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“ For always in thine eyes, O Liberty? =~
Shines thct igh light whmby the world i8-saved;
hms

f the se].f-stymd cntlos '>f atilitarianism and

‘goism are wont to speak sneenngly of the “ego” and
» admonish us that we are nothing but “bundles of
aditions.” It were idle to argue with these, since
y, certainly are nothing but bundles of 1gnorant ab-
rdmee, but it may be profitable, or at least enter-

8 1sf,-Anarch1r t 3oumal tak-
i .mon at'a dxstanoe ‘com" the 1deas of
‘We must regret that the first number is a
; . The emphasis

be laxd not on bad, but on

with Grant Allen, or regard him as anything but a
dangerous enemy to liberty, when he says that, though
Individualism is fairer than Socialism, both are fair,
and that it is foolish to combat Socialism’ because of
the strong set towards it. Accordmg to Mr. Allen’s
conception of fairness, it is unfair:to rob men of their
wealtn, but fair to rob them of their liberty. He
thinks that a fai society where all men sre alike op-
pressed in order thai they may be alike rewarded.
For my own pari, T regard oppressxon as essentially
unfair, however impartially it may- “be exercised, and
I regard the man who fails to'oppose oppression sim-
ply because there is a strong set towa.rds it as a con-
temptible faint heart.

The “Saturday Review” professes to be glad that a
tardy testimonial has been ‘presented to Walt Whit-
man, but says “it is a pity that the chief actor should
have been an offensive quack like Mr. Robert Inger-
soll.” Considering that Walt Whitman’s «religion,”
as Ingersoll has showa in his magnificent lecture, is no
more entitled to the admiraticn of the philistines and
hypocritical or ignorant pietisis than the irreligion of
Ingersoll himself, it is difficult to understand  why the
“Saturday Review” strains at Ingersoll after swallow-
ing Whitman, why it finds him ‘so offensive after
relishing Whitman. But perhaps it is the very fact
that Ingersoll has unveiled Whitman’s secularism and
made clear to the least penetmtmg reader of Whitman
that the poet is really an’ Agnoetxc which o displeases
the “Saturday Review.” - Supposing that it was nore-
velation to the “Saturday Review” to learn ihis fact
(a rather charitable supposition), it is doubtless dis-
turbed at the reflection that Ingersoll’s masterly tribute
will bring many new disciples and admirers to Whit-
man’s religion and philosophy.

Ceramenting upon a correspondent’s proposal with
regard to governmental taxation of property, the edi-
tor of the “Free Life” wishes o have the following
questions answered: “Why is the State to be above
all rights ? - Why is it not to be bound by the obliga-
tions which fall upon all citizens? Why is it to be
the one great example of lawlessuess-— of taking
what it wants with the strong hand — set up in our
midst? What is the State? So many individuals.
Who are the people to be dispossessed? So many
other individuals, only fewer in number. We believe
that the State can never cease to be a danger and an
enemy to society as long as it is allowed to possess
rights superior to those of the ordinary trading citi-

 Why should the State bny cheaper and have

dinary cnhzens? Why should 1t be recogmzed as the
one licensed half- robber, half-cheat, which is to get all

it wants below kthe real value EA Attempts to supply

highwayman points his pistol at me and I band him
my purse and watch, I am robbed. But when I pay
the tax collector, who can seize my watch or sell my -
house over my head if I refuse, I am simnply

what is fairly due from me toward supportmg he
Government.” But after laying down the heory, Mr.
Fiske, mindful of certain practical experiencas not.
altogether vindicatory of its sonndness, observes : ]
what we have been saying it has thus far bee m
that the Government is in the hands of up
competent men and is properly adminis

now time to observe that robbery may

by Governments as well as by individual

who have an imperfect sense of their duty.
public, if such men raise money by taxabi

it is really robbery just as much as if the
to stand with pistols by the roadside a
lets of people passing by. They mak

bnypose the robber who takes away your money
pretends to (or actually does) proteet you, in con

sideration therefor, from other robbers stationed dong
your path. Is he 1ustlﬁed in hls act, a.nd is: .

“yes”; but in that case, his defence of govern
falls to the ground. Gevernment — that is; thi
jority (at best) — takes as much from the

a8 it chooses for such services to the mi
chooses to render. It does not consult the .
opinions of the minority, it does not troubls itself
about the minority’s confidence, or lack of confidence,
in its honesty and competency ; “but forces its services
on, and collects 1t.s pay from, the helpless mmonty in”

which the most honest

caed m giving us‘

As men who dared to
Anmenwhocaummﬁn >
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Letters from Ita!x,
T the Kditor of Liberty :

‘The finnncinl conditions of italy are unfortunnwly now
tar worso than they formerly were. The cause_of this sad
phenomonon must be luoked for In protection, whlcu has con
siderubly augmented the expenses.of living, and Is due, on
the other hand, to constantly lncreasing taxes, uneded by the
Government {or the mxmmmudmthw«l to uphold m forsign
poliey.

Tie whole country suﬂem thmugh these unsatisfactory
conditions, industry ns well as agricalture, land-owners as
well as the lower el who 1 ‘less prosp evary
day. .

Conslilering the present state’ of thlngs, it might e pre-
sumed that the coming elections would prove contrary to
fhie Government, which has thus brought ruln on the coun-
try; but this supposition is fur from being a certainty, and
it wonll be nothing exiraordinary i the Govesriment should
have a considershle majority in the new Chamber,

Many motives, which we shall now examine, force us to
think eur prevision the right one. In:ltaly, as in Spain,
elections have n strong tendoncy to result favorably to the
Governmont, heing 80 xummged aa to hwor the (fovernment
in powar at the moment.

: Latin races lack the true consclousness of self-government
" which characterizes the Ang]o-‘iuxou races,

1f thie existence of absolute gover has al her dis-
appeared (rom Ttaly and Spain, n has, however, la!t behind
it in the people a deeply-rooted. reapmsb for uuthorlzy con-
shdering that they still live'in wntin\ml tear and awe of their
rulers. And, as long ag the ptim.iyle of authority shall be
thus misunderstood, no serious progrm ‘will bver be renlized
here. - This consideration s ‘perbaps the only one which ean
be. invokad in favor of the republican form of government
a8 opposed to the monarchical. - Modern soclal sclence gives
0o importance ‘whatever to the form of government, and if
Italy wero to become a republie, it wonld very likely have
~ just the same government it now has, and nothing woull in-

terfore with the fact of Signor Crispi’s b i fdent of

however, heun hrought to justice. No existing Jaw snables
the cltlzens to act; therefore 1t would he the place of the
government attorney to tuke it up, but the latter, heing de-
pendent on the cabinet minister, refrainw, of course, from
taking any active part in the affair, Aun interpellation con-
corning this fact will be made in the Chamber at its next
opening; hut the Government, having the mujority, cares
hut Mttle about what may be sald on the subject. We must
remember, too, that I1 Latin countries the muglnrmy i
more or less dependent on executive power. Some duys
ago, Senctor Bula, judge of the court of cassation at Turin,

d to the p {nister of justice that under hig
prodecessors c!mre had been magistrates, * who, instead of
glving sentences, gave favors.” Thess words have a great
importance as having been sald by a magistrate who is at
the hend of the judicial bierarchy and I generally esteemed
by everyone.

Another reason why the Governmont may take it for
granted that the elections will, after all, prove favoruble to
it, even laying aside vhe consideration dueto the administra.
tion in power at the moment, is to be found in the fact of
Italian citizens having ull their fnterests dependent on the
wentral power,

A few days ago a great lanquet was given in Bignor
Crlspi's honor, in order to give him an opportunity to make
a speech. Together with the names of the persons ko cagerly
gathered at Bignor Crispi's side there might have been writ-
ten the interested motives of their adheston in this case,
‘Fhey were known formerly as partisans of Signor Dopretis,
Signor Crispl’s predecessor nt the time of the greatest strug-
gles of those two politiclans. They may be seen next as
sustainers of Signor Crispl’s successor, whoaver he may be.
Jest as they say that cats can only be fond of the places
they dwell in and not of the pevsous to whom they belong,
#o these good folk befriend power, no matter by whom it be
exercised. Some alm solely to have the support of the
servants of the Government at the next olections; thewse are
the ambitious class, who desire to be deputies, so as to enjoy
the infl and fdoration generally attached to those

a republic, Instead of being premier of a kingdom

In the long run, however, republican institutions (we do
not mean itere exclusively the form of govemmem) must act
80 as to diminish the force of the principle of suthority,
which monarchical institutions incline, on the contrary, to
maliain,  Amerie: or Englishmen, who would like to
have a pracise notion of how matters stand In Jtaly, ought
aver to bear in mind the capital difference existing between
this country and their own. This difference consists in our

not having the habeas corpus, 8o that we cannot prosecute
the agents of government; when they violate the law, no
authority but the cabinet minister prosecutes them; and so
it Is that the Iatter enjoys the greatest prestiye among the
lower classes, working orders, which feel themselves entirely
at his mercy. In the cities the publicity of the papers pre-
vents at least a too great abuse of power, but in the villages
the Government controls the elections almost entirely, espe-
cinlly when it can form an alllance with the land-owners.

