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¢ For always in thine eyes, O Liberty!
Shines that high light whcreby the world is saved;
And though tMu slay ul, we will trust in thee.”
5 " JomN Hav.
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retention of the duty on works of art,” s
shallowness of the movement in'favor of ‘free art’ is
disclosed by the conmderat:on that it was only the

‘txes All the cheaper fork
— engravings, etchings, ¢

safe. In a few months the girl will be free, and —
well, the court and newspapers have advertised her
charms.

The Euglish Anarchists have long wanted a paper
more thoroughly and completely representative of their
views than the several Individualistic organs published
in their own country. Able as these are, they do not
meet the pressing need of the hour. They do not em-
phatically demand Individualism in those matters where
the lack of it is most disastrously felt. Consequently
the English Anarchists have had to rely thus far on
Liberty as their only organ. But Liberty could not do
the work required nearly as effectively as a journal
governed by similar principles and policy but more
especially adapted to English readers and institutions.
Influenced by these considerations, Albert Tarn, with
the codperation of other comrades, has started “The
Herald of Anarchy,” which will be published in Lon-
don monthly. The October number, which has al-
ready appeared, promises well for its future. - Address
57, Chancery Lane, London, W. C., England.

The London “National Reformer” has lost its best
contributor. Mr. J. H.- Levy, who for many year; has
written an article for each number over the signature
“D,” has been forced by ill health to discontinue this
branch of his public work. Mr. Bradlaugh’s journal
is edited with great ability, and has always maintained
a high standard, but no feature of it has been as inter-
esting or instructive as “D.’s” essays. The majority
of the readers eagerly op2ned the paper to “D.’s” page
first of all.
a phenomenally acute intellect deals with uearly every
religious, political, and social problem of the time, A
collection of them would form one of the most valu-

able of books. 1t is g'ratlfylng to know that such a |
templated, and will be pnbhshed if an

Hection is
advance subocnptlon for five hundred copies ‘can be
obtained. Persons desiring to subscribe should ad-
dress % Charles Bradlaugh, National Reformer, London,
England.” I have sent my name to Mr. Bradlaugh,
and hope that many readers of Liberty will do the

‘same..

The Boston aldermen, having witnessed the pre-
sentation of the “Clemenceau Case” at the expense

| of the taxpayers, decided that the play is too wicked

and demoralizing to be seen by the ordinary citizen
and canceled the license of the theatre at which the

| play was produwd Now the Chicago aldermen talk
o | of suppressmg the play should the company vmt Chi-
.| cago.. Of course they will goto sée and judge it. That

3 | they are well qualified to play the part of literary

| porter, ¢ that Mr.
moral.  He used to be all right. Why, I see & piece |

the fol-
Chicago

critics and dramatic censors may be seen fr.
lowing remarkable statement of one of

| alderimen interviewed by a reporter of the “Tribune”:

1 am surprised,” said Alderman O'Brien to the re-
Dumas could write anythmg 80 im-
of lm once that he wrofae for Jlmmy O’N eill: ¢ Monte

'p)ece was ever wrote. - There was one |
88y, ‘the world is mine!’

In this extraordinary series of articles

chism and voluntary codperation than any other Stste
There is in this State a four-mile law; namely, th
there shall be no licensed saloon within fo

an institution of learning unless the town or
incorporated. When the people of any

to get rid of saloons they return their

State, and then the only authorities

consequently all publw‘xmprovements )

by v y contribut “I have just seen
work completed — to the expense of whi
dollar — & dollar that would not have

the money been raised by taxation. P pl
surpriséd when T tell them they are realiz
archistic idea.”

Di ing certain aspects of Indmdua.hsm, th
editor of the “Whirlwind” says: “If I y
can at least console myself with the reflect
am wrong in the best possible company, for it will
seen that Mr. Bradlaugh the leader of the
ist party in this eountry, shares ‘my views.
me, Mr. Viviaz; but I don’t admit tha
laugh is the best possible company and th
leader of the Individualist party in Engl
in Parliament does not make a man a I
Bradlaugh is far behind, and follows rather
the truly progréssWe' Individualists. He
not unconscious of this. - Turning to h' art]
«Whirlwind,” I rea.d as follows :
ing regarded asa very weak- kneed

freedom tha.t ma.ke the besf. possmxe company

A Foretaste of thekFuture. :
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of Washington and Jefferson on lotteries, and containing
Jac-similes of the tickets of the Mountain Road Lottery, con-
dacted by Washington, and the United States Lottery,
chartered by the Continental Congress in 1776.. All these
pamphlets were seized at the post-oftico, on the ground that
they violated the new anti-lottery law, inasmuch as they

| contained advertisements of the lotteries of 1768 and 1776,

During the segsion the roll was called 462 times. It takes,
on the average, 24 minutes to eall the roll, so that 11,088
minutes were thus occupiri. 'his was 184 hours, The
average length of the d:.ily session> of the House was five

-hours, and, therefore, no less than th'rty-six and four-fifths
| days of the session v ere spent in simply calling the roll of

the Representatives, It is almost impossible to get at the

the workers — by the system which ‘permits the ine

land values to go.into the pockets of private indivi .
stead of into the public treas d not be diminished by
one cent if every man who realizes the esseutial injustice of

the system should sell or give away his unoccupied land, It -

would simply transfer the future gains from inereased value -
to the new owners, We fully realize the honesty and fidelity
to conviction which prompts such action ;- onr only reuret is.
that it should be so utterly 1utile to w:omphsh any good re-
sults,” The only thing to be done is to change the syMem
Individuals are not responsible for it except in so far as they
use their influence to maintain it and tc resist reforms, or
use the power it gives them with harshness and cruelty.
Sincere, earnest advocates of industrial ema\nupatmn, ‘who
p land, either in use or otherwise, can do far better for

exact cost to the geople of the House of Rep! ives, but
it is estimated at $6,500 a day, on the basis of its present
membership. - it has, therefore, cost for roll-calls alone dur-
ing the sess'on . re&ently ended the very tidy sum  of
$239,200.

The Indixna Supreme Court has decided that carrying

‘persons to and from picnic parties on Sunday is not a work

of ity or charity, and is th

fore illegal. An'off

to be made to indxct the Indianapolis street-car compul
‘and owners of other vehicles whotake large n
peaple to suburban places every Sunday.

The Montpelier correspondant of the Springﬂeld “Re-
pnbli:.,an,” writlng about the Vermont Legislature, says:

The amusing thing about the session thusfaristhe

3 ‘in which:the two houses stand regarding the resolutio o’
furnish" newspapers: to members - at' the. State’

‘hers” has- been. much- unfavorable' comment on-
me practice, and some expectations were entert
would not-be continued.

The resolutio was

The House was hardly as bold

each member with two dailies was ameuded b;
ords, ‘“free ‘of expense to the State.’
tion was laid on the table, and no one has yet; da
11 it up. " The members would like to have free’ pape
oy are afraid the time for action has gone by. - .

The quutlon ‘was ﬂnal]y semed by ordering one daﬂy for.
h-member, instead of two dailies and one weekly, asin |’

e Sem.te.

ew today in the Uniwd States circuitk court, und granted |

8 wrlt This ision - permits:the g of the ‘“ori-

at the Wilson il enmted by Congress does not restore:
e power of the Kansas prol\ibitory law ns aga.mst “orl- :

nal package ’* houses.’
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heard outside the booth, or, if heard, they will be so indis-
tinct that the law is really complied with in epirit at least.

