municipal
protecuon and intervention. The reaction “of late
years has taken the forin of « craze — for overyth' f
we must have a law. The people are incapab) of self
government; they mustbe treated as children.

must be looked after by the State. Usually behin
the pleasing front of the protective law stands an in
terested party.. The glove of philanthropy generall

, | conceals the hand of tyrannica! monopoly or selfish

avarice. In other cases lawmakers are. anxmus to
make a name. They seize on every 11l-consrdered sug
gestion advanced by the press or on the pi

ment o; the hour and promptly come forward wil

rty it may
mfrmge." But why does Mr. Flower deplore the de-

cline of reverence for law? He ought to’ welcome the
factas a healthy ug’n of a new t.endency, as I do.

the writer that it ought to-

: crowded lel.sonn. Whe!
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Love and Sex.
© Y is a physlologieal truth that the sex
dualy is the last to mature. It
iruih applies in soclology : ide
masters, but even advaueed thinkers have very undoveloped
idvas on the matter of gexual ralm.ioul. Not loug:
Allau L awd sn armte on the marringe que&tion,

1 atum ot indivi-

who are above sex,”’ xum dec!u ior the women who had
the healthy desire to be nvmhera “'Of one hing he was sure,
— that the perjatuution of the raca positively required that
there should he moiners; — of thy necessity of wives he
juuntily remarked . thai it. was of little or no lmportance.
cortespondert tonk exception to the seomingly lax moral-
-of the articlo, and the editor of the **Popular Science
nthly " pacitied his correspondent and belittled hiself

y endeavoring to shield Grant Ailen from the plain infer-
ence of his words, saying that, s the article was & scientific
otie, only a scientific and not & :aoral imzerpret&t!ou should
Pe given to his meating.

But the murriage and populat,iou questm‘xs are ap to be
settled. It is impossiblo to talk of popuiation without talk-
‘ing of marriage, or to tatk ot marriage and not bring i1 mex
relutions. ‘There is n~ halt-way bouse or logical vesting place
between Lathclic %m and Atheim, 0* be&w n desp 3

oint; but they both clmwly agree in the end Mr: Pentecost's

timent and Mr. Wallace's science luargi
conclusion.
i | seems that Grmxt Allen has been at 1t agam

in a common

‘to become mothers, and recommends tuom to choose
porary husbands the finest, hemlniext, and most intel
men. This Mr. Wallace denounces as detestable and so re-
volting to his moral naturs that he enters into no argument

against it, but simply asserts that it would ¢ impair family

life and parental affection, and Increase pure seusualism ' ;
and so he endeavors to steer between the ideas of a writer in
the *“ Arena” who vwouid i ad ding d

of

based on sex. As there is no other love in dispute, it would
be useless to refer to any other. There is no statute or social
custom that limits any other love relation: a man or woman
can be promiscuous in -any. other love relation, and so far
from being ostracised, will gain eredit and renown. A wo-
man may lavish all her sentiment on great men and poets or
stupid priests or heathens, so long as she draws the line at

‘| sex love; and a woman who loves all humanity or devotes

herself to increasing the comforts of the sick or reforming
her “fallen brothers,” individually or collectively, is gene-
rally considered a * good” woman, and her self-sacrificing
qualities are set forth in dramas 2nd novels as virtues; but
if she ovursteps the forbidden sex line, her virtues are for-
gotten and her vice is made the lesson. If Mr. Pentecost
would not have lov+ based on sex, on what would he base it ?
Age, weight, co' i, opinions, or what? ‘The reason why pre-
sent relutionships result so often in misery and failure is not
because they are based on sex, hut hecause they are also
based on an element that would wreck anv o her union that
men or women ¢an enter into, . e., tho element of Com-
munism. Marriage, whether legal or free, that involves the
idea of *“duty’ as generally understood. and eliminates in-
dividuality, is bound to result in failure.

Ibsen is the true prophet, not Tolstoi. Mona Caird’s arti-
cles and novel show far clearer scientlfic spirit than Tolstoi
and his followers.  As to Mr. Fentecost’s remark that the
sexual passion is something of which ““all but beasts are
ashamed,” he goes back with Tolstoi to the ignorant and
degraded Christians who believed that through woman's
charms sin and damnation entered the world. St. Paul and
the Christian fathers looked upon the sex relation as'an un-
clean thing. Tartullian said that woman ought always to
feel repentant, seeing that she has been the destruction of
the race, and he calls her the gate of hell. - Origen sajc that
marriage was an unholy and unclean thing and a mea!is of
suxual lust, and made a eunuch of himself, — which, by the
way, does not destroy the desire.. And Augustine ‘said that
celibates will shine in heaven like dazzling stars, while the

‘| parents who begot them will resemble stars without light.

Not only in this matter did the ‘ pure and holy” early

‘| Christians despise carnal ap4 fleskly pleasures, but in many

others. The uncleanly saint who starved his sex nature for
the glory of God also neglected ‘all hygienic measures.. To
have enjoyed the carnal luxury of a Turkish bath would

have been as sinful as to bave enjoyed a woman. Physieal |
pleasure was tabooed: “music, -dancing, tasteful food, or‘;
bodily ease. To mortify the flesk was moral, and to con- ;

State control that wou'd relegate n to.the function of
‘reproductive inachines, and the ideas of free love as set forth

e the divine; ‘live out ql, ‘humaelves”’ in a realm of
fantasy and insanity, was the highest height of spiritual per-

by Grant Allen.  He believes in pe mic mar-
riage, and quotes Miss Chapman, - who uguel that nature,
instinct, history, sciecce, and prerionce prove * that marri-
- ages turn out well or iil ¥u proportion ae husband and wife

‘are loyal, sinking differences and even grievances {for the
sake of children aud for the sake of example M

That iree love would impair family life, — ‘“‘as generally
understood,” — is true, though why it should destroy pl-
rental affection and increase *‘ pure sensualilm” is. niot so
plain. The parents, being intellectual and healthy
contained tnd self-respecting individuals, are not Hkely ‘to
call out less intelligent love in their offspring, and aré them-
‘gelves less likely :to be the victims of unrestrained feoling.