The lutheas corpus not oxisting here, the Italian citizen can |

be ‘“'l’"\*;'"‘"? ‘”";”J‘i”" ”“"':‘ f"!:’h”l l’:'*’“:i"" of the “‘"":'"f { were more enlightened than it actually is, the people would
@ are glud to say that the latter does not very often | 1o grand their real interests, and it ought to be of those
But as far as moral effect Is concerned, there |

ment.

use its power.

isa ;.rmt difference botween the rights of 5 free mzn and a
lependent on the good-will of a master.

An American or English citizen s conscious of his rights

in face of government, whereas the Italian feels himself en- personal questions, instend of employing them in popularizing
tirely at ity merey. Sometimes, however, the Government ! their principles.
We have already mentioned :

does wake use of those rights,
in these letters the fact of anme Roman and Neapolitan citi-
zens having hedn arrested without their having trespassed
against the law, on the occasion LI the visit of the German
Emperor.

against them, the latter having, In fact, never existed.
meanwhile they passed some months in prison, merely for
the Government's ploasure.

At Catania s new municipal administration expected to
show that its pred ,- which happened to.be friends
with the Government, had dissipated the finances of the
_town; consequently it instituted an inquiry. The Govern-
ment, anxious to befriend its partisans, begai by dissolving
the town 1; then, as this measure was not safliciént,
Signot De Felice, who had. reported the result of the investi-
gatlon, wus imprisoned.. But this fact excited such great
disapproval ia tiie whole country that the Government had
to give in, and {gnor De Felics waa sot at
liberty. In Am and,

obtained on the
ther have pros
- soned him.

' At Rotve, not
gave according
“eperative socle! ]
deputy favorable'to the Governs
unishable by Ttalinn ‘slacmnl
he

‘The affair ended just as we bad foreseen; they
were set ut liberty, without having bean prosecated, or else '
the tribr.nals acquittwd them, unable to find any proof
But |

functi Others have Interests either in financial or in-
dustrial enterprises, and need, therefore, the Go '8
mpport. The Iatter are the most numerous. A sort of ex-
change of favors is then established between them and the
Government; the latter lets them have the money of the
tax-payers, whereas they give It their entire influsnce in the
country. It is most curious to hear them talk, in particular
some of those partisans of the Government who have not
sufficient self-control to hide their thoughts when they hap-
pen to be among friends. They aré not over-pleased In real-
ity with Bignor Crispi’s policy, and it is, for instance, most
interesting to hear them discuss his latest speecli, in which
he spoke of nothing else but foreign policy, whereas the
country’s chief interest lies just et present in economical and
financinl questions. But, wherens they allow themseives to
blame the minister in the intimate circle of their friends,
they would not dare to breathe a word against him in the

{ Chamber, and Signor Crispl can make sure of their vots as

long as he is in power, it being well understood that, when
he falls, they will turn him the cold shoulder.  If our country

that one would have to speak to them In order to hecome
their favorites. Unfortunately, few are the persons given
to the study of economic questions, and evan Bocialists
themselves lose their time and waste their strength in purely

True Liberals in Italy ought especially to
set about instructing the lower classes, for, thanks to their
ignorance, we lack a good government, and itis only through
instruction and tenching that we shall one day be able to -
prove the actual state of things.

ViL¥FREDO PARETO.

Frorescr, ITALY.

On a Board of Registration.
{fieorge E. Macdonald in Freethonght.]

1 was favored this year, as [ have been in several previous
years, with the appointment to a precinct hoard of registra.
tion. There is & good renuneration attached to the place,
and I saw a chance to get even witl: the city and county on
the money questicn. Heretofore the balance of trade has
been in favor of the municipality. 1 agreed somewhat
blindly to devote six daysto theservice of my fellow-citizens,
as the saying is. I supposed that, as in New York, the
bhoard would sit but onie day at a time, until I reccived a
kind note from Registrar S8miley saying that my attention
te husiness would be demanded from the 14th to the 10th of
the present month, inclusive, and my failure to materialize
on those days would subject e to & fine of five hundred dol-
1ara §n gold cofn. The invitation was so cordial .hat I ac-
copted at once,

The board met at nine o'clock Tuesday morning in the
front room of a one-story dottage located on Filbert atroet.
We were seven. There wu, ﬁm, tho lnlpector,

no visihle menns of lup]mﬂ, the other, a pmm i
two Judges, one o German Jeweler, the other, the a

these lnes. The dally wages

honrd uggregated $44,  One of the dlwnty marshals m%d
half the time, the other one did not serve at all. There was
no possible use for either. The rest of the board sttended
pretty strictly to business. Kvery spplicait for reglstration
in this oty and county must sign an affidavit deueribing his
qualifications as an elector. ‘The labor of tilling ont these
affidavits I divided with the other jndga, while the inspector
administered the oath to the applicant, or ““ swore ki off

a8 he chose to call that incantation. .

The first. day (at an expense of $44) we received the afil
davits of thirty-four citizens: the second day (oxpense $d4)
we registered twenty-two. In the five days, at'an axpenu
of %220 for clerical services and $20 for rent — total $240 —
ons hundred and twelve electors were register All the
work done by the seven men in five days, with the exception

of “swearing off "’ the electors, could have been done by one
man in one day at u cost of $3. We could all seo be injus-
tice amd extravagance of the thing, but we had our cholce t¢
worve or Lo pay tho penalty of #6500 in gold coin. No enter-
prise hut » government that gets jts money without hwscling :
for it could stand that sort of business management.

1 could not feel that we were always doing even and exact
justice to the applicants for registration. - For insts
McMullen came §n to * registher,” swore tlun he had |
naturalized but had lost his papers, and was 1
was one of the pope’s Irish, and just touched the pen WM
wrote ‘' John McMullen, his mark.” = ‘Tomaso Cuueo, one
the pope’s Italians, was similarly situated, md‘ could
oven make a legiblo crons, But when s man belong
Inrge mercantile house in the clty made the mlsmke ot le
ing his thirty-year-old naturalization papers al home,
would not swear they were lost, we bad to deeline to
him. He was justifiably excited over the matter, and
plauded his action when he took down my name in ord
report me at It was necessary that he
swear to the date of his naturalization. He sald he was
turalized on the day Fort Sumter was fired upon. He could
not give thé exact date, and as the board could not allow
anyone to answer for him that it was April 12, 1861 he ent
away indignant.

There were some queer old relics who presented t!mmnlvu
to be registered. Adolph Eb dt was one.” His nal
ization papers were dated at Sonora, Tuolumue county,
March 5, 1844, and he {8 therefore several montks oldl asa
citizen then California is as a State. He gave us the §
formation that Knownothingism was very strong in Tuol
county ut the time he tuok out his papers, and that it cost him
twenty-eight dollars to be naturalized. th
when he gave the money to the clerk of the conrt, the jud;
remarked that he was a little short of money himself, and
thereupon put the twenty-sight dollars in his judicial vest
pocket. Mr. Eberhardt signed his name with the stump
a hand that had been frozen off up in the mounuins yma

ago.

The members of our hoard were ahove the susplicion of
partisanship, and they never inquired the politics of the can-
didates who invited them across the street or around the
corner to have a cigar. Although I was appointed as a :
judge to represent the Republican party on the boaed, I did
not hesitate to accept a contrict to print fifteen thousand -
cards for the Democratic nominee for supervisor of the
wecond ward. This particular candidate is named John F..
Winter, and he is a German of whom the neighbors speak
highly.

The house at 715 Filbert street, in which the board sat, is
built above a stable where about a score of Italian fish and
frult merchants lodge their horses. It I8 in the shadow of &
larger building and never feels the warmth of sunshine. It
is damp and full of odors and draughts that keépt the board-
sneozing and filled ove bones with rheumatic aches. We
pressed our opinion of the place in the following communica-
tion to the board of health:

HBefore adjourning from tlrmir Iabors, the members: of the
hourd of registration for the Eiglith Precinet of the
third Assembly District Im;
opinion the house at 715 Fil :
habitation, being located above a stable wb&ne uﬁu
destructive of comfort and dangerous to health. We wonld
respectiully direct the atténtion of the bonrd of the
fact as above stated. e :

I left the place on Saturda night at ten e'mk, ‘bearing
with me the first symptoms of malaria I have é or en
joyed.