Australia bas a good method, which is called the Kangaroo
method, aud has worked so well that canvassing for votes
has practically disappeared there, and sheep stealing is on
the decrease.  You are, of course, familinr with this method
more or less, Therndyke, and so I need not go into detail,
but the; principlo is there as well ag here, that even if you
buy a voter you can never fee! sure that he will not be re-
plovied by some one else. A man who will sell his vote will
also lie, or leave his honor in the Grand Central depot;
therefore, you can never feel sure of a vote unless, after buy-
ing it, you see that it is deposited and ted, or ted
at least. This method will insure secrecy, and also give the
voter while in the booth a chance to think over his past life,
If permissible, thrilling mottoes in red yarn could be hung up
in these booths, asking the voter if he has used Blair’s soap,

. and also bidding him good morning in a bright and chipper
tone.

Some murmuring is being done here, of course, regarding
the great expense the city will be at or to in order to fit up
ballots and little retiring rooms or considering places, but if
wa ave doing right we must not pause to reckon up the ex-
pense.

The estimated cost of our fall election here is 464,743, and
there is a great deal of complaint over this, especially by
those who do mot see any immediate prospect of getting
some of it. The money will go almost directly to the paper
man, the printer, and the carpenter, at least us near as you
can make a half million dollars go in New York to the man
it was destined for. Naturally, some of it will stick to those
whose adhesive palms are extended especially in the fall of
the year- but I nm betting on the beauties of this ballot, and
now if the good men who bathe will also ballot thete will be
a great light dawn on the fntnre, and its rosy rays will even
stab their little rnddy promises into the dark and noisome
pestilential political present.

““Some day,” as I heard a bright young voice slnging not
loug agoe, ‘‘some day, I know 1ot when the time may be,”
the time will come, Thorndyke, when elcctions will grow
wider and wider apart.  One election will do ‘for as much as
two or three years, and the campaign expenses may be saved
up and used for flour and bacon and soap and pure air;
when the liar and the lamb shall lie down together — under
the same epitaph — people will give themselves more to
manual labor and less to prolonged chin recitals, peace shall
be as a river, and joy like the waves of the sea.

A Lawyer’s Judgment.
Dear Yarvos: e

Accept my thanks for the copy of your abridgment and re-
arrangement of Lysander Spoomer’s *Trial by Jury.” I
bave read it through more than once with interest and with
profit. It of course contains nothing new to me, for I have
been for nearly forty years familiarly acquainted with the
larger work. But it is refreshing to see it in a new form,
freed from the mass of learning and authority which swelled
the volume, and retaining in full integrity the great body of

the fundamental principles of free political institutions: their
nature, essence, amd maintenance, Those great topics of
thought have never been handled by an abler pen.,

As a statesman, a jurist, and a thinker, 8pooner ranks
amony the first of all ages and countries, It is not more
certain that Johm Marshall, John C. Calhoun, and Daniel

Webater stand as perpetual landmarks of American great- |
ness than that Lysander Spooner rauks beside them in the
| pid, he could not find the Socialism or Communism that

acuteness and vigor of his intellect, the clearness and grice
of his styls, and the force of his logic, — with far more in-
tegrity of logic than can fairly be claimed for cither of them,

GEo. W, SEARLE.
BosToN, OCTOBER §), 1890,

A Melancholy Condition.
{Toduy.)

The comments of the Republican papers upon the final
passage of the McKinley Bill are certainly interesting, if not
edifying. *‘The little thereof which they darkly apprehend
they admire; the rest, with religious ignorance, they hum-
bly and meekly adore, seeing that through this law that
class worketh of whom, through whom, and for whom are all
things governmental.”” Here and there in the West may be
found a Republican paper which has not howed the knee to
the image of Baal; but this defcetion is more than made up
by the glowing eulogies contained in the subsidized press,
not only upon this bill, but upon every measure passed by
the present Congress, and upon the Congress as a whole, —
eulogies as false and fulsome as any eulogies ever offered to
any vicious, worthless prince by parasites and sycophants.
That such servile flattery can be purchased in a so-called
free country by the distribution of a few offices, and be given
without exciting more public disgust, may be taken as an
indication of how far the word ‘‘free’’ is from accurately
characterizing the spirit which prevails throughout the
land.

Does Prohibition Prohibit P
’ [Boston Post.]

It seems that in Alaska, as in many other places, prohibi-
tion utterly fails to prohibit, except so far as the natives are
concerned. The law is to the last degree strict, but the peo-
ple are opposed to it, grand juries utterly refuse to indict,
and petit juries will not conviet. Liquors, generally of the
vilest kind, are openly sold, and the law is a dead letter,
And so, after the manner of his kind, the Governor of the
Territory recommends more law, more machinery, more re-

lati and v the opi that by their aid the
tmﬁic could and would be stopped. But would grand juries
be more likely to indict or petit juries to convict? The
thing that the people dislike is prohibition; and the more
strict the 1aws are made the less they will like them, the less
they will lend aid in their enforcement, Perhaps it would be
an excellent thing to keep liquor out of Alaska, but it cannot
be done by act of Congress.

Bliss-full ldiocy.

1,

ongmal thought on the greatest ‘topics of mortal th t and

i Your bas been - complete. and perfect
All that is essential of the larger work is preserved, and it is
presented in a form and withln the mode.rate compass useful
to the’ generul reader.

Three years ago, of a resplendent aummer afternoon, all
that was mortal of Lysander | Spooner Was commiitted to the
friendly bosom of mother earth amid the 1
{rieuds who had leamed to apprecxate the ‘size

the great thinker ard writer. Alter aighty years of laborious
nervice in- the cause of truth, nstice, aud umanity, an

WAasg - COTi
lives an
. survives,
scholarl
and va

The world at ]a.rge, ;

t. He for-
to the full

is bliss, and Bliss is ignorant.
Bliu (ex-Reverend), who has made in the ‘Twentieth
Century”’ an elaborate apology for his * Christian Social-
ism.” In the paradiso of sentimental fools and foolish senti-

Ireferto W.D.P.

mentalists this ex-Reverend Bliss is, in pt of ques-

the sacrifice of the individual for the good of ali, as all

have read him know well. Did I not know that Mr. Bl
has been so sinned against that he cannot read anythi
understandingly, 1 should decline to helieve that he ey
opened any of Marx's books; as it is, I see notbing strange
about this discovery. But let us cross-examine the con-
fesser, Before he Lad read Marx he was a follower of Jesus
in so far as he understood him. But, being exceedingly stu-

Christ inculeated, and, therefore, was not a Socialist and a
trae follower of that individual, Marx came and taught
him — Socialism, thus making him a Socialist and therefore
a true Christinn, In this version we might be able to detect
a small amount of probabilitv. But Mr, Bliss is not content
with this; he continues: I was not yet a Socialist. Karl
Marx had not made me one. I was afraid of his system. I
began to stady. But gradually it came to me that, stariing
with Christ, one must come out a $ocialist. Jesus made me
a Socialist. Socialism seems to me the form society must
take that is based on sacrifice ~f the individual, while its
outcome will be the highest individuality.”” So it was Jesus,
after all, who made Mr, Bliss a Socialist! But, if so, then
Marx did not make him a Christian. For the only thing he
had needed to become a complete Christian was to follow
Jesus in his practical Communism and abnegation of self;
and, if Jesus finally taught him that, then Jesns it was who
made him both a Socialist and a faithfal Christian, and
Marx, at best, only helped him to read Jesus aright. What
becomes of the pretended *‘life-fact’’? Does not the story.
about having been made a Christian by Marx appear to be a
deliberate falsehood ?