As to Miss Chapman’s argument that experience shows that |

loyal couples are most worthy, experience has also shown, as
Mona Caird puts it, that ‘‘the result of such marriages is
that band and wife b mere
useless to the world, because they‘have
and let individuality die.  There are fe
irritating than a * very united eouple.” "
However, Mr. Wallace sees that there
cbanges to be brought about befor‘e i

1 , though thei. bodies were foul and diseased. But
why be ashamed of one function more than ancther, or one
faculty more than another? Does Mr. Pentecost take Com-
stock as his patron saint in prelerence to Walt Whitman ?
1s a beautiful living body more objectionable than a beauti
ful bitof seulpture? Is hie ashamedof the necessary functions
of organs for maintaining life as well as of the reproductlve

organs, and does he eat and drink in shame and inthe dark?
Is he ashamed to sweat, or to know that his liver secretes
bile, and is it ohscene to kiss-and to feel the warm sweet

breath of one he loves? - Why call one attribute higher than
another? A man may be a great mathematician and abore;
a great physiologist and a brute; a great orator and a beast.
He muy have a passion for music and painting or poetry
and be very illogical. To be an Apollo and nothing more;
or a musician and nothing more; or a logician or mathe-
matician and nothing more, is to be but a one-sidod, badly
developed individual. To be a great thinker with a large
frame and a powerful digestion and a beautiful form is to
come nearer being a perfect man than to bea weakling and
There is nothing subliine in- dyspepsia, nor

N .
a dyspep

| anything low in robustness. Goethe was an’ Apollo; wonld

he have been a greater poet if he had been decrepit like
Pope? Of course, exaggeration or perversion of any faculty
or appetite is unwise and unhealthy, and: therefore bad.
But who is to determine the limit? ‘The small eater, the
weakling? Certainly not. Tien why should Comstock and
his kind decide where the line should be drawn a8 to ama-

| tiveness and as to what are the‘higher and lower faculties?

and they would be urged
proved lnmself wonhv As
ders ‘women absolutely §i

A perfectly rounded-out man is equal in"all his‘attributes;

| and he only “‘lowers’’ himself when he injures his health;

and wrongs others only when he invudes ‘their eqna] liberty
to live out their life.
Bnt here Mr. Pentecost falls back on science and says t.hat

it it were proved.
population muonary it’is need!

hen such a condition
, Mr. Spencer says that

entire evolution we are ooumnplntlug, there o,m stitl
slow astronomic and geologie chang hich must
such complete adjustment of human pature to surronn
cumlmmu as would permit the r: multiplication to |
80 low.' :

So, supposing the theory to be true in the long run, it
no practical vaiue as a guide to prt-scut generations,. B
maintain the theory is not true; It"is-mainly made up of
eonclusions drawn from analogies. The-only direet infer-
ences are like those made by Mr. Wallace, that it isa“‘ com-
mon observation that intellectual people do not as a rule
have large families " and that many geniuses have died celi-
bate or childless, It is also observed that intellectual people
suffer from neurasthenia and chest troubles. 'To 'base a the-
ory on such slim facts is weak; first, the facts prove nothing
in particnlar; factory women and puritans are often’ ob-
served to be sterile, . But 1 doubt the facts.” It is ‘‘ com-
monly observed”’ for the reason that highiy intellectual
people are more conspienous than ordinary poople, AN wheh
the fact is true it is noted becanse it is peculiar. Re!erem:e
to a biographical dictionary would throw light on this mat-
ter and be more reliable than obsery ns. - Bat
supposing it true. it does not follow that they are less fer-’
tils, — it proves only that they have less children. French
people generally have less children thar Germal 4
Americans less than the English, but it does not follo
their sexual nature is weaker. Some moralists a
troubled over the fact that geniuses are commonly obser
to be immoral, and are asking why the sins ot:
should be condoned more than the sins of everyday |

There is an immense amount of hypocerisy in dealin
this subject. An English statistician has:been:
figures to show that the “beiter classes’” marry ;
later than the worst classes, and the implication is — or the
figures mean nothing — that the lower classes are
nal than their saintly superiors. No one, so far'as I’
has publicly put the true interpretation or these facts, w!
is that the “better classes’ are pecuniarily. better ab.
resort to *‘better class’’ prostituvon.: A syndic
that has run through muny .arge Sunday papers h
investi as to bachelors o1 * . hetter ¢ls
who bélong to clibs and keep snug licle suites
and has dnenvered wby men doh't' marry.
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they lew! such a jolly, free life thal they do nob care to Te-
strict their pleasures by ‘having snch an’ exper

through that these men are chaste, whereas'there'is not a
reader, nor the wrimr either, who does noi: know't]mt asa;

supplanted anothier. ;
Then again we are told that women who use then‘ rains,

college graduates, ete., are 1ly sterile.

of highly intellectual men, it is also commonly o

si!yly it may be true that the flat-chested colleg: Wwor
generally sterile,— which is not the same taing as g
sexual: feeling, —but is it a necessity that they shounld for-
ever remain physically inferior? Physiologists have shown
why the average woman is weak and muscle-bo«nd an
short-winded ; but all this is being changed.. With woman’s
entrance into colleges has come. her development in the
gymnasiums.attached, and recently, at Harvard, Dr.

made a fine showing of what can be done for woriea in

line. After a time there wil) be no reason why a female'
graduate shall be less athletic than the male graduate, or
why she shall not compete in throwing handsprings, swinging
Indian clubs, sprinting, and doing other 1eats of nerve s
strength. When the weak class of gmduates is supplai

Again, the eliminating of ~th
dependent upon intellect. = g
“In the time of St. Cyprlxm, bef retbe Decian pemecut

‘became loud ‘and general 'Virgi
together in the same hmme, and vith




: Curlylo aud Schopﬂ hn
hardt, or Emerson.

- Ahraham. or Mahomet

Main. the sume, insmuilonu
nd grow, und Lhe sex im-

upirlt, — that it ¢lnims freedom in all thlngs. mul the lndwl-
dual is becoming more und{ more indlviduallsed.~ Never was

Presoni age, was the idea of

sible and desirable, =4

castes, no classes, and no*

the issue now. ' It ig the ki qlmsuon of fraellom against re-
straint, fougt And ‘thé: fr eedom meuns

tutions.” .
As for the ¢ i
- others need not t’uur

to newer conditions.:
now_than futmerly,

first, Iast, and ouly chance,
bratality, and a more aniitic t
There {3 & wi g
of Romie and
and pastimes
though the nature of
relations, frck
Toore consider:
‘volving the i [
cencies of prostitution; ' the
_ vulgar depravity. of divorce courts and breach of promise
cases, and the shootings and crimes committed . by ' outs
‘raged” husbands, will all be looked upon, in an ago ol Iree-
dom, as we mmlems look upon wifeselli
‘ete., of the'n
woman with
but as she is, she lms too much sense of her.own individual-
ity to tolernte anything like sinking her personality, totally
and unconditionally, in-the family or the .Smu: as did the
Roman matron, - Freedom wili:work m uy ¢ i bm it
will never eliminate the sexual feel
of only half a dozen dosires in:
able to suppo
- only - the rurp(m of pﬂ)cremi
mental- teleology, that can find
order that such # new vntieny at b
free play mus
of the brutes,

,-i1 OUT sex
and

1s there not truth in the Bnylng that ‘“ men will always be as
Insy as they dare to be”? - The same law that made the

county, and thres stories high, and twenty
hitehed to it. Inside the yhouw
Winch rifles. The building was mo

Orient, with its luxuriant means of subsi [
race inferior to that produced by the more rigid umdltlmm of
Europe — though the races are of common origin — seems
ever active. Men need a vigorous and healthfil exercise of

toward Springtield, which is about
when the people of the latter place di
diately org: d. Al

all thelr faculties in order to attain complete hood

In pointing out the evils of our present social condition,
and in showing the advantages of cobperation, Nationalism
is doing good work. But when, in seeking * voluntary co-
operation,” ity ndvm,men put their trust in political agencies
and 1 interf , do they not then
evince more sentiment than renl knowledge of “first prin-
ciples”? For it must be remembered that government of
man by man implies coercion, that coercion ‘begets hatred,
and that hatred begets crime.