This election business strikes me as heing wry
hoys’ play, and I am gétting too old and stale to feel
thusiasm over it that many display. ‘1 took
guiding the hand of illiteracy that made ita mark on
davit qualifying it to vote upon my affairs. When
McFadden, leading two goats, appeared to register
feased his inabiiity to either sign his name or rea:

1 could not help offering the suggestion that it was
receive him an a sovereign eledtor and exe!
anineals he was leading. ‘T once saw at a circia an

. plgchmtmldxﬂakp;oodwmtﬂah&ﬂ
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Beauties of Govomment.
[(‘lippnm \'mm the I

GurhrIg, OK., Oct. IEI 1890, The King Fisher capital
bill was up for vomldmﬁou ln the Legislature today, and
the lobbying friends of ﬂm measure were ciroulating freely
on the floor.

The speaker’s attention was eallod to this infraction of the
rules by Representative 'l‘erroll of Guthrie, but he refused to
- have the lobbyists ejected. :

Terrell thersupon drew a largo revolver, atating that if the
House could not be protected by its own rules, he at alt
events wonid protect himself. The sight of ‘the revolver
caused a stampede and nd]oumed the House.

Fisprav, 0., Oct. o1 Every window-glnss factory in
Findlay is now in the new trust, which has organized to con-
trol the production and eale of window. glm

settle it or go to jail.” Morton folded up his paper and laid
it down, stood up, and said:  “ All right, I'l1 go to jail then.”
He accompanied the collector to Auburn and was locked up.
He has been in consultation with lawyers,

The Servian Government has just granted the monopoly of
pig-killing to an Englishman, the factories for slaughter and
curing belng free irom mxation for a period of fifteen years.

About twelve years agv, the Goverumont began the erec-
tion of it Federal buiiding at Chi archi-
tects furnished the plans, and inspectors were employed to

place, the post-office is intruded into the banking basine:s
by means of the money-order department. And sipeo we
have mentioned the post-ofiice, perhaps some one will kindly
explain what the difference is between carrying letters and
making or lending money, or storing silver or gnin, such
that it Is proper for the Government to assume the one fune-
tion, but not the others. The truth is, of course, that there
1s no rational halting place between the discharge of a single

d ial fi jon by the Gov t and the discharge of
all industrial functions by it. And so it will prove, not only

see that the plans were carefully followed.  The material
was officially tested, and the work, in the course of its pro-
gress, daily examined. Before the roof was put on, however,
the walls began to settle. This they have continued to do,
until now they are from six to eighteen inches below their
former lines. Jougreus has appropriated $47,000 for repair-
ing it, huc it ir likely to be condemued, and the 3,600 em-

The uew tariff gives this tmat. ‘additional protection for im-
portations, and although no window ass will e imported,
yet the prices will be as high as thongh the glass was imported
and the duty pald on it.

This trust embraces all the wlndow—glnss -houses in the
United States west of Pitubnrg with the ningle exception of
that at Celina, O., which is owned by Flndlay parties.  The
effect of this combination: wﬂl be ‘to increase the cost of
glass, b it prevents any iti

WAnn.uv Oct. 24, A purty ot ;)00 Poles, while attempting
to reach Prussian territory today, with the “intention of emi-
grating to Brazil, were fired upon by the Russmn frontier
guards. Six men, two wom’ n, and cue child were kmed

Harvwrax, N. 8., Oct. 28.. The. “Evenmg Recorder” an-
nounces that, owiug to the small shlpment of produ(,e, eggs,
etc., from Prince Edward lslmld _since: the- ‘McKinley bill
went into force, the managers of - the Boston, Halifax, &
Prince Edward Island stéamship line have been compelled to
withdraw thé steamer Worcester from the route. -

HARTFORD, CiiiN., Oct. 28, Hartford merchants had a
good illustration today ‘of the operation of the McKinley
bill. A crockery merchant, who has quite a large importing
business, received this morning the invoice of a lot of white
ware imported from England.- The cost of the goods in Eng-
land was $240.05. They were paciced in eight crates, and
the duties on the crates and packitig alone amounted to
~$17.87. The crates could not be sold for over 50 centy each,
or &4 in all, including the st.rnvl in them.  The total duties
on the invoice were §115.47. Of this amourt the duties on
the goods were $97.60, and or. the packages containing the
goods the duties were $17.87, or about 16 per cent. of the
total duties, and a fraction over 7 per cent. of the first cost
of the goods in England.

The goods are such as are used not by the wealthy alone,

but by allclasses. The morchant’s customers, of course, will
have to pay for the cn'ies on the useless crates, in extra
charges on their purchaes.

ProvipeENcE, R. I, Oct. 30. The jury in the suit of
Amanda J. Parker »s. the administrators.of the estate of
George W. Sheldov, in which she sued for $10,000 wages as
housekeeper, and for $6000 more on two promissory notes,
this afternoon gave a verdict in favor of the defeudairts, wio
proved thac the plaintiff lived with Sheldon r.cter he had de-
serted his wife and two childrcn, and that her relations with
him for twenty years were not of a 1aoral character.,

Loxpoxn, Nov. 2. A digpateh fzomn Lisbon says that Men-
delssohn, the Berliner Handelsg:sellschaft, and the Sterns of
Frankfort have advanced to the Portuguese Government
£3,000,000 at 6} per cent. intevest for six months, on the gua-
rantee of a monopoly of tobacco and spirits,

To make np the shortcoming of nineteen millions in the
Budget of 1891, M. Rouvier, the French chancellor of the ex-
chequer, proposes to raise tws!ve miltions by increasing the
tax o patent medicines. The nntion pleases everybody,
especially the doctors.

A high official of the Russian poiice has just left St. Peters-
burg on the mission to inspect the registers of the Russian
embassies and consclates, in order to know exactly the num-
ber, names, and character of the Russian aub]ects lxvmg
abroad.

It is going hard with the German Lutheraas in the Baltic
provinces. - Those ministers who have opposed the Russi-
'ﬁeamng of the district, and especially the enforcement of the
Ruisian langnage in tmhmg ‘aad preaching, are now de-
prived of their salaries. This is a breach ol the State bar-
g:in The wluce terror nign prema In that region. .

'in Switzeriand, whe
the of mi
thair votes the other dar,
35.90" voﬂng papers L

Arthur W. Morton,
..& barber olmp ‘in that
of Taxes Woodsidé
shal McGawloy. Mr W
~and said: ¢ Here i

d to-other places. It is settling atan
lncmasing rate and unevenly. = It cost, originally, $6,000,000.

Inacaseof assault recently tried before a Brooklyn (N.Y.)
judge, it was shown that, while the accused had been out on
bail, a witness had been detained .t prison owing to his lack
of means and influence. : The judge could not see why the
witness bad besn sent to jail. He said: ‘It appears, from
information given io me, thut you happened, accidentally; to
be an innocent witness to an assault committed by one man
on another, both entire strangers to you, and that the magis-
trate who investigated the assault sent you to jail on a
commitment charging you with being guilty of the crime of
witness in a matter to be tried before a Court of Special Ses-

sions. The idea of charging a man with such a crime-as:

that and sending him to jail is beyond my comprehension. I
have no hesitancy in saying that your imprisonment was an
outrage, and that the commitment on which you were held
is absolutely ridiculous and absurd,”

Great dissatisfaction ~exists among the Indians of the
Chickasaw . Nation because of a charter granted by their
t to 8 pany of twenty men giving them abso-
lute control of all gold and precious mineral found in a sec-
tion of the Arbuckle Mountains twenty-five miles square.
The Indians claim that the charter has been granted to a fow
white men, and that a ber of the legisl with the
governor, have been taken into the company. It is asserted
that, if the Intericr Department does not annul the charter
and place the lands under the same laws that govern gold
and silver mining in other parts of the United States, there
will be serious tronble, if not open war, against the com-
pany.

govi

That “ Socialist Generalization” Again.
[Free Life.] .

At the British Association this year an account was given
of compressed air as a motor force in Birmingham.- At the
central point they have three 1,000-horse engines engaged in
compressing the air, whicli was then delivered through pipes
to customers who require it. Its great interest lies in the
feature that it is suited for light: work of all description, as
of the tailor, shoemaker, printer, turner, hairdresser, etc.
We may hope that it will be the means of allowing many
small men to compete with the larger houses, and in fact
that it may produce what is so much wanted, — individual
workers, following their own methods. "In Paris they have
had for some years steam power carried into small workshops
aud let at so much per hour.

This is one of the little incidents of industry which shows
how rash the Socialist is in his rapid gencvalization that the
small man is done with. It is possible that we are only just
enteliug on the stage of the small man. But in order that a

fectly free devel t may take place we must reso-
lutely oppose any interference with home work, any forcible
driving of men into factories. The old interferences have
got to be done away with, and all new ones resisted.