Having told us ‘““how he became’ a Christian Socialist,
Mr. Bliss goes on to explain why he is one. He is a Chris-
tian Lecause he is a rationalist. ‘By evidence of his@otyf,
science, and modern psychic research, it séems to me proven
that over the kingdoms of the inorganic and organic is’
kingdom of spirit. To me it seems equally proven on :
tional evidence that there runs through ‘all the universe
matter, mind, and spirit a vnity fathomless, mystic, mﬁm
That unity I call God. - Studying God through facts, I da
to try to understand him through a study of his highest ma-
nifestation, man. As there is personality in man, T believe
there is in God, since a part cannot be greater ‘than:the
whole: T thus come to believe in a spiritual personal God

... On the evolutionary philosophy our life hare is bliti
moment in the developing true life .+ Evolution is God
developing a perfect whole, and perfect in ‘every part.”
Such, in brief, is Mr, Bliss’s ‘' theo[i]di{o]ey.”” ‘How shall
characterize this talk about ‘‘ history »ud science’’ proving
the *kingdom of spirit,” about God being a personality,
about ‘ evolutionary philosophy > teaching that our life isa
moment in the developing true life, about God being evo
tion developing a whole perfect in all its parts? If I say
that the preacher who writes thus is a mendacious and im-
pudent ignoramus, I say a great deal less than the occasi
demands. But this is all I can say. To appreciate the vast
and comprehensive igl of the p her it is Y
to have a sound and adequate eption of the evoluti 44
philosophy, or at least of its *First Principles.” And t
that work I refer my readers.

As to Mr. Bliss’s Socialism, *it is,”” he tells us; “the rule
of all.” It is the community doing its own business, con
trolling its own affairs, and as a whole.” It is not, he

tion, the champion and boss fool. He is thus eminently
fitted for the part of leader and guide in the movement
known as Christian Socialism. With the readers’ permission,
we will amuse ourselves for a while with this exhibition of
brainlessness.

Mr. Bliss, without striving ‘‘to be paradoxical,” assares
us of the ‘“‘life-fact’’ that he was made a Christian by Marx
and a Socialist by Jesus Christ. The simple reader may

llow this, and to regard this professional hum-
bug as above suspicion; but to me it seems that Mr. Bliss is
hypocritical, and that he cudgeled his — I was abont to say,
brain; but he hasn’t any — his empty cranium to concoct %
plausible tale about bis alleged conversion to Christianity by
that arch-heretic and materialist, Marx, in order to impress
the credulous old women (of both sexes and all periods of

‘|- life) that make raw-material for Christian Socialism.” The

devil is said to quote scripture; and this preacher wished to
beat the devil by feigning to bave diseovered Christianity in
Marx,

“1 had supposed myself a Christian long before I read
Karl Marx,” writes Mr. Bliss, *‘I .alled myself one; Ibe-
lieked‘ Christ; 1 worshipped him; I prayed to him; I
preached him; I did everything except follow him — in
other ‘words, I was anything except « Christian. - But one
day I became interested in Socialism, especially in Karl
Murx, He produced on me a deep impression. I began to
see what life was. A veil arose. Suddenly, as I was think-
Ing it flashed on me what Christ was, and what Christianity

The cross was its centre.  Christianity was the attain-
t the hlghest ideal for the world, and the hlghest in-

Paternalism. ‘A Paternal Socialist is a self-
contradnctlon " By its derivation, its history, its root idea,
Socialism is essentially democratic. *It is brotherhcodism.
It believes in minority representation and in the' refer-
endum.” )

Nobody has ever in rating such a world
of misinformation, confusion, and absurdity into so limited
a portion of space as sufficed Mr. Bliss for the disp'ay of his
overwhelming stock of Democracy does not m:
the rule of all, but the rule of the majorxty. Minority
representation is not the equivalent of freedom.  If Social:
ism is not the rule of the majonty, then . Socia]xsm is not
moceratic, but Anarchistic. It Socialism is merely volunta
cooperation, then it is not un-Anarchistic, and Mr. Bliss’
distinctions between Socialism and -Anarchism are devoid
significance and meaning Mr. Bliss ‘canuot think, and
words he uses mean nothing to him.

On the whole, Mr. Bliss is sutficiently dull and ignomt
fill with success the position of Christian_ preacher and
clalist teacher. - Even a little kuowledge would be dangerous.
to him, and of much he is naturally incapable.
more quotation from his immortal contessxon: * Personal
I believe me to have ‘been virginborn. . . .. X believe

Aed
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“within his right” 2 I can understand the man who :

! ists are victims of an illusion. The charge |

in a erisis justifies no matter what form of compul-; made against himself with inuch more reason

sion on the ground of sheer necessity, but I cannot
understand the man who denies the right of the indivi-
dual thus coerced to resist such compulsion and insist
on pursuing his owa independent course. It is pre-
cisely this denial, however, that Mr. Levy makes;
otherwise his phrase “within his right” is meaning-

less.
But however this may be, let us look at the plea of
ity. Mr. Levy claims that the coercion of the

Entered as Second Class Mail Matter
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" s In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time sla-

ery, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu-
ioner, ike seal ¢f the magistrale; the club of the policeman, the
‘gauge of the exciseman, the evasing-knife of the department clerk,

- all thote insignic of Politics, which young Liberty grinds bencath
_Ker heel.” — PROUDHON,

The appearance in the editorial column of articles
yer other signatures than the editor’s initial indicates that
e editor approves their central purpose and general tenor,
hough ae does not hold himself resgonsible for every phrase
word.  But the appearance in ot of the paper of
icles by the same or other writers: by no means indicates
hat he disapproves them in any respect, such disp sition of
hem being governed lf\rgely by mot 8 of conven ence

i Mr. Levy’s M'aximum.
“Whatever else Anarshism may mean, it mi ns that
taf.e coercxon of peaceable cmzens, mto [ perahon

ight of the would- be pas

‘escape all ccercion. It is true- the Anarch
oluntarily cooperate to check aggressio)
e may not Qud Ana.rchlst he i

'uahsm, on th
‘active invad

“The foregoing paragraph occurs.in an ably-wntten
rticle by Mr. I H. Levy m the "“Personal nghts

P
\ver If a-man will but state the truth as 1 se
e may state it as baldly as he please I

peaceful non-coiperator is necessary. Necessary to
what? Necessary, answers Mr. Levy, “in order that
freedom may be at the maximum.”- Supposing for
the moment that this is true, another inquiry suggests
itself : Is the absolute maximum of freedom an end
to be attained at any cost? I regard liberty as the
chief essential {0 man’s happiness, and therefore as
the most important thing in the world, and I certainly
want as much of it as I can get. But I cannot see
that it concerns me much whether the aggregate
amount of liberty enjoyed by all individuals added to-
gether is'at its maximum or a little below it, if I, as
one individual, am to have little or none of this aggre-
gate. If, however, T am to have as much liberty as
others, and if others are to have as much as I, then,
feeling secure in what we have, it will behoove us all
undoubtedly ¢ try w attain the maximum of liberty
compatible with this condition of equality.  Which
brings us back to the familiar law of equal liberty, —

the greatest amount of individual liberty compatible
with the equality of liberty. -But this maximum of
liberty is a vevy different thing from that which is to
be attained, according to the hypothesis; only by vio-

lating equality of liberty. For, certainly, to coerce the |
peaceful non-codperator is to violate equality of liberty.

If my neighbor believes in codperation and I do not,
and if he has liberty to chioose to cooperate while I
have no liberty to choose not to cooperate, then there
is no equality of liberty between us. Mr. Levy's po-
sition is analogous to that of a man who should pro-
pose to despoil certain individuals of peacefully and
honestly-acquired - wealth on the ground that such
spoliation is necessary in order that wealth may be at
the maximum. -Of course Mr. Levy would answer to
this that the hypothesis is absurd, and -that the
maximum could not be so attained; but he clearly
would have to admit, if pressed, that, even if it'could,

the end is not important enov;h to justify such means. |

To be logical he ‘must make the same admission re-
garding his own propceition.