Individualism, like Nationalism, recognizes the importance
of eavir in developing man; aud it also seeks to im-
prove this envir In idering the hod by

d gover

 which to accomplish this, we are brought to the principal
- difference — nay, the only difference — between Nationalism

and Individualism.

The method of Individnalism is, 1.) to hold high its ideal, —
‘“the perfect freedom for the perfect man,”” — knowing that
each is thus doing his part towards monlding that power
which is mightier than the sword, and before which thrones
will crumble to dust — the power of public opinion.  And
again, 2.) Individualists are ever mindful that the trend of
progress should be toward, and not away from their goal.
They insist that men, when shown the advantage of coGpera-
tion, will voluntarily seek such advantage,

Are thero any who think. that coiperation, or mutual de-
pendence, is a- new phase in Individualism — perchance
forced upon it by the Nationalistic movement? or who
think that the prineiple of the * brotherhood of man?’ is
wanting v its phitosophy 2 - If there are, and if we consider
Heorbert Ypencer compitent to speak for: Individnalism, we
may note what he said upon the subject as far back as 1850
¢ How truly, indeed, human progress is toward greater mu-

tnal dependence, ay well a8 toward greater individuation —

how traly the wolfure of each is dally more involved in the
welfare of all —and lmw‘ ruly, therefore, it is the interest
of each 1o-respect the interest of all, may with advantage be
illustrated at lengsh; for.it is a fact of which many seem
wofully ignoraut.””  And again:: ‘ No.one can be perfectly
freo 1ill all are free; 1o ove can be perfectly moral till all
are moral; no one can be perfectly happy-till all are happy.”
Certainly no clearer statement of Indivndunhsm need be
given; yet its opp persist in
sympathetic condition = one in ‘which the‘interest of each is
a perpetual conflict withithe interests ‘of alli” ’l‘hey forget |
that they are portraying a condition (which now. exists) in
which the action of the individual is humpéred by a vast net-
work of hindruices by this very govemmant whose powers
they seek to angment, The wmpem.lnn they denounce is
ous in which labor — rendered “helpless: by being - denied
natural - opportunities — is ‘hopelessly competing againat
capital which, t-with gover ,/i8 enthr 1 upon

the monopoly of the vacant. land, the money, and the com-"

merce.  When, conversely, we pﬂrtmy the indxvldual with
his futters broken, — with free land, free” money, “and free

tridde, — we find that his interest and the interest of all are |

inxepurable, . For, manifestly, énch, as'a producer, is bene-
fited by the greater consutning ability. ot all;" and each, as

a consumer, is benefited by the greater producing ability
of all.

It may, however, be urged that though we lmve outgrown
the milivant regime of the past, we are not. fully fitted to the
industrinl regime of the future, and there must yet needs be
sime coerclon.. Granting this, still bé who. thoroughly De-
lieves.in coerclon’ peeds it most; whllo hie who needn 1t least
can seareely see 1ts.need. - Could absoluteh i
be. estublished, the of 1
would balance. The barmony thus gainsd must nmmawly
produce the highest ideal of Nationalsm, and at the same
time the highest ideul of Individualist.

Beautles of Govemme ‘t.
{(hmyinu “fiom the Proqs.]

DN vER, -CoL., Sept. 25. o Républican
from Lamur, Col., says: .
Waord tiaw been'_received of serions trouble between - the
towns of Hoston and: Springfield, in: Baca county,
county wigmads from Los Animas county by the last

ul :\:«wmhlv. |llere has: l»enm strife between theu two

A ‘special to

jug it:as anun- |

and’ tbe need of it |

brought into tsition, and :
Upﬂu overtaking the Spriugﬂeld party the; oomm
halt, which was answered by a volley of d}o&l rom:
in the building. The Boston erowd then fired, and
battle raged, which ended in the Sprlugﬁold cont!
ing driven from the building.  Coal ofl was the
and the building was set ca fire and entlrely consvmed
Gireat excitement prov..lu, but,; owing to the isolation
the towns, — Springfiel? being over fifty miles from
which is the nearest ratiroad station, — news s -
tain. Several persons arrived hero from Sprlngﬁuldtut
and departed hurriedly, after buying all the
could find in town. It is reported that several parties
seriously wounded and two kllled during ﬂw figh!
news is not anthentic.

GurHRIE, OK., Oct. 2, 1800. This.was a dny of . ext:m
excitement in the Legislature, the occasion being tho
sideration of the bill for the permanent location of the
torial capitol. .

The lower house yesterday passed the bill loc
capitol at Okluhoma City.  Before action had hee
the bill in the upper house, a motion in the Tower
reconsidér the action of yesterday was adop
of the measure, however, prevailed upon Speaker
sign the Dbill after the vote on recousideration, and
sentative Perry quietly . took _the bill and started

‘presiding officer of that body,
The enemies of the measure observed the move,
legislative body becamo a howling mob.

upou Speaker Daniels, It
that the bill be returned to-the clerk.

was caught, Some one cried, * Hang him!”

taken up and became general. ¢
Porry begged for mercy and turned his

“ Nesbitt has the bill,” he cried.” i

Marshal Grimes appearad in'Representative Hal

the excited crowd, which still demanded the punlshmemt

Perry and Nesbitt, =
Great exci

t prevails tonight.