Government Pawnshops.
.- {Today.]

The *8un,” ‘N. Y., ridicules the notion which prevails in
the Farmers' Alliance that the Government should establish
storage warehouses for grain and other products where
farmers may deposit their crops and borrow-money at a low
rute of interest on the security. Th- editor says:

It is out of the guestion for the Government to run an agri-
cultural pawnshop.

It i8 to be deeply regretted that the editor does not explain
what difference there muy be between running an agricul-
tural pawnshop and & mining pawnshop. The recent Silver
Bullion Law has turned the Government into & mining
pawnshop. Nor does there seem to L any snfficient disti

fonally but historically. The Government will be gradu-
ally urged on to complete Socialism, or it will be arrested
and cut loose altogether from industry. Which course will
be pursued depends upon the intelligence of the people. But
the factors are so complex that it is difficnlt — shall'I say
impossible? — to tell which tendency will prevail.

Gladstone on Liberty.
[From & recent political speech.}

If the laboring men of this country were to contract the
habit, whenever there was a difficulty before them, of calling
for an act of parliament to put it down, instéad of endeave
ing by free action and by the operaiion of the‘hea!thy power
of public opinion in the local communities — if ‘they were to-.
prefer the stark and rigid action of sections in an act of par-
liament to that method of freedom in discussion method
of “elasticity which' permits error to be corree nd false
steps to be retraced — they would seriously deteriorate the
habits of their minds, and, as fre¢ men, thay would.come to’
stand on a lower and not on a higher position than that which
they occupied before. 1 attach to freedom a value I could -
not describe. 'When people tell me that, since I wau a young .
man. I lmve h d all my p litical pini

opinions at all. I came iuto political life with very consider--
able veneration for the things anciont, and ‘I have a very
cousiderable veneration for them. I dlshke, <
say I detest, gratuitous and unnecessary "chang

that every man who proposés a change should be roqulred to
give a reason for that change.” Biit, gentlemen, J :

is nothmg sound, there is nothmg healthy, the

solid, there is nothing that can move onwards on the face of
this earth that we inhabit.. Gentlemen, a8 a part of the love
of liberty is to love it on behalf of every other man {ust as
much as you love it for yourselves, I trust that in consider~
ing labor questions you will always bear in mind that the re-
sort to the coercive and rigid operation of public authority,

‘though it nay in certain cases be a necessity, is infiritely

inferior — so'long as you are not driven to it by necessity —
is infinitely inferior to doing your own work by yourselves
among yourselves, to seeking strength hy uniting yomselves
hand to hand and shoulder to shonlder, and in so. ma.ching
forward, with the bl g of providence, to the attaj

of every real, every social, every political, and every moral
good.

Excessive in Quantity; Bad in Quality.
[D. G. Thompson in The New Ideal.]

Passing now to our political conditions, it is to be re-
marked that the chief iniquity at present is the use of the
powers of government and official position for private ends.
Abuse of public trust for personal gain is often no bar to

political preferment. ¥t is common for those in office to
think first of their own profit. One class of evils is thus
presented. Another is found in the constant use of legis-
lative functions to support private interests. To purify our
governmental offices and to limit legislation to general pur-
poses seem to be the two things of transcendent importance
in American politics, ‘the country over. It is hard to see
how either of these desiderata is to be obtained by i

ing the number of official positions and functions and cre-
ating a necessity for more legislative moasures. Rather it
wou'd seem to be the true course to abolish a great many ot
the offices we have, and to dispense with ‘a conside

tion of the laws on our statute-vooks. ~The busiriess condition
of the country is much better settled when Congress ia not
in session. Those States which have adopted for their legis~
Iatures the biennial session rule, have found it greatly to
their advantage. If the legislature seldom meets there is so
much less opportunity for achemes of jobbery, while people
can live and justice be administered under ‘the organic law
and the general statutes which all our States have' o
the beginning. Socalled **private bills ® ‘are the curse of

tion between pawnbrokerage and banking that one cau be
justified but not the other. Yot the Government has con-
stituted itselt banker for several purposes. “In the first
place, there is the grand monopoly of ‘end of the whole
banking business, produced by arrogating to itsell the funo-
tion of: muln money for olrc lutlng pnrpoeen d

our Cong 1and State legislation. The lower hunseof
Congress has almost ceased to bo available for the discussion
and enactment of measures affecting the _general welfare.
It is merely a vehicle for tha promotion of private :
and its action is the resultant ot shtmm&
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“In g rent and i1 !, the last vestiges of old-time sla-
very, the I{evolulion abolishes at one ltroke the sword of the execu-
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk,
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath
ker heel.” — PROUDHON,

§3™ The appoarance in the editorial column of articles
over other signatures than the editor's initial indicates that
the editor approves their central p &nd general tenor,

though he does not hold himself mtrmuible for every phrase

or word. But the appearance in other parts of the pad?er of
- articles F the same or other writers by no means indicates

that he disapproves them in any res » such disposition of
* them being governed largely by motives of convenience.

Justice and Liberty.

- Tke Anarchists proclalm the sovereignty of the in-

dividual, and demand for him the full enjoyment of
every liberty except the liberty to trespass or invade.
They believe, in other words, in equal liberty, and
want every individual to count for one and no more
than one. They deny that society, which is a pure
abstraction, has any rights or any claims which it may
rightfully enforce at the expense of the liberty of the
individual. Whatever an individual may properly
decline to do when asked by his neighbor, ke may
properly decline to do when ‘ordered by the entire
community. What is justice in the relations bstween
one individual and another, is justice between the in-
dividual and all his neighbors combined in “the com-
munity.”

Whoever, accepting these principles, opposes the
prevailing laws and arrangements and seeks to bring
social relations into congruity with them, is an Anar-
chist. - All who refuse to accept them are opponents
of Anarchism.

Herbert Spencer advoeated these principles in his
“Social Statics,” and so was an Anarchist. He then
held that all institutions must be subordinated to the
law of equal freedom, and that no individual ought to
be compelled to belong to the political corporation and
pay toward its support. Now, however, Mr. Spencer
takes a different view, and denies that the right of the
individual to ignore the State -— even when purified
and reformed and freed from the rore flagrant
abuses — is a corollary to the proposition that the in-
dividual should have every liberty except the liberty
to violate the equal liberty of others. He holds that
there is an ethical warrant for governmental compul-
sion upon non-invasive individuals, and that, beyond
the question of justice between man and man, there is
a question of justice between each individual and the
aggregate of individuals. In other words, Mr. Spencer
no longer is an Anarchist; he'is now an Individual-
ist, according to the definition (or rather description)
of Individualism which the organ of English Indivi-
dualism, the “Personal Rights Journal,” furnishes.
“Individualisn,” says- the editor, “would not only
restrain the active invsder up to the point necessary
to restora freedom to others, but would also coerce the
man who would otherwise ba a passive witness of, or
conniver at, aggression into codperation against his
more active colleague.” Or; to put the doctrine in
Mr. Spencer’s words, the State may rightfully coerce
the individual into doing anything which may be ne-

internal enemies.
dered needful

or a state of pr
be rightfully coe

 consideration that what Mr. Speucer has advanced on

the subject is fragmmentary, incomplete, and necessarily
vogue, and that he has promised to treat of it elabor-
atoly in the remaining parts of his “Principles of Mo-
rality,” makes me refrain from entering into such an
examination. T will only uote the important fact that
Mr. Spencer defends the restrictions imposed by the
necessities of war on etkical grounds, and that he en-
deavors to prove that justice authorizes the State to
demand the sacvifice. Not so the “Personal Rights
Journal.” In denying the right of the non-invasive
individual to ignore the political corporation, the edi-
tor undertakes no defence of his position from the
standpoint of justice and absolute political ethics; he
does not attempt to show that the coercion he favors
is in obedience to the law of equal liberty; but seems
rather not unwilling to concede that such coercion is
in violation of equal liberty and of justice. He con-
tents himself with the unsupported assertion that such
coercion is necessary in order that freedom may be at
the maximum. He says: “The denunciation of all
taxation, by placing all taxation on the same level, re-
ally acts as a support to unjust taxes; and the asso-
ciation of this short-sighted cry for an impracticable
measure with Individualism tends to produce in the
minds of the public the idea that Individualisis are
people whom sober politicians may safely leave out of
account.” But we are not apt to estimate the value of
social principles by the enthusiasm of practical and
sober politicians. We are not discussing the ways
and means of reforming social relations and obtaining
recognition for our political proposals. What the
editor of the “Personal Rights Journal ” thinks of the
method by which Anarchists expect or wish to accom-
plish cheir ends is one question; what he tLinks of
the ethical propriety and logical soundness. of their
principles is quite a different question.” We hold that
the violation of liberty involved in the protective me-
thods which the Individualists approve is contrary to
the principle of justice, and we want the Individualists
to say plainly whether they agree with this or not. If
not, then the question between- us is one of principle,
and our conceptions of j are not identical