But, after all, is tiie hypothesis any more absurd in
the one case ‘than in the other? T think not. It
seems to me just as impossible to attain the maximum
of liberty by depriving people of their.liberty as to
attain the maximum of wealth by depriving people of
their wealth. In fact, it seems to me that in both
ceses the means is absolutely destructive of the end.
Mr. Levy wishes to restrict the functions of govern-
ment; now, the compulsory codperation that ho ad-
vocates is the chief obstacle in the way of ‘such
restriction, To be sure, government restricted by

| the removal of this obstacle would no longer be govern-

ment, as Mr. Levy is “quick-witted erough to see” (to

return the compliment which he pays the Anarchlsts)
But ‘what of that? It would still be a power for pre- .

venting’ those invasive acts which .the peop

“practically agreed in wanting to prevent. - If it should |

attempt to go. beyond this, it would be promptly |

My chief interest in Mr. Levy’s article, however, is
excited by his valid eriticism of those Individualists
who accept voluntary taxation, but stop short, or
think they stop short, of Anarchism, and I shall wait
with much curiosity to sece what Mr. Greevz Fisher,
and especially Mr. Auberon Herbert, will have to say
in reply. Mr. Donisthorpe probably will be heard
from also, but he really does not fall within Mr.
Levy's criticism. He is, as Mr. Levy says, more of an
Ansrchist than anything elsc. and even the incon-
sistencies which Mr. Levy quotes against him are
culled from his book on “Individualism,” which, al-
though recently published, is really a collection of
writings of different dates and as such reveals a con-
flict not properly representative, it seems to me, of its
author’s present state of mind.

On the whole, Anarchists have riors reason to be
grateful to Mr. Levy for his article than te: complain
of it. It is at least an appeal for inteliectual con-
sistenc— - this subject, and as'such it reders unques:
ticaabi. e to the cause of plumb-line Anarchum

T

An Editor’s Contradictions. :
Referring to my article in leertv of J uly 26th, en-
titled «“ A Crisis,” the edxtor ‘of the « Personal Rights
Journal” speaks of ‘my “very comical endeavor to
prove (1) that there isa “chaos of opinion on the sub-

deed he eha.rges ¢

and the policy of

nor does he att

very vaguely tells

charge of inconsistency” against him by contrasting
an utterance of a correspondent with an_editorial
statement, and then proceeds to refute me, thus: The

| statement in queqt.lon ‘made by our correspondent is

qmte consistent with our replv, and the supposed dis-
crepancy bet.ween them is sx 1ply due to Mr. Yarros’s

present ti.ae, with mens charanters what they are,
and its ultimate outcome; when the disposition to in-
vade the rights of others and to ¢laim more than jus:
tice for one’s self has so far died out that co pulsory
cooperation for its repression would be productive of
more evil than good. But suppose our correspondent’
opinion on this point and our own did not agree.
What - then? ~Does ‘an editor who allows 'a corre-
spondent to express an opinion different from his own.
without speclﬁcally replying to him, tum his columzs
into a chaos ?”

Now I dislike to make eveu a halhng charge of
evasion and unfairness against the editor of the « Per-
sona.l nghts Joumal » bnt, really, I can
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to proteat themselvea in their own way is plainly
“not justifiable.  Again, I called attention to the edi-
tor's admission that with the progress of humanity
under individualism, State functions would become
beautifully less till st last individualism and Anar-
chiam would coineide, which, I said, did not tally with
his previous theovetical repudiation of Anarchism as
the ultimate outecoms of individualism. I¢ is these
facts which served mainly as a basis for my charge of
confusion and inconsisteney,

T repeat that it is exceedingly distasteful to we to
make a chacge of deliberate evasion and artful dedg-
ing against theeditor of the “ Personal RightsJournal.”
1 will not, therefore, indulge in any conjecture as to
the real reason or motive of his strange proceeding.
1 will merely express my hope that he: will do justice
{0 himself and to'iné when he comes to reply to this.
Meanwhile let me improve this cpportumty and intro-
uce.additional evidence of the edi i
Iu his article on “Individualis
the last issue he explicitly decla
“would not only restrain the
point necessary to restore free
alno coerce thu man who ‘woul

vader.” Between this posltxo
“force is only ]ushﬁed agan

will, I am sure, leave Mr, Vivian in no doubt as to the
‘grounds of my exceptions to his attitude. In the first
place T strenuously denied tho wisdom or necessity of
“repressing” the Jewish financiers and ex, loiters. 1
pointed out that, while there can be no valid objection,
on the score of pure principle, against visiting the
penalty of the boycott upon the Jews, an intelligent
understanding of the causes and factors of our bad in-
dustrial system leads to the conclusion that neither
tyrannical nor Individualist weapons can cure the
particular evil of Jewish exploitation, and that certain
measures of a wholly different character are needed in
order to secure commercial equity and just dealing.
We need certain economic reforms which would make
all exploitation and oppression impossible, and the in-
dividualists should concentrate their strength to bring
about those reforms. If the Jews were the only ex-
ploiters, and if the boycott could termiuate their

.| objectionable practices, we should promptly join the

«Whirlwind” in instituting a rigorous boycott. But
these two formidable ifs, I fancy, will never be dis-
posed of, Secondly, I demanded to be told how, even
if the wisdom and necessity of boycotting the Jews

‘were not disputed, the “ Whirlwind” could consistently
‘with its principles applaud the Czar.
|rcourage, cheer, and applaud a criminal, even if his

We do not en-

base act has a “useful side.” Of course, wé do not
hate the well-meaning criminal as intensely as we do

,» | those who are really malicious and who love crime for

sonal Rights Journal” cmuio adhere to both.
wxll it recant ? L
& word, HOW, legardmg zhe “Journul'

sentative of the ¢ Asaocmtlon” which pubhs e8 the
“Personal Rights Journal” and is not enmled to
speak i in its name.

on the presnmpt.xon (not: altogeuxer unwarranted

the circumstances) that: the: correspond

one not merely among th authorized repme

of the Association but o them. But I cannot‘belp

entertammg a suspicion that the. edlcor apeaka with |
‘But I will ask Mr. Vivian to answer a few simple
‘questions. Does he defend equal liberty, or the abro-
lute liberty of some and the absolute slavery of others?

such emphasis of my “inability” to dxst.mgmah be-

tween the evolutionary outcome of mdxvxduahsm andﬁ
its logical outcome only because he feels ‘that his case:

is weak. I may fail to perceive such & distinction, but
1 deny that I am unable to see it. However, a8 L in-

tend to discuss the question &uggested by this distine-
y 8 bexugs? Of course he is. - Does he believe in punish-

ticn with reference to the leged dxvetgence of vi
between the Axmrchlsts and the Indwzdummts in:
soparate article, I may now take leave of the aub]ec

Bad Loglc.

‘be

" | M. Vivian abhors™ the Russian government.

‘its own sake. But the most dangerous criminals are
‘those” who act with gosd intentions, and to their
-activity our opposition raust be relentless.

However, when I ipoke of the “Whirlwind’s”

‘“gerious and gratuitous disregard of fundamental

principles,” I had more esvecially in view its uttask on

‘Swinburne for his laudab.s and manly expression of
- | sympathy with the Russians engaged in fighting for

liberty and civilizatior. 0 iaeet my remarks on that

1point, Mr. Vivia:. has nothing more to say than that
‘he considers incitement to murder a violation of Indi-

vidualist principles. That he imagines this answer to
uate is seen from the fact that he feels at
liberty to accuse Liberty of advocating assassination.

As an Individualist, he of course defends equal liberty.
Is he not in favor of protecting life, property, and
liberty from the attack of aggressive and anti-social

ing murdevers, thieves, and other criminals? He
does. Assuming that capital punishment is necessary

* | for the proper protection of peaceful citizens, would he
| denounce the -execution of convicted murderers as a
~crime, us an act of injustice? Certainly not.