Gurarig, 0. T., Oct. 3. The excitement -over tbe
location, which reached its climax ymterda.y. conf
day.” After the demonstration ‘against Messrs. Daniels,
Perry, and Nesbitt last evening hiad subsided, 8. R.lﬁwbell
city attorney of Oklahoma City, who chanced to
sent this telegram to.one of his !rieud: at home:

“Your repmsantaﬂves were mobbed on the
Send 100 armed men.”” .

sion
Fully twlce as. msny lrl
equaily strongly armed, w
Their’ presence L

‘taken but the allghtes

trouble.

céutre yesmrduy to
‘As soon as the Hou
Tarrill hm-od ced
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‘“In rent and i 1y the last v of-old-time sla-
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the cxecu-
tioner, the scal of. the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gauge of the cxciseman, the erasing- lmife of the (lvpurtmmr elerk,
all those insignia nf Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath
(Rér heel." — PROUDHON,

§3 The appearance in the editorinl coluran o! articles
over other signatures than the editor’s initial indicates that
ves their central purpose and gener:
naible for e

tenor,
ot hold hlmsell T

fact am ardently opposeo! to ‘such’ a campaign.
tarn, I ask Mr. Herbert how he Jnstiﬁes ‘his apparent
attribution to me of a wish to see such a campmgn in-
stituted.
It is true that I expect lendmg and_ borrowmg to
disappear, but not by any denial of the right to lend
“and borrow. On the contrary, I expect them to dis-
ppear by virtue of the aﬁirmahon and exercise of a
“right that is now denied; — 1 mely, the right to use
“one's own credit, or to ekc ange it freely for another’s,
1 such a way that one or the other of these credits
‘may perforn the function’ of a cmmla.tmg medium,
without the payment of any tax for the privilege.
Tt has been repeatedly demonstrated. in these columns
that the exercise of such a right would accomplish the
gradual extinction of interest without the ai
force, and the nature of thxs economic process has
been deseribed over and over again. - This demonstra-
tion Mr. Herbert steadily ignores, and the position it-
self he never meets save by a sweeping denial, or by
characterizing it as un phllosophxca.‘, or by subst.ltutmg
for it a man of straw of his own crea.hon and then
knocking it down.
The Anarchists assert that mwreat, however it may
have originated, exists today only by virtu
legal monopoly of the use of credit for currency pur-
poses, and they trace the process, step by step. by
which an’ abolition of that monopoly would gradually
reduce interest to zero. Mr. Herbert never stops to
-analyze this process that he )
‘1t and point lt. out; he sx

market, and &
- justify their at

by which the Anarchists argue from the abolition of
monopoly to the disappearance of interest, and it is in-
cumbent upon Mr. Herbert to point this flaw out, or
else admit his own error. It is almost incredible that
an argument so often reiterated can have escaped the
attention of so old a reader of Liberty as Mr. Herbert,
but, lest he should plead this excuse, I will state that
it is most elaborately and conclusively set forth in the
pamphlet, “ Mutual Banking,” by Col. Wm. B, Greene.
If, after mastering the position, he thinks he can over-
throw it, I shall be glad ‘o meet him on that issue.
Meanwhile, before parting with him for today, I
venture to remind him that our controversy on the
land question is still unfinished and that the floor be-
longs to him. T
Anarchism and Scientific Reform.
According to Mv: Daniel G. Thompson, who may be
idered a representative of the modern evolutionary
hool and the tific sociologists, the scientific me-
thod of promoting reform, the only way of perfecting
civilizatice, is that which “allows the individual to
have his own will in the most complete liberty” and
which at the same time ““aims so to mould his charac-

cC

ter that his wishes and desires shall coincide exactly | i

with the demands of social welfare.” The $wo com-
plementary precepts which theoretical ¢e furnish
to ‘practical reforms are: “To keep limiting the
sphere and diminishing the functions of govefhmeﬁt
reducing both as fast and as far as is consistent with
security; and to foster in every conceivable way the
formation and maintetiance of the altruistic character
in individuals.”

Now this is a tolerably correct statement of the Anar-
chistic method of reform. I am glad to find so close
an agreement between us and. the phxlosophwal sucio-
logists, and I wish to emphnlze the fact that tha An-
archists are the only practical reformers who wotk in
obedience to scientific social laws and principles. But
one question remains :  How are: these precepts to be
carried out and realized ? Touchlng the first, it is
sufficiently obvious that the only efficacious and proper
way of diminishing the functions of government is to
persuade the people that their advantage lies in that
direction. If liberty is better than compulsory regu-
lation, then all that is needful, and indeed pnssible, is

to disseminate w1dely the knowledge of the facts and

considerations conveying that lesson. - But how to fos-
ter the formation and maintenance of the altruistic
character, is not so clear. . It is desirable that people
should know and tollow their interests in'the sense in
which they are coincident and identical with. the inter-
ests of others; it is granted that the happmess of euch
would be increased, rather than lessened, by what is
called altruistic conduct.  But nobody will pretend
that under present industrial and social conditions,
where there is so much to divide men and so little to
unite them, altruistic conduct meets with any en-
couragement or reward. - Neither the victims nor the
victors of our industrial warfare are disposed to listen
to theoretical lessors in altruistic morality, the practical
lessons of their daily ities being decidédly un-
favorable to that higher view. it is therefore in vain
that Mr. Thompson reminds us of the necessity of pro-
moting liberalism. and humanitarianism;  all who
have attempted such work are ready. to testify to the
sterility and uselessness of such efforts.

John Stuart Mill furnishes a better statement of the
problem with which we are dealing. He \rrites: .

To do a8 you would be done by, and to love your. neighbor
as yourself, constitute the ideal perteetion of utilitarian mo-

rality. As the means of making: the nearest approach to |

this ideal, utilit.y would enjoin ﬁrst, tlu
th !

practically, it may be called
‘as nearly as poulble in h:
whole, and,- z

'tm power as to mblilh

bitua) motives of nction, and the sentiments connected
with may fill a large and prominent place in evel
being's sentient existen.e.

Theze is reason to think that, in saying that the lo,v
should place the happiness or the interest of ever
dividual as nearly as possible in harmony with
terest of the whole, Mill impliec. something different
than the demand for equal liberty and equal oppor-
tunity, which the Anarchists, and individualists repre-
sented by Mr. Thompson, make. Mill was not
altogether opposed to government regulation of in-
dustry and commerce, while we are, thmkmg 88 We

 do that men’s interests cannot be made identical by

any positive regulation and intervention on the‘pam of
government. But what concerns us nere is the fact
that Mill laid stress on the urgency of securing har-
mony between men’s material interests as s co

of ethical progress. This is what, in effect, Ml
culeates: “Do you wish to improve soci

to reform preva.lhng malad)ustnvants?

higher advantages of mutualism and ]ust
“Now what the Anarchists say is this: * L
omplete mdustnal hbert,y, let governmel

production. . Such liberty would bring us-
the point of identity of interests as it is
us ever to attain. ' And then let culture a

do all that may be done to eliminate the n

‘elements of compulsory government and ele

so that they will neither command nor obey, ‘
word, be free. :

never will reach that &
governmental compuls

there can be no objections -against a
which really restricts itself to the function of pmmct- .
ing life and property and liberty. i