Let us, however, suppose that the Individualists
acknowledge the injustice of the policy of coercing
non-invasive people into cooperation against invaders.
What, then, would remain to distinguish and separate
the Individualists from the Anarchists? This, as I
understand the matter: The Individualists would
say that as long as anti-social tendencies manifest them-
selves in aggressive conduct and the necessity for pro-
tecting and guarding non-invasive individuals, as well
as punishing eriminals, continues to render cooperation
for the purpose indispensable, at least in the judgment
of the majority, the best way, if not the only practi-
cable way of securing such codperation and through it
the maximum of personal liberty will be to forec all
the members of the community to be members of the
political corporation. Only when the anti-social tend-
encies shall have disappeared under the improved so-
cial and economic arrangements introduced by the
Individualists will it be possible to dispense with all
compulsion. Thus Anarchism may be conceived by
the Individualists as the evolutionary outcome of Indi-
vidualism. They may believe and trust that men will
gradually adapt themselves to social life and will at
rome future time, more or less remote, reach a state of
perfect adaptation, without feeling at all obliged to
cooperate with the Anarchists in their campaign
against compulsory taxation, since they may deny the
possibility of realizing the maximum of liberty for the
individual through the application of laissez faire to
protection and claim that the attempt to make the
application would reduce social life to a state of in-
security and chaos.

The Anarchists, however, think this fear unfounded,
and claim, on the contrary, that the only way to real-
ize the maximum of liberty is by organizing a
campaign against compulsory taxation as soon as
circumstances permit. As we understand men, it is
precisely by leaving them free to cosperate or decline
to covperate that a successful (because voluntary) co-
operation can be secured. It is not necessary to force
4 non-invasive individual to aid another non-invasive

not invade will not, as a rule, suffer the perpetration
ot an outrage upon their neighbors. They will nat-
urally come to the rescue of the injured party and co-
operate in the defence. The only way to check this
natural impulse and to produce an indifference to the
welfare of others in generous people is to order them

to render services. They will try to avoid doing so if

they are told thoy must. The more refined a person

the less disposed he is to obey, and the more easily is

his resentment aroused by, an unjust call. Rather

than submit to injustice he will sacrifice a great deal

in attempts to evade or violate the law, while, if left

free, his own interest and love of equity will prompt

him to assist in the organization of protection. "And

even if 1nany should refuse to join the protective asso-

ciation, there would still be a sufficient number of

men enlisted to insure proper protection to all who

wigh it.

In view of all these considerations, it seems absurd
to decide to deprive everybody of a great amount cf
liberty for fear of a possible but exceedmgly im-
probable decrease in the amount of security. We:
cannot therefore content ourselves with the hope that
a state of perfect liberty will be the evolutxonary out-
come of a condition of Individualism, and we

directly try to shorten the period of transxtlon by re«
sisting all invasion, whether private or public, il
or legal. Meantime there is a great deal to

should work together. Before the question of ¢
pulsory taxation versus voluntary support of protective
organizations becomes a practical issue, government
regulation in many and important relations will need
to be vigorously attacked and done away with.

V. Y.

Private Property and Freedom.

Mr. Auberon Herbert, in paying his respects to those
who attempt to reconcile State ownership of all prop-
erty with freedom of the individual, tells'them that
they are living in a world of unrealities and tries to
dispel the mist through which they look at things by

| aiding them: with a few guiding suggestions. «If,” he

says, “they hate private property and yet love free-
dom, let them be Anarchists; if they hate private
property and don’t care about freedom, let them be
State Socialists; if they love freedom and at the same
time believe in private property, as we do, let them be
Individualists.”

The implication that the Anarchists “hate” private
property is one that Mr. Herbert will utterly fail to
justify or support by any known fact relative to the
philosophy of Anarchism. The Anarchists, as Anar-
chists, inust believe in private property, for the indivi-
dual who is not free to use and abuse the fruits of his
labor without hindrance is not a free individual.
‘Whatever an individual gets in obedience to the law
of equal liberty is his own private property, — to use
and abuse, —and no one may, under any pretext
whatever, dispossess him of any rortion of it. To
deny that the Anarchists accept this principle, or
rather this corollary to the general principle of equal
liberty, is to misrepresent them.

But of course I am not insinuating here that Mr.
Herbert misrepresents the Anarchists through'ignor-
ance of their position or sectarian animosity. Mr.
Herbert understands the Anarchistic position well
enough, and he is always anxious to be fair. How,
then, can he say something so untrue, something so
groundless and gratuitous? The explanation
paradoxical phenomenon is simple. Mr. Herbert al-
ludes to the Anarchists’ position on the land quution
which involves the dispossession of present landlords
and the entire abolition of the existing system of ,
tenure. The landlords own a certain kind of property,
land, which the Anarchists are niot willing should re~ -
main their own private property forever. The;
to expropriate the landlords, and allow the landiess to
settle ou land which does not now belong to
This, thinks Mr. Herbert, shows that the A
hate private property. That Mr. Herbert's
is defective is obvious. -Even if we did not
private property in land, < if we to
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Spuncer in his “Statics” that land should always re-

n un exception to the rule and be treated as the
property of the community, — Mr. Herbert would not
be justified in repronching us as he'doos; any more than

‘would have been justified in acousing Mr. Spencer
after the publication of the book referred to of hating
all private property. But we do not take that old
Speucemu\ view, and ‘e do most emphatically declare
in favor of private property in land. Not only, there-
fore, is it not true that we hate all private property,
but it is not true that we hate any kind of private
property, — yes, any kind of private property acquired
in obedience to the law of equal liberty.

“Ay, there’s the rub!* Mr. Herbert will exclaimn,
Yes, we reply, there’s the rub. * The difference between
Mr.. Herbert and us is this: he believes in allowing
people to retain all their possessions, no matter how
unjustly and basely acquired, while getting them, soto
speak, to swear off stealing and usurping and to pro-
mise to behave well in the future.” We, on the other
hand, while insisting on tie prineiple of pnvate prop-

ty in wealth honestly obtained ander the reign of
iberty, do not think it either unjust or unwise to dis-
possess the landlords who have raonopolized uatural
wealth by force and fraud. We hold that the poor
and disinhe: ited toilers would be justified in éxpro-
priating, not alone the landlords, who nctoriously bave

“no eyuitable titles to their lands; but all the financial
and rulers, all the millionaires 2nd very wealthy
ndividuais, No honest intelligent mun eould denounce
uch ‘an act a3 contrary to any prineiple of justieo

The Anarchists do not hate pnvate property, but they‘

te force and fraud. W believe in equal liberty, and
ual liberty lmphes equahty of opportumtxes. We
do not believe in invasion, aggression, nor in property
acquired by aggression and 'invasion. Recogmzmg
hat almost all possessors of great yvealtb snjoy what
neither they nor their ancestors rightfully acquired
and if Mr. Herbert wishes to challenge ths correctness
~of this statement, we are ready to go with him into a
ull discussion of the subject), we do act believe thut
. the poor need to hesitate about inviting themselves to
© the feast, provided they are convinced that it is expe-
.~ dient, advantageous, and wise for them to do so. ~ Mr.
- Herbert is aware that many revolutionists, thlnkmg
hat exproprmtxon ot the owners of wealth is necessary
nd wise, — that labor cannot improve its condition
save by getting pc ion and control of all capital, —
general ‘expropriation of the capi-
talists and expect the workingmen #to rise in their
might” some day and make what they call a “revo-
ution.” But to these we do not lend counterance. -We
have repeatedly criticised and ‘ridiculed them.. We
have protested against their views, and have warned
- the workingmen not to follow them. But we have
- done il this not because we deem such expropriation
- unjust, invasive, criminal, but solely because we are
- convinced that there is a better, safer, and wiser way
. for labor to pursue with a view to emancipation. Iu-
stead of a blessing, such an expropriation would be'a
curse. Labor would not be benefited by it, and would
run the risk of indefinitely postponing the dawn of the
- free life. This being our conviction, we discourage

and dissuade the would-be expropriators, pointing out,

to them a more poaceful, rational way.
One exception, however, we are compelled to make.
- 'We do believe that the’ landless will; individually and
r occupying ownership, take posaea-

t perz.mally
| will protect each other in the pns-

this conclusion. N
" sure than the discove
pnahon is not strict,
for labor to graduall

ration. ‘
finance, of property, of woman, of marriage, of the
family, of the suﬁrage, of educati

neither Mr. Herbert nor anybody else has yet suc-
ceeded in showing that justice to labor can be secured
without the overthrow of the existing land system, nor
has my own thinking been more fruitful. And seeing
that land monopoly is & huge evil, I must continue,
against my inclination, to urge the abolition of the
monopoly and the adoption of a system harmonizing
as much as possible with the law of equal liberty.
Instead of accus‘ug the Anarchists of hating private
property, Mr. Heriw: should admit that we are as
much in favor of private property acquired in obe-
dience to the law of equal liberty as he and proceed to
discuss the real difference between us. If he holds
that the landlords are justly entitled to their lands, let
him make a defence of the landlords or an attack on
our unjust proposal. If he merely considers expro-
priation unwise and inexpedient, and can show that
labor may obtain freedem and equity without any
change in the land system, I assure him that we are
anxious to give him the most eager and close attention,
V. Y.