Now
we are ready to proceed with our main argument.
He
thinks that the Russians are entitled to a system of
freedom, to a system based on Individualist principles.
The government, however, not only deprives the Rus-
sians of their legitimate liberties and opportumtnes,
but remorselessly persecntes all who dare to suggestin
the least direct way that the prevailing system is not
supremely beneficent and that certain reforms in the
direction of - hberi'.y are desirable. - Does the % Whirl-
wind” maintain that ths Russians ought to submit to
the oppressive tyranny of the government ?. - If so, on
what ground ? Does the government cease to be a vil-
lamous crimmal consplmcy from the moment: it chooaes

| s the Rnssmn government right becauge it is'a go
| ment, and may 11; do that which i m heid to. be a

who stand between them and then-

irlwind” will not pretend that it is
y.and wrong to oblain it?

der it as ‘established that the Russian’|

jumﬂed in_acting as they do.
t.hods aro expedxent or not, is tm-

killing of the Czar is Justlﬁubleg

other question.) Now, have people living in Eogland
or America a right, from the Individualist point of
view, to encourage the Russian opposition and fo de-
nounce the eriminal government? Have we a right
to express our opinion, to aid those whom we think in
the right, to hasten the downfall of those whom we
detest as cruel and invasive pretenders? T answer,
yes, we certainly have that right. The right to liberty
involves the right to combire and coisperate with
others for the obtainment or protection of liberty. 1f
we choose to coiperate with the Russian revolution-
ists, we violate no principle of equity and justice; we
simply offer our support to a righteous cause, Has
the “Whirlwind” another answer to make to the
question? If so, we want to hear it, together with
the arguments on which it is grounded. 1 yield the
floor to Mr. Vivian, and 1 beg to insist upon his taking
it and making his case as clear as I have made mine.
V.Y

The Question of Methods Again.

‘Writing from Philadelphia, a reader of Liberty thus
kindly reproves me in a private letter :

You are as harsh and unrelenting in your views of a per-
son’s weakness as & Methodist minister is against the ‘nde-
finite sin ho cries against. I like your direct bearing upon
the faults and weaknesses of a person, but, oh my ! you put
it to them so hard! Have you no compassion on the erring,
and do you not think your teachings would take better hold
if you wele to inculcate them in the manner of a true philo-
sopher ?

It will be seen that my friendly correspondent begs
the question in advising me to inculcate my views in
the manner of & true philosopher, since my contention
(and the contention of the whole species tc which I
belong) is precisely that meekness and gentleness and -
all-forgiving kindness are: not necessary qualities of
philosophers as philosophers. I can easily prepare a
list of the names of men generally esteemed as true
philosophers who conducted: their controversies in the
spirit and manner’ which those who agree with my
aorrespondent deplore as utterly unworthy of earnest
workers in the field of scientific and philosophic re-
search. But in the present instance I donot choose to
insist on the advantage this weakness of my ecritic's
cage gives me. I will assume that true philosophers
act differently, and tkut I am not inculeating my
views in the manner of a true philosopher.. ‘And I will
only remind my friend that I -o not claim o be a
philosopher, and that I am realy to confess without
roluctance that I would prove a very awkward and
poor fightar if I attempted to handle none but true
philosophers’ weapons. -1 do not say that my present
methods are successful and my skili deserving of ad-
miration, but the point is that I could oot be what I
am if I.did not adopt the policy fov v.hich I'am now
censured and which I am asked to abandon for a bet-
ter one. I am not a. philosopher; but I can appre-
ciate those who are philosophers. I can distinguish

‘philosophy from lunacy, science from wild speculation,

sense from nonsense; logic from absurd twaddle.” I
can -do something toward. the dissemination: of the
truths and discoveries of ‘others, and I can fight and
expose ‘error and falsehood. - I can aid in thedethrone-
ment of superstition, and in the enthronement of phi-
losophy. Surely nobody will say that-error is to T
indulgently treated and ignorance respectfuny ap-
proached No qua.rter to: error, no indulgence to
ignorance, must be the ‘motto of all who march unde
the banner of truth.” .

«But how do you know that the truth is on your

) ﬁlde 2" How .an you be sure that you are right,
7| so many differ from you and ﬁrmly and sincerel)
| lieve that they are right?” Thu-‘ is the next quemon

to be answered.

“'Well, in the firat place, I do not sey that I am ngl
and that all who disagres with me are wrong. 1 only“
say that I hink Tam right, and that I hink the oders
are wrong. As long as all ‘are not agreed ‘as to what
the truth ds, ﬁghtmg m unavmdable, Am 1 then




our {ancy or capnce or ignorant faith. Only those
" who are iuformed and firm, who take pains to get all
the light obtainable and who are always willing to re-
vise their opinions, may be sure of the importance of
their services and proud of their part in the work of
progress. The cbjection ‘therefore is not to ﬁghtmg,
but to fighting without sufficient cause. - We can have
no word of commendation for those  who fight while
destitute of that mbelhgence, that information, that
intellectual honesty and fairness which alone: enm;le
us to enter the service. ut all honor to the man
who, after due preparatxon and thought, joins the
fighting hosts with the determination to exert all his
strength for what seems to lum“the truth.
And here I may point out
were really fair, intelligent,
undoubtedly be both possxb

gether.

really thus qua.hﬁe .
fighters are ignorant,
““and intolerant.” Right c
success of ‘their canse.

contempt for the pow
their antagonists to
seed of ultimate vi

are.more or less oom

mass of inferior re
selves, and to att:
Finally, a wor
the subject witl
tion. 1 am told
the errmg and

or reformers must be prepared to vm cate th

to public attenflon. -Attack upon a pnvate: divid
is. contemptible.  Attack upon:a public man i
capacity of a private mdund al is utlll more conﬁe '

" with whom it is dehghtful
kmdnessee and courtesxes

public teachers,
may come when
fair, when they
will'be in the hi
Buc at that time

We shall not se

clouded by the vapors of personality than his own, for
nobody can possibly indulge the tendency to sub-
stitute personalities for arguments more than he does.

If the editor of “Today” has not yet satisfied him-
gelf that I am open-minded and fair; if he has not
yet sufficient confidence in me to think it profitable to
discuss the points I have made (points which he ad-
mits to have been well-taken), then, I will frankly
say, I have no interest in maintainiug the discussion.
I have my own reasons for indulging in personalil,ies,
and it ill becomes the editor of “Today” to censure
me for this tendency. He may choose to draw the
line ot men like Spencer, while I think such distine-
tions unnecessary. I, for my part, dissent from the
position that personalities render an otherwise logical
and fair man unfit for serious argument. If the edi-

- | tor of “Today” takes that position, he cannot con-

sistently permit himself to descend to this degrading
practice, no matter who bis opponent may be. Any-
thing worth doing at all, is  worth doing well. . Prr-
sonalities do. not render me unit for serious arjmi-
ment, however different the case w1t.h the edi .. of
«Today.” V. Y.

Survival,

In veply to the criticism in Liberty of Sept;ember 27 Tam
not aware that, in using the ‘phrase “survival of the'neces-
sary,” I meant anything different irom, or antagonistic to,
“snrviva.l of the fittest.” "~

Asl undetstand the universe, there is a necemry relation
of canse and eff e between all its parts, — between msn and

Aduptation, ﬁtness. is necesoary to the préservat
race; and; necessarily, where there is variation an

And’ ‘what is this survival of the Jittest
but survival of the necessary, both in the sense of what needs
to bo and what must be. I gtanf. that ‘“nature does not
trouble herself about our ption of what is ary or.

‘best for us, ». In other words,;t.he universe, or even *he spe-

cies, regarded as.an organism, will do what is necessary or
best for its:own preservation regardless of what the indivi-
dual may. _consider necessary or.best for it, or for himself.
De not the experiments ana observatious on heredity prove
this?