But it would be a rmst-ake to imagine tlmt Anar.

mental and utopian aﬁ’alr For aurely it ‘woul
folly to waste time on ihe discussion of such

question as the ultimatc possibilities of humanity.
Whether the possibility of * g a state of perfec- '
tion and absolute adapta: granted or ‘not, the
certeinty that the elim? atio.. of the- las v .

would justify level- headeﬂ reformers in pursumg
useful practical plan of limiting governm

the least concern about the trivial comylm

ists and extremists.

| taxation and-
| pronounce in fav'




claim that, it is right and proyer to compal others to |
take certain precautions to preser

‘sions.  We charge that individu

blunderingly violate their own busi

they refuse to endorse: the Anarclustlc “demand for
vcluntary taxation and ec tit teeti We

Sh1

which, if not ducted by the respc gov! t for
| the equal henefitof ail the people, are sure to be menopolized
and used by irr ible petty gov ts for robbing and
oppressing the mass of the people to gorge the few aud de-
moralize ail. ~ Then, if government gradually assume the
administration of any other kinds of industry, it will be ex-

ive pr
insist that voluntary taxation is pruohcable among

people very far from perfect, and that it is essential
to emphasize here and now the right of the non-
iuvasive individual to jgnere the reorganized and im-
proved State. It is sufficient for us to recognize that
there are now in our midst very many individuals who
would never willingly aggress or invade or tyrannize,
and there is no reason why these (who m.y be very
imperfect when judg.d from a higher standard than
the readiness to do simple justice). should not be left
free to protect themselves as:they deem best. We
may be, and doubtless are, imperfect enough to need
some kind of protection against: anti-social people;
but we ought to possess sutfici mtelhgence and suf-
ficient regard for elementary equity to appreciate the
absurdity of the act of-taxing and punishing»non-
invagive and just individuals. - - -

Touching the. practical aspect of the matter, it
seems to mie that both our general conceptions of hu-
man nature and our numerous daily e:.penemes
abundantly establmh the fnot. that ineffic
ness, and di
and that o

we desire protection,‘w
poly. We are convinced

do not propose to stop where they stop,
no valid ‘,' i i
upon compulsion in' the name of hberty and.
aud eliminating the element of tyranny from social
_organization altogether. V.Y

"

i}

Nationalism: Two Vlews.

In the last “Nationalist,” a writer who undertakes
to enlighten us upon the blessings of true democracy
says: “Voluntary association, the cry of the indivi-
dualist, is as incompatible with civilization as volun-
tary association of the organs of our body would be to
our well-being.” — “Majority ‘rule is not ty:
where the mind is free to expresl 1tsel A

stroy private enterpnse at all h

tion look to the State.” - The' mdmdut.l who vrites
thus is, of course, a fool; but he’ ul s

snstent Nationalist.

under any’ arbitrary authority, | mdmdual or sa~ial, at
least before he is. given free access to the natural re-
sources. and opportunities necessary to become a self-

peri 1, and in free competition with private industrial
enterprises. The producers will be free to work for eithur
themselves, an individual, & company, or the goverpment;
all who seek it will have steady employment; no one will
work for another unless he can do as well as, or better than,
for himself; and the consumers will all be free to buy of
those who can serve them best. This would give free scope
to test all the different ideals and choose the best.
Although the eflitor of the “ Nationalist” allows this
statement to appear without correction, we all know
too well that the writer does not voice the sentiments
of the followers of Bellamy or any other leading and
representative Nationalist. What he says is astonish-
ingly excellent — for a Natioralist; and I honor him
for his mental and moral superiority to the crowd with
which he ueedlessly and uuwisely identifies himself;
but he evideutly speaks without knowledge of the
origin, condition, and prospects of Nationalism. He
has not studied Nationalist writings, and is altogether
mistaken in his impressions.as to what Nationalists do
and do not propose to do. He should read the article
of his fellow-contributor whom I quoted in the open-
ing paragraph, and who shows what Nationalism re-
ally is. V. Y.

State Patronage of Literature.

One cannot help admiring the eleventh chapter of
Buckle’s “History of Civilization,” in which he lays
bare the causes which produced such a‘degenerate
literature in France in the latter half of the seven-
teenth century and part of the first half of the eight-
eenth. It contains ‘such 'clesr - and unmistakable
evidence of the results of social meddling that anyone
possessed with reasoning powers cannot help drawing
important lessons therefrom.’

In 1661, when Louis XIV became king, a system of
patronage was practised in order to improve literary
productions. Prior to this device, literature was the
expression of ihe most profound investigations; but
from the moment that governmental favoritism be-
came felt, the objective method of investigation was
displaced by the metaphysical method, and literature
degenerated into & mass of fluent dialeetics. That
this degeneracy was due to the interventicn of the
king is verified by the fact that, during the same pe-
riod, English learning, which was free from sovereign
influence, was making ‘wonderful progress.  The tend-
eacy “in England was toward a contraction of the
sphere of government, thereby affording wider scope

‘to individr.a! activity: ~The pursuit of knowledge be-

ing less b uwpered than in France, those who really
excelled rose to the front ranks. Instead of the sub-
jective method dominating the mird, the objective
method was puretiec, and the generaliza.tions,were rich
with useful informstion.

What a splendid. lesson this contrast conveys to the
student who intelligently observes the social specula-
tions of our day. He sees that every theory secking
recognition can be placed in categories which veflect
the English experience on the one hand, and' that of
the French on the other. No theory can escape this
alternative, and the division in which one is placed
determines its possession of the elements cither of
progress or retrogression.

If, as is the opmlon of competent writers, the expe-
nences of France an | England are bt mstances of

of th:s principle nega.mes
for funuer adv neement

Tort and Retort.

The editor of “’Today” does m.e the bonor to oriti-
cise a recent article of mine in Liberty, #nd he opens
his criticism with the following very sespectiul re-
mark :

It would be difficult to match the sup.rficiality of the
rtatements made by Mr. Yarros in veply 1o Miss Gardener’s
letter on Women, published in the “Twentieth Century.”
Of the letter itself I cannot speak, bui the reply to it is sim- -
ply abesurd.

And here is the rest of the courteous eriticism :

‘ Neither the Socialists nor the Anarchists have Leglected
the ‘ Womu» quust on.’ . . . Socialists and Anarchists have
abundunti, ’scussed the question. . . . The sources r)( in-
formation are open, the knowledge is easily acquired,”" etc.