The Relation of the State to the Individual.*
Ladies and Gentlemen :

Presnmably the honor which you have done me in
inviting me to address you today upon “The Relation
of the State to the ...dividual” is due principally to

the fact that circumstances have combined to make me

somewhat conspicuous as an exponent of the theory of
Modern Anarchism, — a theory which is coming to be
more and more regarded as one of the few that are
tenable as a basis of political and social life. In its
name, then, I shall speak to you in discussing this
question which either underlies or closely touches al-
most every practical problem that confronts this gene-
The future of the tariff, of taxation, of

aggression and all the evils that result therefrom, i
ceived that, to be understood, they must attach scme
definite and avowed significance to the terms which
they are obliged to employ, and especially to the words
“Btate” and “government.” Secking, then, the ele-
ments cominon to all the institutions to which the
name “State” has been applied, they have found them
two in number: first, aggression; second, the assump-
tion of sole authority over a given area and all within
it, exercised generally for the double purpose of more
complete oppression of its subjects and extension of
its boundaries. That this d el t is e« n
to all States, I think, will not be denied, — at least, I
am.not aware that any State has ever tolerated a rival
State within its borders; and it seems plain that any
State which should do 8o would thereby cease to be a

to rwnforce here the conclusion of Spencer, wluch is
gaining wider acceptance daily, — that the State ad k
1ts ongm in aggresslon, a.nd has contmued a.s ana

in pnncxple the initiation of the State’s destmctwil -
Its growth in importance is but an ‘evidence: of ‘the
tendency of progress toward thé abolition of !
Taking this view of the matter, the Anarchi
tend that defence is not an essentul of the S

terms. . The essence of government is control
ttempt to control. He who sttempts to control an-

Oi IU; Of
literature, of science, of the arts of personal habm of

private character, of ethics, of religion, will be de-
‘termined by the conclusion at which mankind shall
arrive as to whether and how far the individual owes

allegiance to the State. )

~Anarchism, in dealing with this subject, has found
it necessary, first of all, to define its terms. Popular
conceptions of the terminology of politics are incom-

patible with the rigorous exactness required in scien-

tific investigation. To be sure, a departure from the
popular use of language is accompanied by the risk of

.misconception by the multitude, who persistently

ignore the new definitions; but, on the other hand,
conformity thereto is attended by the still more deplor-
able alternative of confusion in the eyes of the

‘competent, who would be justified in attributing inex-

actness of thought where there is inexactness of ex-
pression. Take the term “State,” for instance, with
which we are especially concerned today. It is a word
that is on every lip.  But how many of those who use
it have any idea of what thay mean by it? And, of
the few who have, how various are their conceptions |
We designate by the term “State” institutions that
embody absolutism in its extreme form and institutions
that temper it with more or less liberality. We apply

‘the word alike to institutions that do nothing but

aggress and to institutions that, besides aggressing, to
some extent protect and defend. But which is the

‘State's essential function, aggression or defence, few

seem to know or care. Some champions of the State

-evidently consider aggression its principle, although
‘they disguise it alike from themselves and from the
people under the term “administration,” which they

wish to extend in every possible direction. - Others, on

Y the contrary, consider defence its principle, and wish
to limit it accordingly to the performance of police

duties. Still others seem to think that it exists for
both aggression and defence, combined in varying
proportwns according to the momentary interests, or
ybe only whims; of those happening to control it.
rought face to face with these diverse views, the An-
hists, whose mission in the world is the abolmon of

- An lddm dolivorev.l before the Unitarian Ministers’ mmme
the annual session Mass.; October 14; 1800, hich
also delivered by Rev.
ian Soctalism,
stand)

other is & governor, an uggreuor, an- invader; and
the nature of such invasion is not changed, whether it
is made by one man upon another man, :fter o-
ner of the ordinary criminal, or by one man upon all
other men, after the manner of an absolute monureh,
or by all other men upon one man, after the manner
of a modern democracy. On the other hand; he who
resists another’s attempt to control is not an aggres-
sor, an invader, a governor, but simply a defender, a
protector; and the nature of such resistance is not
changed whether it be offered by one man to another
‘man, as when one repels a criminal’s onslaught, or by
one man to all other men, as when one declines to
obey an oppressive law, or by all other men to one
man, as when a subject people rises against a despot,
or as when the members of a community volurtarily
unite to restrain a criminal. This distinction butween
invasion and resist gover! t and de-
fence, is vital. Without it there can be no valid philo-
sophy of politics. Upon this distinction and the other
considerations just outlined, the Aua:chists frame the
desired definitions. This, then, is the Anarchistic de-
finition of government: the subjection of the non-
invasive individual to an external will. And this is
the Anarchistic definitioi: of the State: the embodi-
ment of the principle of invasion in an individual, or
a band of individuals, ussuming to act as representa-
tives or masters of the entire people within a given
area. As to the meaning of the remaining term in the
subject under discussion, the word “individual,” I
think there is little difficulty. Putting aside the sub-
tleties in which certain metaphysiciaus have mdulgod,
one may use this word without danger of being mis-
understood. Whether the definitions thus arrived at
prove generally acceptable or not is a matter of minor
consequence. I submit that they are reached
tifically, and serve the purposs of a clear conveyance
of thought. The Anarchists, having by their adoption
taken due care to be explicit, are entitled to have their
ideas judged in the light of these definitions. :

Now comes the question proper: What relations
should exist between the State and the individual ?
‘The general method of determining these is to

het
ce, b

‘some theory of ethics involving o basis of moral oblis

gation. In this method the \na have ho of

fidence. The idea of moral
~ s and duties, they totally




L.IBi RTY. 171

upon all obligations, not as moral, but as social, and
even then not really as obligations except as these
have been consciously and voluntarily assumed. If a
man makes an agreement with men, the lattor may
combine to hold him to his agreement; but, in the
abseuce of such agreement, no man, so far as the An-
archists are aware, has made any agreement with God
or with any other power cf any order whatsoever.
The Anarchists are not only utilitarians, but egoists
in *he farthest and fullest sense. So far as inherént
right is concerned, might is its only measure. Any
man, be his name Rill Sykes or Alexarder Roma.uoﬁ
and any set of men, whether the Chinese hlghbmders
or the Congress of the United States, have the right, if
they have the power, to kill or coerce other men and to
make the entire world subservient to thelr ‘ends. So-
ciety’s right to enslave the individual and the indivi-
dual’s right to enslave society are only unequal becanse
their powers are unequal. This position: being sub-
versive of all systems of religion.and mworality, of
course I cannot expect to win immediate assent there-
to from the audience which I am addressing today;
nor does the time at my dlsposal allow me to sustain
it by an elaborate, or even a summary, exa.tmnahon of
+he foundations of éthics..” Those who desire a greater
fumiliarity with this particular phase of the subject
should read a profound German work, “Der Einzige
und sein Eigenthum,” written years ago by a compara-
tively unknown author, Dr. Caspar Schmidt, -whose
nom de plume was Max Stirner.  Read only by a few
scholars, the book is buried in obscurlty, but is des-
tined to a resurrection that perhaps will mark an
epoch.