In view of this.T am not so sure that “our own conscions
and intentional efforts,” by attempted ‘‘ intelligent control
of nature ;laws," will enable us “to achieve what we think
desirable and necessary for our well-being.” In considera-
tion of those great:primal and elementary forces and neces-
sities of the usiverse which carry us on in their resistless
grasp to their own ‘inevitable ends, whether we would remain
“‘ passive”’ or would take intelllgent. controi,” I should say
it were wiser t0 put ourselves in harmory with nature’s

ashly to control them, — nay, I believe
y We can promote progress. Can'we
- L. doubt if my teleological expres-

’? to any oné not affected by a partisan |

a.ntxpathy to the vocabulary o! morahty
J. Wa. Lr.orn

Mr. Lloyd is not “aware that, in using the
¢survival of the necessary,” (he) meant anythm
ferent‘fro ;

tpurpm? Thhﬁ su iv - wh
‘best;” adapted to the

g K
N or a,ntagomstlc to, ‘survxval of the ﬁttest st

the protection and aid of some laws while con

or escaping from the harmful effects of, ¢

this skillful action which makes adaptatio

easy to men. To be sure, we hear it frequently
said that we can achieve happiness by following
obeying nature. But the people who express them
selves thus are either exceedingly cunfused or e :
unable to state in intelligible hnguage the

which they pussess. Nature is non-moml,

arts, we have nothmg to iear :from nature, at ]

more or less considerable space of time; but w

in danger of penshmg from the eﬁects of p !

maladjustments. . ]
I am not ‘affected by any blmd partlsan -antipat

to the vocabulary of morality; but . those who

enamored  of that, vocabulary would st

phatically repudiate Mr. Lloyd’s teleologtcal

sions than I did or than any partisan :

that voca,bularv might feel _prom

Lloyd's phraseology,
t.endeucy in the directi

qulbblmg, hair-splitt:
posmon. I am afrmd tha

the first reqmsxt,e of fruitfu
hun amusmg Iti 15 no hu
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“Today’" of October 28, the editor, speaking of
Anarchist and Socialist literature,” says in.a con-
mptuous parenthesis:  “I suppose they call it litera-

“ture.”” Let it be noticed that this remark is made not
«of any special books singled out for criticism, but of

_the whole body of Anarchist and Socialist publications,

and is intended as a sweeping dismissal of them to
the limbo of literary impotence. Contenting myself
with the simple mention” of the generally recognized
fact that a large proportion of the greatest literary
men of il ages have been Socialists, I want to call
more particular attention to some of the modern An-
archistic lights that the editor of “Today” consigns
to the outer darkuess. First, there is Proudhon, whom

‘mearly all French writers agree in recognizin; as «

terary star of the first' magnitude, and of whom
ules Simon, one of the oldest members of the French
cademy and out of sympathy with most of Proudhon’s

~opinions, said recently that be was 2 greater literary

man than most of the Academicians and would have
ad a place among them but for the facts that he had
‘bitterly fought the Churck: and hiad not courted the
ellowship of the literary élite. Then- there is Frou-

~dhon’s disciple in finance, Col. ‘William B. Greene.

The other day I met on the street a friend: of mine, to
whom « short time before I had given a copy: of
Said he:  “i‘was wonderfully
nterested in that pamphles you gave me. . I.am not
et ready to say that the author completely makes out
is case, but I will say that he makes an awfully
irong case. And I refer largely to the “style; whuch
eins to me wmasterly. He goes straight ahead with
is subject, without any nonsense whatever.” This
stimate of Col. Greene's literary power came from. a
an with whom the editor of “Today” is well ac-
uainted and whom I am sure_he would consider as
ood: a hterary critic as himself.  ‘Again, there is
ysander Spooner, who, though not an “all-round”
ters.ry man,  was a wnter of almoet nnparalleled
wer in one or two lines.” Has the editor of “To-
y™ ever read the “Letter to Grover Cleveland” or
Free Political Institutions”? If so, what does %e
them if not literature?” And last there is Shephen

arl Andrews, — an uneven wri.or; to be sure, but at
mes a lxterary giant. These arc the men whose

iad oceasion heretofore to accuse hlm of
own, but in this remark he comes danger-
heing the clown. n

iation for the Advancement of Women,
ion at Toronto, thh delegates from all
nited States and Canada, gave next to

world, with its corruption, knavery, filth, and brutality
have something to do with this increasing indifference,
if not hostility, of the more intelligent and earnest
female reformers to suffrage and politica! privilege.
If so, evil is not without its uses, and we may well
liope for a reaction. Perhaps Quay, Wanamaker,
Reed, Comstock, and the rest of the canting hypocrites
and ignorant tyrants may yet earn our gratitade and
perform a real service to the cause of frecdom. If the
people are not attracted to us, perhaps they will come
to us out of sheer disgust with the practices and con-
spiracies of their “chosen” rulers.

Referring to my characterization of its dspartment
of “Publisher’s Notes” as its compliment column, the
«Twentieth Century” prints the following brief letter
received by Mr. Pentecos** “You are the champion
jackass of the United btates,” and asks how that
strikes me for a compliment. I view it as a high com-
pliment.  The man whe spends his time in wuf ag
such letters to editors is an unmistakable sFemmen of
the genus fool; and abuse from the foelish is almost as
complimentary as praise from the wise. When Iused
the phrase “compliment column,” I wae well aware
thet the « Twentieth Century” printed both classes of
cumpliments. - But at that time T found in the column
one compliment of doubtful character. It was this:
“There is.no impurity nor intolérance hetween the
«Twentieth Century’s’ covers. Itis a paper that L am
not afraid to have my wife und little daughter read.”
This so puzzled me that I asked whether the “Twen-
tieth Century” printed it because it was proud of it or
because it was ashamed of it. To thia question I have
received no direct answer. But I am indirectly an-
swered in the issue ol October 23, in which I find Mr.
Pentecost talking of a certain paper of which he has
never allowed a number %o fall into the hands of his
daunghter and never will if he caa help himself. I in-
fer from this that Mr. Pentecost was not ashamed of
the compliment, but proud of it. In that case T am
ashamed of Mr. Pentecost. It is to be hoped that his
daughter will not turn out such a puppet as he seems
to be trying to make her.

*‘The Evil that [Congressimen Do.”
[Philadelphia Saturday Review.)
The anxiety of political leaders to trim their party sails to

meet the demands of cl and or, whose votes
are necessary is leading in these latter days to much legis-
lation that is bound to be harmful in the long run. Thebest
governed nations are those which are least governed. If
half the laws on the statute books could be wiped out and no
more added for many years, there would be a feeling of more
security than there now is with C and Legisl
madly ¢ regnlatlng" this, that, and the other thing. The
constant state of suspense and unrest thus engendered is de-
structive of the confiderce in existing affairs which is the
foundation of all business eriterprise.

Time was when 2n ..merican could point with pardonable
pride to the statesmen 'who took psrt in the deliberations of
the: houses of Congress. ' Today there is more cause for

‘shame. In the upper hall are many whose chief claim to

izan « of great wealth, in some cases
obtained in very devious ways. In the House aie many men
who sre not fitted for any h'gher political mission than boss
ofa ward. “In fact, the spectacle presented by the Congress

of the United States today is far from edifying. How grati-

fying it yonld be if thére were:some power to turn the whole
present Congresz out of doon, lock the gates, and lose the
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SOLD ¥OR THE BENEFIT OF THE

SPOONFR PUBLICATION FUND,

The uudemﬁned has purchasod £1om the heirs of clm late Lysan-
der Spooner all his printed | I )

and proposes to sell the former to obtain reans ior t!w publuutiou
of the latter. The list given below $ucludes all of }xmner 8
works, with the exception of five or six which are cnme out of
print.  Of some there are but three or four copies left, and there are
stereotype plates of but few. - Some may never be reprinted. ‘Those
persons who apply first will be gorved first. The phlets are ca-
talopued below in an order correnpondmg closely ‘to that of the
datey uf publication, Bzw, R.TUUKER,

THE DEIST'S IMMOY, LALITY. and an Essay on Man’s' Aok ount-
ability for his Beligt. 1834, 14 pages. Price, 16 cents; soiled.
copies, 10 cents. ,-

AFQUE‘ETIO" FOR THE CLERGY. A four-page tract. Price,
" cents, .