‘What stuff is this! I almost thought that I was renling
in the ‘‘ Nationalist,” one of whose correspondents askod to
be supplied with a hand-book contaiuing the ‘‘facis and sia-
tistics bLearing on the various sociological topies.””  Only
Mr. Yar.os is worse, for he seems to think that the band-
book hrs been compiled already. Soelalists and Anarchists
may have discussed the question abundantly, and; some 1s' il
say, having regard for the equipment of the disputants, ov.
abundantly, with a net result of nothing to sho!r for. tlwit
pains. It is astonishing what feats of rati
sophers have a.coomplubed by simply paumg
spinning a world out of their own bowels.
ists and Anarchists know about biology ? Well, let it be
confessed, they kaow almost, if not quite, as nmch about
blology as blologisu do about sex. .

Leaving the Socialists out of the question, as penoul not
worthy of eonliders,ﬁon iz a scientific dimaqion
1 suppose that I am right in ulumlng t.bst ;

look for guidance in this
there for guidaace: so
Let Evolution be our gulde

Anarchist ucts, but just pl
stance, by way ‘of illnstrati
refer, as dmingnhhod from t.hsu

facts, — what is Sex? 1 do not, of eoum
sion to those inner sanctuaries where Social
a8 the case may be, stands guard o
knowledge. I apply merely as a foot-!

unkindly fortune has used me! Wh:le,
cialists  have been laying ‘np great stores of.

“ easily acquired,” a cruel fate hag lefs me na.ked S

ing. What is Sex? :

Socially, industrially, po‘iticnl]y, poetlcally,~
even, something may be known of sex.

call attention to the incident that sex is

fact. And it is quite within the range of tena
that the physiological fact must be learned bei
these others wx]l be rightly understood. It I. \
vhe priesthood of Sociali or of A
hand Iam not so sure but what, if m
spirit would be willing to ran a few copies of the ngln
Species” ‘and .the *Principles “of Biology "

throats, to see what effect their stomachs could produce o
what their minds have been unable to digest.

1

Aware us I am of the

of ‘any attemp
might make to emulate the editor of “Today”
gentleness, I can do no better than say at once in my
own blunt way that I consider the criticism’ both snlly -

and unfair. - And so little difficulty i

ing the blundering wrong-hcadeduess

I am reluctant to waste space on a supu‘ﬂuo count:er- :
cnt.:clsm. i

knowledge on sex is ¢
“Today” has in fact,




The Lnowlcdge which T advi

which, [ added, might be “easily acquired, was the

kuowledge which enable: editor of “Today" to

assume the réle of a teacher and g |de, and which en-

ables me to agree with him in wany. things and o
~ differ iu cortain othor things.

The editor of ¢ Today” admits that “sceially, in-
dusutially, politically, ‘poetically, “hi orlcally even,
sowething way be kuown o v, what I ven-
tured to assure Miss Gardeas of was ‘that narchists
and Socialists have abundantly discuss
Question”
Is this knowledge 1nsuﬂ'\clent?
has nothing at all te'do w"
Gardener and myseif,

d her to acquire, and

d the “ Woman
in the light of this" nvmlabie knowladge.
"o‘mbly, bl}ﬁ this

“to make the gmtnuous
‘have heen \mable to du,e‘

“he knows nothmg, “about
" scientitic qualifications of Auart.,
_seertainly nothing-in thair te
~ference that-they are s
I'am bold enouz,h i«
anu Speneer as well as th
: if 1 happen to dlsaﬂ'rw w
not ?) because I:am ' more:col
easoner than lie ie. - What the
enon the ¢ Woman Qnesno
“and 1na.d(,quate, T never
- their views; but 1 call the t
remarkable fact that a bmlogmt like Grant Allen finda
_it possible to fully aceept their solution of the probiem.
- On the other hand, we find Wallace' mkmg the Social
ist solution of the problem and endorsing Nationalism
in" general. “Grant Allen and ‘Wallace, 1 %uppdse,
know.as much about biology as Lhee ltur of & lo-ld.y
yet . their bloloi.,lca.l hu)wledge does ot s &horue
them to dismniss the views of Socialists and Anarchists
on'the “ Wonian Question” as whimsical notions born
Of audacious i xgnomnce.
- Doubticss it is *“quite within tne - range of tena\vle
-hypothesis that the physi
_+hefore any of these others will be rightly undeml(md ”
But would the editor of *Today ” discourage any and
all efforts to provisionally solve the “ Woman Question ”
in the light of what is socially, mdlmudlly, polmcally,
and historically known of sex? "1f
ception of the development of” %ueumu, and " philo-
sophical knowledge, and he does not desetve 10 be
consulted. It behooves kim to sing small” whei the
socla.h%ts and Analchxsm lmve the aul,hornv ol su(‘:h

hav writ-
‘may be very imperfect
) uth for

same sort, neither irritato his ronscience, nov provoke his
anger, nor stimulate him to attempt refuting them, but sim-
ply run over him like water off a‘'duck. Ho can'se¢ no more
of Tolstoi thaa his resemblance to a8 Chriman. Netther doss
e appear capable of distingui the author and
the characters, or perceiving that ‘the logic of a self-justify-
ing murderer is not likely to ba quite that of the Quaker no-
velist who creates the murderer. The last error is absurdly
common, but a critic who reads Shakspere so much should

‘have escaped it.

I am glad that Mr. Pentecost is independent and
virile and belligerent enough to deal with Col. Inger-
soll's sentimental and shallow deliverances as they
need to be dealt with, though I must point out to Mr.
Pentecost the inconsist bet this harsh and
vigorous method and the precept of non-resistance to
evil which he professes now to admire. It is not
Christian-like to be thus provoked and angered; ‘ic
indicates a’ haughty and proud spirit, which the faith-
ful must seek to restrain and repress and disboumga.
With most of the points made by Mr. Pentecost I am
of course in hearty sympathy. But, if Ingersoll fails

to understand Tolstoi, Mr. Pentecost is not the proper-

person to take him to task for hisignorance, since the

simple truth is that he understands Tolatoi still less. |

Ingersoll; perhaps, underestimates” his ciaims;  Mr.
Peutecost ridiculously and arbitrarily overestimates
them. - Iugersoll iz a greater ‘thinker than Tolstoi, a
more scientific and philosophical reasoner. Tolstoi is
a mystic and religious fanatic, and' is absolutely in-
capable of scientific thinking. It 'may be said of him
that he never went below the surface of anything, for
his opposition to existing institutions and bellefs does
not emanate from any intellectual source.
we simply see another Buddha. Ilis disgust is the
product of satiety ; his asceticism is the extreme into
which he has been thrown by a natural reaction after
a long period of luxurious and. indolent existence.
But Ingersoll certainly. did go below the surface of
some things, although he knows next to nothing of
political and social scienca.