If this, then, were a question: of nght it would be,
according to: the Anarchists, purely & question  of
strength. But, fortunately, it is not a question  of
right: it is a question of expedxency, of knowledge, of
science, — the science of living together, the science
of society. The history of humanity has been largely
one long aud gra.dual discovery of the fact that thein-
dividual is the gainer by society exactly in proport.mn
as society is free, and of the law that the condition of
a permanent ‘and harmonious society is the greatest
amount of individual liberty compatible with equality
of liberty. The average man of each new generation
has =aid to himself more clearly and' consciously than
his predecessor: “My neighbor is not my enemy; but
my friend, and I am his, if we would but mutually re-
cognize the fact. We help each other to a better,
fuller, happier living; and this- service ‘might be
greatly increased if we would cease to restrict, ham-
per, aud oppress each other.’ Why-can we nob agree
to let each live his own life, neither of us transgressing
the limit that separates our individualities ?”” It is by
this reasoning that mankind is approaching the real
social contract, which is not, as Rousseau thought, the
origin of society, but rather the outcome of ‘a long so-
cial experience, the fruit of its follies and disasters.
It is obvious that this contract, this social law, de-
veloped to its perfection, excludes all aggreusion, all
violation of equality of liberty; all invasion of every
kind. Considering this contract in'connection with
the Anarchistic definition of the State as the embodi-
ment of the principle of invasion, we see that the
State is antagonistic to society; and, society being
essential to individual life and development, the con-
clusion leaps to the eyes that the relation of the State
to the individual aud of the individual to the State
must be one of hostlhty, en urmg till the State shall

“But * it will be asked of the - Anarchlsts‘ t tlns

k"krejoinder.
name?” t
tended for &

street-corner, And one would not have to watch him
very closely to see the error of this claim. Why, the
very first act of the State, the compulsory assessment
and collection of taxes, is itself an aggression, a viola-
tion of equal liberty, and, as such, vitiates every sub-
sequent act, even those acts which would be purely
defensive if paid for out of a treasury filled by volun-
tary contributions. How is it possible to sanction,
under the law of equal liberty, the confiscation of a
man’s earnings to pay.for protection which he has not
sought and does not desire? And, if this is an out-
rage, what name shall we give to such confiscation
when the victim is given, instead of bread, a stone, in-
stead of protection, oppression? To force a man to
pay for the violation of his own liberty is indeed an
addition of insult to injury. But that is exactly what
the State is doing. Read the “Congressional Record”;

follow the proceedings of the State legislatures; ex- | Ni

Bank in competition with the ex
take the first and most important step in the
of usury and of the State. Simple as s
would seem, fron it all the rest would io 1

A half-hour is a very short time in which to dim
the relation of the State to the individusl
ask your pardon for the brevity of my dealing
succession of considerations each of whmh ne
entire essay for its development. If I
the argument intelligibly, I have accompl]
T expected. But, in the hope of impressir
of the true social contract more vividly upo
minds, in conclusion I shall take the liberty.
another page from Proudhon, to whom I'am indebts
for most of what I know, or think Ik
subject. Contrasting authouty with fr contrm
says, in his “G  ral Idea of the Revolutwn
+. +h Cent j ”

amine our statute-books; test each act separately by
the law of equal liberty, — you will find that a good
nine-tenths of existing legislation serves, not to enforce
that fundamental social law, but either to prescribe
the individual’s personal habits, or, worse stiil, to cre-
ate and sustain commercial, industrial, financial, and
proprietary monopolies which deprive labor of a large
part of the reward that it would receive in a perfectly
free market. “To be governed,” says Proudhon, “is
to be watched, inspected, spied, directed, law-ridden,
regulated, penned up, indoctrinated, preached at,
checked, appraised, sized, censured, commanded, by
Leings who have neither title nor knowledge nor vir-
tue. To be governed is to have every operation, every
transaction, every movement noted, registered, counted,
rated, stamped, messured, numbered, assessed, licensed,
refused, authorized, indorsed, admcnished, prevented,
reformed, redressed, corrected. 1o be governed is,
under pretext of public utility and iu the name of the
general interest, to be laid under con‘tribution, drilled,
fleeced, exploited, monopolized, exiorted from, ex-
hausted, hoaxed, robbed; -then, upon the slightest
resistance, at the first- word of complaint, to be re-
pressed, fined, vilified, annoyed, hunted down, pulled
about, beaten, disarmed, bound, imprisoned, shot, mi-
trailleused, judged, condemned, banished, sacrificed,
sold, betrayed, and, to crown all, ridiculed, derided,
outraged, dishonored.” = And I am sure I do not need
to point out to you the existing laws that correspond
to and justify nearly every count in Proudhon’s long
indictment. How thoughtless, then, to assert that the
existing political order is of a purely defensive cha-
racter instead of the aggressive State which the Anar-
chists aim to abolish !

This leads to another consideration that bears power-
fully upon the problem of the invasive individual, who
is such a bugbear to the opponents of Anarchism. Is
it not such treatment as has just been deseribed that
is largely responsible for his existence? I bave heard
or read somewhere of an inscription writtea for a cex-
tain charitable institution :

“This hospital a pious persou built,
Bat first he made the poor wherewith to fill't.”

And so, it seems to me, it is with our prisons. They
are filled with criminals which our virtuous State has
made what they are by its iniquitous laws, its grind-
ing monopolies, and the horrible social conditions that
result from them. We enact many laws that manu-
facture criminals, and then a few that puuish them.
Is it too much to expect that the new social conditions
which must follow the abolition of all interference
with the production and distribution of wealth will in
the end so change the habits and propensities of men
that our jails and prisons, our policemen and our sol-
diers, — in a word, our whole machinery and outfit of
defence, — wili be superflaous? That, at least, is the
Anarchists’ belief. It sounds Utopian, but.it really
rests on severely economic grounds. Today, however,
time is lacking to expiain the Anarchistic view of the
dependence of usury, and therefore of poverty, upen
monopolistic privilege, especially the banking privi-
lege, and to show how an intelligent minority, edu-

. cated in, sh prmc\pleo Anarchmm and deter ined to

«Of the distance that separates these two régimes, we
may judge by the difference in their styles

“QOne of the most solemn moments in th
of the prineiple of authorlty is that of the promul
of the Decalogue.. The voice of the
the People; prostrate at the foot of Sinal

“Thou shalt worship the Eternal, and only the
Eternal.

“Thou shalt swear only by him. :

“Thou shalt keep his h.)hdayq, and thou shalt
his tithes. :

“Thou shalt honor thy fa.ther and.thy mothe:

% Thou shalt not kill. :

“Thou shalt not steal.

“Thou shalt not commit adnltery.

“Thou shalt not bear false witness.

“Thou shalt not covet or. calumnmte :

«For the Eternal ordains it, and:it is the Ebe
who has made you what you are. - . The Eternal i b
soverelgn, alone wise, alone worthy H

ing to man, employ the sovereigr -

Hebrew commands in the future, the Latin i
perative, the Greek in the infinitive.

not otherwige. The tribune of the parhamen ouse
is a Sinai as infallible and as terrible as that of M
whatever the law may be, from whatever lips it 1na;
come, it is sacred once it has been proclaimed by tha
prophetic trumpet, which with us is the majority.

“Thou shalt not assemble.

“Thou shalt not print.

“Thou shalt not read. :
“Thou shalt respect thy representatives and th;
officials, which the hazard of the ballot or the good

pleasure of the State shall have given you.

“Thou shalt obey the laws which they in their wis-
dom shall have made.

“Thou shalt pay thy taxes faithfully.

“And thou shalt love the Government, thy Lord
and thy God, with all thy heart and with all thy soul
and with all thy mind, because the Governmen
knows better than thou what thou art, what thou art
worth, what is good for thee, and because it has the
power to chastise those who disobey its command-
ments, as well as to reward unto the fourth generati
those who make themselves agreeable to it. =

“With the Revolution it is quite different. .

“The search for first causes and for 0
eliminated from economic science as
sciences.

“The idea of ngresa replwes, in’ pluiosophy,
of the Absolute. ;

“Revolution succeeds'

“Reason, assisted b;
the laws of Nature and Socle%y.

“These laws are t.hose of

They have been gradually dmeovored i
to bear testimony to them, o
“If you observe them, you m!l e just
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lnutually keep faith and right, — that is, to respect
the rules of transaction whxch ‘the mmu‘e of things in-
dicates to them as alone capable of assuring them, in
the largest measure, wellbeing, security, peace.

“Do you wish to adhere to their compact, to form a
part of their soclet.yf

_ “Do you promise to respect the honor, the liberty,
and the goods of your brothers?

“Do you promise never to appropriate, either by
violence, or by fraud, or by usury, or by speculation,
the product or the possession of another ?

“Do you promise never to lie and deceive, either in
justice, or in business, or in any of your transactions ?

“You are free to accept o to refuse.

“If you vefuse, you become a part of the society of
savages. Outside of the communion of the human
race; you become an object of suspicion. Nothing
protects you. At the slightest insult, the first comer
may lift his hand against you without incurring any
other accusation than that of cruelty needlessly prac-
tised upon a brute. .

«“On the contrary, if you swear to the compact you
become 8 part of the society of free men. . All your

- brothers enter into an eugagement with you, promise
you fidelity, friendship, aid, service, exchange. In
case of infraction, on their part or on yours, through
negligence, passicn, or malice, you are respounsible to
each other for the damage as well as the scandal and
the insecurity of which you have been the cause: this
responsibility may extend, accordmg to the gravtty of
the perjury or the repetitions of the offenee, even to

- excommunication and to death.