THE UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE LAWS OF CON-

aren  Prohibiting Private Mails. Printed for the American Let-
Muﬂ (,ompa.ny 1544, 24 pages. Price, 156 cents; soiled
(-itpiu, conts,

WHO CAUSED THE REDUCTION OF POSTAGE? OUGHT
He to be Paid? Showing tlut Mr Spooner was the father of
cheap postage in -Am phlet embodies the one
mentioned immedlsbel befm'e it thh list. . 1850, 71 .
Price, $1. 00 soiled copies, 75 cents. ¢ The same, ininus the
ggﬂe{a, which consist of & preface :md a letter from Mr. Spoaner .

D. Phillips, wx!l be furnished at 50 cents,

ILLEGALITY OF THE TRIAL OF JOHN W. WEBSTER. -Con-
taining the substance of the author’s r work, * Trial by
' now out of pﬂnt. 1850, 16 pages. Price, 15 cents; miled

col 8, 10 cents,

THE LAW OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY: or, an I'.ua
the Right or Authors and Inventom to a Perpetual Pronertv in
Their Ideas. Stitched in » but unbound. 1855. 240 pnges.
Price, $1.25. ' Part 1. ‘of the sume, containing 166 pages, mlf be
furnished at $1.00,

ADDRESS OF THE FREE CONSTITUTIONALISTS TO THE
People of the United States. ~ A refutation of the:Republican
Puny’s doctrine of the non-extension of slavery. - 18€0. pages.
Price 26 cents; soiled cop)ea, 15 cents.

A NEW SYSTEM OF PAPER “ URRE\CY Shuwin its outline,
y,and legallty, embodying
the miﬁu of association of & mortguge stock bunking company.
1861, 122 pagua. Pﬁce, 75 cents.

CONSIDERATIONS . FOR BANKERS . AND HOLDERS OF
United States Bonds,  Showing that the author's system of paper
currency canuot be legally prohibited or taxed, and that the Je-
fal tende: acts and the naticiial bank edg are unconstitutional.

96 pages. Price, 75 0enu, soiled copies, 50 cents.

NO TREASON.—XNo. M, 1867, lﬂ pagee Price, 20 cents; soiled
copies, 15 cents.

NO TRZASON. — No. VI. Showing that the constitation is‘of no
nutl;:my 1870. 59 pages. l’riee, 50 eenu aoﬂed copies, 25
cen

A NEW BANKING SYSTEM g the upu:itiy ofm coun-
try for iur unt of loanable capital, :md
how this - capacity - xm openﬁve‘ 1873. ‘P?
Price, 50 cents; soiled c(wpieu.

THE LAW OF PRICES: & Dem onstrnzion of the Necessity for an
Indefinite Incrcase of Money.' 1877. 14 pages. I’riee, 10 oolm,
soiled copies, 5 cents.” .~

OUR FINANCIERS: Thelr 1 ora.noe mrfa.tiom
Exposing the fallacy of the nter-<convertible bomi
contras! therewith some rational eonclnsions in llmnoe.
19 pages. ce, 10 cents. B

UTION: The %Wy for the
i, Enghnd' and Parts of % No. l.
I « Danraven.” - This: iﬂh&s.mpmaof the Iris]

revolut onar.{‘sn.rty “distriby uted 100, copies among the Bri txth

11 pages. - Pﬂec. 3 centa.

NATURAL LAW: or, the Seienoe ot Justice. A treatise oi
tural”law, natural® justice, nataral 1j m,mhmuubertw,md
natural -society; showing" "that all ﬁon ‘whatsoever is an
lbinrdlty a usmrpation, md a crime Part First, 1882. 21

fﬂce. 10 eentl. :

A I.ET'I‘ER TQ THOMAS ¥. BAYARD Clulkmging his right —
and that of :Xl the oﬂxer p in
congress — wer ov th
people of um United sems. &ice, ) oep:u. °r the

A LETTER TO SCIEMTISTS AND INVENTORS on the Science
of Justice and The’. Right Perpetual in Their Dis-
coveries and Invr dom 22 pageg % csntu, ‘soiled
copies, 15 centr : .

A LETTER TO GROVER CLEVELAND on His F&la ral
Atz‘drg:-. gxe Uturputtlgm and’ Clrimu of hmw?kus and Juc
an e Consequen GOTRNCE, Servitade f th
People. 1886. '1i0 p-ges. ‘Ymeg‘ ts. o O the

Any of the above p.mphhh ml, powpaid, on mipt of price.
Address: BENJ: TUOK.ER. Box 3366, Bormx,him

An exposielon of the causes of
the supply .of the ‘demund
pages. .. :




. LIBERTY.1%

LIBERTY'S LIBRARY

Feor any of the following Wowk-. Addrau.
BENJ. R. TU R, Box 3366, Boston, Mass.

WHAT I8 PBOPE&’I’Y Or an Inquiry into the
Prhwl e of Rightaud of ’, J. Froudhon, Pre-
hy & Sketon of Pro on' Life and Worka and oontalnmﬁ
x Y l“r‘ggtiopieoou e #te “Transls
by I int

{ ther with a
‘erimes w. ioh it cammlts, nml
ocuvo. Pr!oe, cloth,

vmﬂm kl‘l‘:;?ie{: wve
:fg'.:.'ﬁ?f tlln,eyvgluf' ow& %eoxlanl‘x‘%‘;mpomn 240
. Michel. " Pricc, 6 cents; two coples, 10 cents, .
' | AND PRIN-

CO-OPERALTON :
cip . An essay. scowing 7. E«gmty a8 the only condi-
tions of trus cobpen.tion, and exgolin‘f viol of theése
conditions by Rent; interest, Profit, and By C.1.
Fowler.. Containing a. g:rtn!t ‘ot ‘He
cents: two ¢

: co-ormnumﬁ nouns.

THE RADICAL REVIEW: Vol I, handsomely

bound in cloth, and containin, ty Essays, Poeml, Transla-
tions, uml Reviewn, by the most: prominent radical writers, on
.s«-imtmc, Mlm 2, ethi-

il
~eal, and reli?ow; lub}ecta 1828 puges octavi ice, $0.00.  Single

numbers, §
THE WIND AND THE wmm.wmn. A
‘and. upoe w(

1 worthy .of s place in eve ry Tibrary,
Mmsﬁng t{) all: vxcﬂma of ‘Bri tynm:y md miera
’ully , 0N nne paper,
mee-

line edition, printed- bea:
and bound in:parchment c “erS. Elogun ches
Price, 25 cents. i

LAND TENURE.

An vssay sh owing the govern.
mental “busia  of land mon

1y, the fut:lity g'overnmentul
remedies, and a_ natural

t the
landlords. By C. T.:-Fowler. (‘onhini. &n porthm bett
Uwen. Price. 6 cents; two coples, 10 cen

GRESS AIID

THE }'ALLA.OIE 8 IN
Poverty,” bold attack on' the. Yositl ‘of Henry George.
‘Written for the peo;tﬂe, and s revol tlon-u'y inmnﬁment, and
evenn more Taddl 4] d Po itlelf By
William Hanﬂm 101 pages, cloth. P:loc, 8

THE REORGANIZ. TION OF BUSINESB.
An essay showing how the prim.l les of cobperation may be real-
jzed inthe Store, the’ he Factory. By C. T: Fowler.
Containing » portrait of Rnlph Waldo Emerson. ~ Price, 6 cem.s,

two copies, 10 cents.