It is amusmg to witness Mr. Pentecost's confident
and diguified air when he talks of the *absurdly com-
mon error” of holding the “Quaker novelist”. re-
sponsible for the logic of the “self- juutifying murderer”
who is his hero. Mr. Pentecost .is not aware that
Tolstoi has repeatedly declared that the agreement be-
tween him and his heio’ is absolute. Every word
uttered by Posdnicheft is approved by Tolsto:, and the
“Kreutzer Sonata” was written for the purpose . of
giving to the world Tuistoi's views of love and- mar-
riage. That Tolstoi himself was shocked and terrified
by the conclusion on bis last page is true; but Pos-

dnicheff is not without his author’s sympathy. In’
fact, the couclusion is more natural to the ascetic and |

cranky Tolstoi than to the worldly Posdnicheff. The

only strange thing is that such hopeless lunacy should

find a vesponse in Mr. Pentecost’s rationalistic mind.
V. Y.

A Privilege Forfelted.
“The Lounger” writes in the New York “Crmc ”:

Several principals of publicschools in Brooklyn has pro-
tested against the retention of Longfellow’s “Bmlding
Ship** a8 a subject of literary study by the schoo
the City of Clmrehes. Erot.ic litera.tnre of

with no other motive than'to pander

that our eyes hmve become blindtothe

come 80 hardemed,

: ['of the f‘Psnlm, of L,

“'Of course, We
'bane; -we ha

In:Tolstoi

8he sha uwven o

A thrlll of life nlong her keel

And, spurning w iﬁ: her foot x.u dgtound. <
With one exulting, joyoua nn

8he leaps into the ocenn's arms!

This is not the only passage sgainst which a tard

duction in this column. The need of the hour is
gated Longfellow, edited under the superv
Brooklyn prineipals, and printed from entirely new pl
When all the objectionable lines have been eﬂdod,
duodecimo may remain. “All editions previo J
should be burnt by the State.

The Louuger should have written in afoot-note thati
“the above is ‘surkamn' " -‘There is certa g

rated.” This compels e to say . that
not: yet wholly emancipated himsell
spirit. I have notlced several times

their morals by telling them" tlmt, if they want to' be
they must first become ‘good, kind, and industrio

Mr. Pentecost’s wordl, ! ethically developsd'?"

uocxety will become perfect at once, since the i
will atill be 1mperfect that he, 88 an ovolutio st




umMy thelr own dosires, or to pmu:rllm how to do it, ' If

nobody has a right to tell us. ‘how to it in our private
life. 'Who knows what kinds of actions satisfy us best-or
pain us least? * Nobody can tell us whether we ought or
ught not to consont to eompmmiw our_prineiples. 1 can
ardly beliove that Mr. Pentecost thinks it pomble to live
an Idonl life under the present conditions, But how shall T
explain his ronirk that “iudlviduuln must be ethically de-
eloped bofore society can be re enorated ’’ ? Does he mean
that there must’ be individuals who hate comprom
‘are nverse to doing things which donot harmonize with their
idens? I so, then 1 umlcmtand him. We certainly must
have such individuals, for it is they who work for change
and progress. But il he means thot thom must Im indivie
duals who are determined to live up to their ideal, no master
“what they personally may suffer, then it is as if he were'to
say;: ‘" The best thing for yow who have soand ideasnbout
1ite is to.die”' Foritis 1mpoaaible to lit:c an idual e under
tha present conditions,

1 would like to know what Mr. Pantecoat nd;vlce would be
10 an houest reformer who has 1o work, who on principle
‘objects to soabbing, but who bas a family which happens to bo
very dear to him, and which ‘wuffers f m-huniger and cold ?

Mr. P«mw(-om were one of the ntlmalautic relormeru who

this matter of compromise
his own judge I believe th

lmpurfml; conditions. A
perfect; I sny, Do and live as righ

To the Editor of Tiverty :
Mr. Pontecost: has spoken,
ialu, ho said

-Deawn ont by em't' n eduor-
"1 do not believe in ‘free love’ autlmt. phram

and women should certainly be froe
ships to nuit themselves.” Now, if this 18}
at phrase is commonly unde tood,” then I must plead ig-
ce of the anding. Bt to follow Mr.
Pemeu»sc “1f_they were thu

srranged by the politiclans and: clorgymen, . mlnk they
wonld eventnally learn the wisdom of eatubllahlng them on

,ﬂnueﬂ *As ‘the brain increases; the se:
creases,” Again it would be intéresting to kn

facts he bases tho dssertion. I believe the ary s trae.

of Chiristian salvation,  And not he alone “unong the liberal
writers s befogged in superstition, Many, if not most, of
the writers who make sex reform thelr theme display the
grossest superstition, Perhaps it is because I am a * brutal
materialist '’ that 1 eannot see anything sucred, holy, diviue,
ote,, but a simple natural process as necessary to health and
happiness as to perpetuats the race when » clprocity s the
law. And lot me say that to me the superstition which cries
“an awful crime,” **sickoning and disgusting,’ *“a horrible
diselosurs,” at the recital of a case of sell-abuse i really
more disgusting than the act coraplained of.  All vice is solf-
abuse, nnd the rights of the Individual include the right of
sell-abuse. “Men and women should be fres to regulate
their conduct towards ench other to suit themselves,’ said
Mr. Pontecost. But tho fact that he belivves that in their
freedom they will *‘ eliminate sexual pussion’ is of no con-
sequence whatever, Voltairine de Cleyre says: * As for the
final outcome, it matters not one lota. I have my ideal, and
it is very pure, and very sacred to me. But yours, equally
sacred, may be different; and we may hoth be wrong., But
certain am I that, with free contract, that form of sexual
association will survive which I8 hest adapted to time and
place, thus producing the highest evolution of the type.
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Whether that: wili be monogay, varlety, or p
matters nought to us; that is the business of the future, to
which we dare not dictate.”

In conolusion let me say that I have no criticism for the
course of Brother Pentecost in avoiding the sex question.
Let every man bo persuaded in his own mind and pursue the
plan best adapted in his opinion to further the cause he nd-
vocates. . So long as he stands for freedom, ‘‘ he's all right.”
And it is true, as he RRYH, that  the settloment of the womin
question is the same as the settlement of the man’question.
1t Is found in freedom, and only in freed .. 'When
men und women are thus free, they will own thélr own por-
sous, When they own their own persons, the man and wo-
man question will be settled.””  'If this “ consummation ,
devoutly to be wished,” can be reached by a direct propn-
ganda, let thope who so belfeve * fight it out on this line.”
T'he object and the aim, the means and the end, is LIBERTY.

A, L. Barrov.

Burraro, N. Y.

Looking Forward.
‘ [Texas Siftings,}
Time— 1940 — Union Hall,

Chatrman of Employers’ Committee (to Chairman of Union
Coramlittee, with great meekness) — We have come, gentlo.

men, to ask the privilege of putting more capital in our busl-_

ness,

Union Chairman (grufily) — You have deceived us, then.
We aupposed you had already put all your capital into your
business,

Employers’ Chairman — We kept a littls back for an
emergency.