“The law is clear, the sanction still more so.. Three
articles, which make but one, — that is the whole
social contract. Instead of making oath to God and

purely wage-earning group; everybody. would be a share-
holder alike, and would receive an equal dividend from the
common fund. As long as land-owning and capitalism exist,
wages will, of course, exist by their side; and we can’t help
it. But to apply to such wages an epithet like *‘fair” isto
introduce etkical pts into a relation of society to which
they are not adapted. The normal condition of things in a
capitalist and land-owning world is a condition of open or

dividualist ideal — an ideal in which neither land, sea, earth,
air, coal, iron, water, nor wood could be monopo) :
anybody; a condition of soclety in which all wonld Dbave
equal freedom of access to all natural energies and produc-
tions alike; and in which, accordingly, rent and wages
conld have no existence, but in their place we slwnld have
free interchange of mutual services. ‘The second (w my
mind less desirable, but towards which the practical set is :it

concealed struggle bet gt ners and wage-payers.
The first are trying to claim their own; the second are try-
ing to keep it back from them. The employer admittedly
gets his labor for the very least sum that the laborer will
accept; the laborer admittedly can only ask as muet ~+ will
secure him inst being und 1d by peting la, ers.
In all this there is nothing fair in any way. It is open war;
pure barbaric Kob-Royism translated into the sphere of
peaceful economics. The struggle has its rules, but that is
all. It is none the less an unmitigated struggle.

If anybody doubts this, can he tell us what he means by
Unfair Wages? Clearly, you cannot permanently obtain
labor for less than the mini cost of subsist at any

sc strong that no wise man will attempt to oppose it)
is the Socialist ideal, — an ideal in which capital and land
have been absorbed by the community and in which products
are distributed by the community in general.

Either of those is in its way fair; the man who draws his
dividends under either is getting paid, in a serse, Fair Wages.
But failing those ideals, there is no question at all of wages
being fair, because the word ‘‘ wages’’ implies that a large
part of the products of the man’s labor ‘is being withheld
from him to satisfy the imaginary claims of landlord and
capitalist. “What the laborer is justified in aiming : atis the
highest wages he can possibly get. If they rise so hlgh that
landlord and capitalist are crushed out of existence alto-

particular time in any particular country., But unskilled
labor can never obtain more than that, for there will always
be persons prepared to sell their labor at the very barest rate
that will support existence. If anybody, on the other hand,
chooses to pay more than this, he may be paying a generous
wage, as things go nowadays, but not a fair one. For how
are you possibly to measure its fairness? ‘Ob,” you say,
“a fair wage is as much as will allow the laborer and his
family to live on his earnings in moderate comfort.” Ex-
actly; but what laborer? The Englishman or the China-
man? The East End immigrant or the New :England
artisan? And what family? Wife and child, or wife and
ten children? And what comfort? Comfort as understood
in a mud village on the Nile, or comfort as understood in a
mansion in Belgravia? I suppose if Fair Wages mean any-
thing at all, they mean such wages as would enable the
laborer and his family to live as well as anybody else lives,
— such wages, in short, as would enable everybody to attain
the same standard of comfort. But then they would have
ceased to be wages at all and would have become dividend.
The Sccialist ideal would by that time have been realized.

" his prince, the: citizen swears upon his i , be-
fore his brothers, and before Humanity. Between
these two oaths there is the same difference as between
- slavery and liberty, faith and science, courts and j jus-
tice, usury and labor, government and econnmy, non-
existence and being, God and man.” T..

It will be remembered that several years ago Ed-
mund Burke’s essay, “A Vindication of Natural So-
_ ciety,” was published serially in Liberty’s columns. I
now Lave it in pamphlet form. It is'an eloquent on-
slurgit upon governments of every nature. It hae 36
pages, and th1 price is 10 cents.

Readers will please note that the price of “ What’s
To Be Done ?” in paper has been reduced from 75 cents
to 85 cents. This is a very low price for a book of 329
large pages, and puts Tchernychewsky's wonderful
novel within the reach of all. .

Those desiring to possess the collection of “D’s”
essays (to be reprinted from the « National Reformer )
can subscribe for the same by addressing Josephine S.
Tilton, 301 Shawmut Ave., Boston, Mass. ' The price
of the book will be $2.00.

Fair Wages.
[Grant Allen iu London Short Cuts.]
I am asked by the editer of Short Cuts” to discourse in
public concenmg Fmr Wages Well, the task aﬁ rds me

aeption myself
mean. - There is a gent
undertakes to cure most

humble experience) may be
_powerfal, eonstant or interm

Jective and the
‘category of ideas.
q« it vagrionda

ror the very,

Meanwhile, what ought the lahorers as a body to aim at?
Fair Wages? Well, that means nothing. Wages such as
will leave a Fair Rent on land and a Fair Ibterest on capital?
That means still less; for if Fair Wages are nonsense, Fair
Rent is a contradiction in terms, and Fair Interest is an eco-
nomical fallacy; they imply that one man has some inherent
born right to take to himself some given area of the soil of
the country, or some fixed proportion of the products of
labor. Is Fair Interest five per cent., or three per cent., or
two and a half per cent., or nothing? Who shall Jecide for
us? The thing is absurd. No, the business of the labor
at present is to combiue, if he can, so as to get, not Fair
‘Wages, but the very highesi wages he is able to squeeze out
of the reluctant eapitalist. The capitalist, of course, will
combine in turn; he has always combined, and hitherto he
bas sq d the lab ilessly. As long as he did so,
he devoutly called it Political Economy. Butnow, when the
laborers are beginning to follow his own presecription, he is
very much dalized. He calls it Socialism, and complains
that Capital is being driven out of the country. At the
same time, however, he builds new docks and opens Liver-
pool and Manchester ship-canals.

But how about the interests of the poor land-owner and
the poor capitalist? Depend upon it, they won't suffer.
They can take care of themselves; they have always done
s0o. You need never be afraid of the poor rich. It's the
poor poor you've got really to think about. As long as capi-
talists had the upper hand, they preached incessantly .he
grinding doctrines of the old orthodox political

gether, then, to be sure, hé has reached what may memphor-
ically be called Fair Wages. But there is no fear, or rather
there is no hope, that anything of the sort will happen in tlw
next few centuries. It is well that labor should keep thepe
ultimate ideals forever before its eyes; but it is well, also,
that it should do exactly what it is doing at present; — fight
land and capital over every detail and every chance of an
advance, knowing as it must know that only by such slow
and gradual advauces can it ever get nearer its final goal.
The Socialist heaver cannot be carried by storm; it can but
be scaled by slow approaches up long and weary laddere
whose successive rungs are dimly marked by eight-hours’
movements and. by the full round orb of the docker’s
tanner. i

Seek Good Always in Nazareth.
[J. Wm. Lloyd in Twentieth Century.]

For genuine, yet modest knowledge, I go to Agnostics, for
wise faith to Infidels, for sincere reverence to Atheists, for
idealism and el d spirituality of thonght to Materialists,
for love and purity to Free Lovers, for social order to An
chists, for reliable altruism to Egoists, for true conserva
to all Radicals. Do you doubt me? .

Do you doubt that you shall tinc. what T. have found ?

‘ And Nathaniel said unto him: ‘Can there any good thi;xg
come out of Nazareth?’ Plnhp saith unto him ‘Come
and see.’”’ o
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¢ The proletaricit is prolific; they will pullnlate Ly tho.:l-
sands on the hillside if you allow them room enough ; they’ll
have ten children apiece, and keep you supplied with plenty
of raw material for labor; all you have to do is to'give them
the smallest wages they can possibly accept; competition
between thein will make them take the very least they can
just keep body and soul together upon.” That was the gos-
pel of Supply and Demaud. While that gospel lasted, things
went very well; ob, noble, beautiful, political economny!
Science, don’t you know? Immutable laws of pepulation
and food, and all that sort of thing; very simple-and very
comfortable — for the employer of lahor. But now, some
hot-hended demagogties Lave found out at last that the pro-
letariat, too, can combine to starve capital; and every day
they are making the proletariat see it clearer. So the talk
begins to be no longer about’ supply and demand, but about
Fair Wages.

Now, there can be obviously no such thing as Fair Wages.

“That would imply some sort of reoipmity Good wages— |

yes; ample wages —we liope 80; no wages at all, only ui:l-
versal prodt-sharing, perhaps, in due time, a long way off;
but' Fair Wages — never! Impossible! For wages eonld

only be really fair if we all started fair and even; if noman :
‘monopolized land or natural products; if evorybod ad his |

proper share alike in all the unused resours

Two fair states of doclety are concnivublo by

mind, both Utopian, but one or the other perha|
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