WHAT IS FRE EDOE AND WHEN AM
I:¥ree?  Being an attempt to put Liberty on & rational busis, and
wrest its kecping from irmponsi le pretenders'in Church’ and
State.’ By Henry Applaton 27 p-ges Price, 15 cents; “two
copies, 25 centa. E

AN ANARCHIST ON ANARCHY. An clo-
quent exposition of the beliefs of Anarchists by a man as eminent:
in sciénce as in reform. By El ‘Reclus, * Followe d by a sketch
of the criminal record of the nnthox' by E. Vr.ughan ”rlce, 10
centa.

i COBPORATIONS.

An essay showmgohow the mo-
shed ‘without

- Conf tairdnr a

iwo copies; 10 cents.

80 HE BAIL’W 'AY KINGS ITOH FOR AN
. By ‘a** Red-Hot Striker,” Scranton, Pa.
lg to.an urﬂcle by William: M. Grosvenor in the. Inte;

eview. Price, 10 cents perhundred

n relation’ of gov-
ra.nce, nhowinguthnt pmhlbition ‘cannot pro-

hibit, and would be unnecessary if it could. By C..T. Fowler.
" ‘L’rice, 6 cents;: wocopiee, 10 cents, -

INTERNATIONAL ADDRES

gt e’s Infernational yWil \
VOLUNTARY TAXATION, An essay sohwing

hnt e public revenue: should be: conlldero«lns inmnnf‘f re-
TéeYV:

; gilg‘wmg éhl:: I;l:dncal
um, te
By Wﬁ and how Interest

UTUAL BAN
Deficiency of the existing
B. _Greene." Price, 25

ofi Mmey can be-Abol;

8
com.prehensive, undve entertaining Exposition of ﬂ:eprinci les -
Working Dooplc : Ap::)jchﬁ

TOLSTOI'S NEW NOVEL,

THE KREUTZER SONATA.

Supprcssed b y the Crar.
Translated by BeExsamiN R. Tucker.

This nove!l is the boldest work {et written by the famouvs Russian
author. Dealing with the questions of love and marriage, it urges
a morality that is more than puritanical in its severit; g, wh)la lumd-
ling the dellcm subject with all the frankness o
seliool. In Bt ¥ and X copiel pm
irom hand to hand and are read aloud in literary circles.

This book, 80 far a3 the central lesson to be drawn from it is con-
2erned, 15 of 4 reactionary characte: , and should not be regarded as
a part of Liber:g'n propaganda. Yet u isa v»ork of intlemt, almost

A Strike of Millionaires

AGAINST MINERS;
Or, The Story of Spring Valley.

By HENRY D. LLOYD.

A book to be read by everyvone who wants to learn the Mlmdo
by which, in this free and glorions Bc;iubllc, the pecple are belne”
robbed of thelr hybon and Hbe the coal business

f the tend , 80 rapidly cua
P"@f{ 2L the ot ‘"»““"“fn'x‘:"é"if ““’Jr}“*‘e’ '“‘"vm,
or the s of Indus ' B s the ol
}llg;x(;é: imn:le fa‘.tz::‘u- b;y;y the er‘tlwtldlxck cut there to .&f-?‘ be
n ving W r univn ar 15 Jower w. — a8 & piéd
“ modern gmee' of this ten nc;‘ It w 'g:'h!s story as
llustration of the wicked drift of our emlre buriness system .
wards exaggerated wealth for the few, and extreue poverty !onho

not with cal
No lover of lndependent thought can fail to admire its rare uncon-
ventionality, the fearless wa; 5

wiiich the author addresses polite
e upon a suhject whick boo.

hay generally tal
Price, in cloth, $1.00; in paper, 50 cents.
Address: BENJ. R. TUOKER, Box 3366, Boaton, Mass.

[ove; Marriage, and Dmrce

AND
THE SWEREIGHTY OF THE iNPIVIDUAL.

A DISCUSSION BETWEEN

HENRY JAMES, HORACE GREELEY, and
STEPHEN PEARL ANDREWS,
INCLUDING THE FINAL REPLIES OF MR. ANDREWS, RE-

JECTED BY THE NEW YORK TRIBUNE, AND A SUBSE-

QUENT DISCUSSION, OCCURRING TWENTY YEARS LA-
TER, BETWEEN it. JAMES AND MR. ANDREWS,

Price, 35 cents.

Address: BENJ. P. '.I.‘UCKER, Box 3366, BOsTON, MASS.

Free Polltlcal Institutions:
Their Nat re, Lssence, and
Ma.intenance.

An Abridg t and Re t of

LYSANDER SPOOVNER’S “TRIAL BY JURY.”
EDITED BY VICTOR YARROS.

CHAPTERS :

1. Legitimate Goverzment and Majority Rule.
Jury as a Palladium of Liberty, IIL ‘Triul by Ju
Ma na Carta. IV, Objections Answered. 8

VI. Moral Considerations for Jur VII. Free Ad-
minintmtion of Justice. VIII. Juries of the Present Day Illegal,

II. Trial by
a8 Defined by
The Criminal In-

PRICE, 25 CENTS,.
Address : BENJAMIN R. 'fUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass,

THE IRON LAW OF WAGES.
By HUGO BILGRAM.

Tais pamphiet demonstrites that wages could not be kept down

to the cost of the laborer’s subsistence were it not for the monopoly

‘l”{-ﬁ? p;'lvi!sgtd clu- of the right to represent wealth by money.
e, 5 cents.

Address;

BENJ. R, TUCKER, Rox 3366, Boston, Mass.

5 The Story of an African Farm.

) A Novm..
By RALPH IRON (Olive Schreiner).

A romance, not of adventure, but of ‘the intellectual lif
ﬁeowth of m’" Ellglil!‘ and -German
picturing the mental:
theypniedin their evol ntrom ox. tou&i
nting advanced idcas: on: religious ane 1
wk of rem;rknblo  power, belnty, and oﬂginamy
Price, in Cloth, 60 Cents.

BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass.

Address:

people livin, mon !
struggles 3 gh!o:
v.; and.

Price in Cloth, $1.00; in Paper, 50 Ots.
Address: BENJ. R. TUCK_J'.. Bu m. Boaton,){uo

address Jel ivered (2 tthe aut pnbllc meetlng of the Boston.
Arclnets' Club, and adopted by that ization
exposition of its. pﬂnclk\ es, With an‘ap)
ﬂon of the Anarchists’ Club and explan:
30 pages. ;

Address: BENJ.R.TUCKER

This work, long onc of print :
mand which for a few yearl pu(.’hubeen rapidly v
published about forty ‘y ‘yetin its m
advance of the times, t coines to the | prment
as £ new  book. Wan'en, whoase

writter
lucid and complete maﬁon of hiz ideas
bo wrutgnw

far %
plg,loigaphy‘lt .

written or ever coul biedly.
the future among the famous ‘ot the mneseenth century:

It consists of two pam 28 folloy ¥

PART L — donmtuﬂm of Govemment in the Son
reignty of the Indlvldm\l a8 the F!nnl Davelopment. of Pro

im, Democracy. and Social

PART IL— Cost the Limit of Price: A S"ientmc Meuure of
Honesty in Trade, as one o the E‘nnda.m nta Prlnciples in the So
Intion of the Social Problem, . - R

Divice, in C’loth, One Douar.
Address the Publisher:
SARAH E. HOLMES, Box 3365, Boston, Tiasa.

““Better than I1,°’ wrote Victor Hugo to
Felix Pyat, “you have proved the roualty
of genius and the divinity of love.””

A Rival of “Les Miserables.”

By Feliz Pyai.
Translated from the French by BenyamiN R. TuCKER

Eight Thousand Copies Sold in Three
Fourth Edition now Ready.
A novel uneqaalled in its combination of drumativ Power

intensity, ¢ dial
mpr:'q:em’i:omm y rhp m_;mMnﬂm
Y,