Union Chairman (haughtily) — Bring the money here; we
will invest it for you.

Employon’ Clmlrman-—-We haven't received lmm our

Mr. Pemecoat nvidqnﬂy umtoundn B80! hrutluh

ya: “#As the ‘union of beings Brow
t what he menns by the ¢ union of

ata.’”’ - (I have never read the
which humanity must cal
‘bliss of heaven, I suppose.

- Employers" Chiaf

yés the p g to us {or lant yeur (] bual-
ness. -

Union Chairman - That wm be attended to in due time.
We bad more than the usual number of Union balls and
Union picnics last year, and according to the riles of the
Union the expense must be borne by employers, Haim you
been informed of the new holiday the Union has created ?

Employers’ Chairman (aghast) — A new holiday! - Why,
the workingmen have three holidays every waek already,
without connting Bunday nnd the Saturday three«luurzeru
holiday.’

Union Chairman (sternly) — lt makes no difference. Tha
workingman owns the earth now, and he can muke evory
day in'the waek a holiday 1t he chooses.

Employers’ Chairman — 1in't it a little hard to make us
pay our men double wages on a holiday ?

Union' Chairman = 1 don’t think it is.” You see, the work-
ingman’s expenses go jnut ‘the same on a holiday
any other day, and ho wants as much.more to spend.

But we' h:we no holidays

Unlon chlirms - Youd ;

ches, t In America, - This ‘;mmuhlut amlmdiul thie" o
men Immd hnmmlmtely hefore it In this Hst. 1850.:.71
]'l'il.'l", led copies, 70 cents.  The saie, mllms f»hes

., wm«‘ix consist of n proface and a letter from Mr.: 8

N M D, Philtips, will e Turnishied ut:b cents,

ILLEGALITY OF THE THIAL OF JOHN W, WEBSTER.
mluin&: the subatunce of ‘the ‘anthor's lary rin]
dury.” now out of print, 1850,
cop en, 10 cents,

THE LAW OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY: or, an K
the Right of Anthors nnd: Inventors 16 a Perpetunl Pr<
Their Ideas. Rtitched in-purts, but unbound. 1865,
Price, $1.25, _Purt 1. of the e, containing 166 Ppiges,;
turnished at §1.00,

ADDRESS OF THE FRLE (‘ONSTI'I‘UTI()NALIS’I‘S 'l‘(
Poople of the United States, A refutation of ‘the Re)

16 pugoes. Price 15 ('én

¥ 's doctrine of-the non-extension of alivery.. 1
Prive, zﬁt'ﬂm soileil coples, 156 cents,”

A NEW BYRTEM (JF PAPER Cl‘RﬁENbY. Showing

s security, pructieability, and legality, an embml
the nrticles of nssocintion of n mortgnge stock bunking
1861, 122 pages,  Price, T0 cents, :

CONSIDERATIONS ‘FOR BANKERS “AND HO]
United States Bonds. - Showing that the suthor's:syste:
currency canuot b legally prohibited or taxed, anid't]
gral tender nots and the nationn ] bunking set are unconst!
1864, 96 pages,. Price, 75 centa; m\lmgmpicu,mwnm

NO TREASON: —No. IL. 16 pagen. Prn-e.amm solled
copies, 15 cents,

NO TREASBON. — No. VL. ﬂhuwing that the c(mmumon isof no
untl‘x:»rlly. 1870, 50 pages. Price, 50 cents; sofled com ]
conis, : : :

A NEW BANKING SYSTEM. Showing the mpuclty of nw e
try for furnishing an enormous mmount of losnable on)
how this cupueity may be miule . operative. BLIEN .
Price, b0 cents; solled coples, 25 cents,

THE LAW OF PRICES: a Donmnistrution of the Nweulty
Indefinite Increase of Money. IKT7, 14 puges. Prum
‘solled coples, b cents. :

OUR FINANCIERS: Thelr Ignorunce, Unurpations, nnd
Exposing the fullac, { of the inter-convertilile hond scher
contras u,ltlmrevm i sote rtionnl conelaion
10 pages. . Price, 10 cents,

REVOLUTION: The Onl ppressed
lrelmld.]ﬂnglmnl and Other Purts of the British: Empire,
A Reply to & Dunmves.” . Tlis is the pamplilet of which the
revolutionary party distributed 100,000 copies wmong the
aristocriey and lnm-mu THEY.  JRAO. 11 pagos, R

NATURAL LAW: or, the s
turnl Inw, natarl - justi nnturnl rights, untaral Sben and
nnturnl soclety; ahowing that - nll legislition  whatsoeve:
absurdity, a nnurputlon. und ‘nerime, l‘un lv‘lrst 1882. :
pages..  Price, 10 conts,

A LETTER TO THOMAS ¥. BAYVA .!h ('lmllenging N rlg
and that of a1l the other so-enlted senntors und representatives in
congress — to exorcise uny leginlative power whuu:vt: OV
people.of the United Stutes, ‘ , 3 sents,

A LETTER TO S8CIENT lS’lﬂ A\I) INVENTORS tl Sc
of Justice and Their-Right of Perpetus! Prope ty l;l ’i‘eh Ienng
coveries and Inventions, 1884, 22 pu;,e
copies, 15 cents.

A LETTER TO GROVER C : ‘AVD Hi '
A:ldrenu. the Un'nrpnﬂonu nnid Crim e alte L
and the Consequent lowrt?,
Peéople. 1886, 110 prges. g

Any of the above pamphiets sent,
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TOLSTOI'S NEW NOVEL,
| THE KREUTZER SONATA.

Translated by Benxsamix R, Tucker.

This novel is the boldest work yet written by the famous Russian
author. Dealing with the qwd‘om of love and marringe, it urges
a morality that is more than puritanical in its severity, while baml-
ling the delicate subject ‘with all the frankness of "the" renlistic

hool.” In St. Petersburg and Moscow mnnuscript copies pasy
from hand to hand'and are read alond in merury circles.

‘This book, so far as the central leason to be drawn from it is con-
cerned, s of  react! ionary character, and should not bemgndod as
apwtof Libo pagmds. Yet {% is a work of interest, almost
romunee not without soclological | l;l:{_);mnnce.

ol t can fail to admire its uncon-
venuommy. the fmleu W whlch ﬂw author uddreuu polite
circles upon a subject which generally taboo.

Pnce, in clo!lc, 81 00, in paper, 50 cents.
Addren : Bnm.n.'rvoxm,noum nom.:,
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- Price,” 35 cents.
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EDITED BY VICTOR YARROS. "=
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