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“ For always in thine eyes, O Liberty!
Shines that high light wkereby the world is saved ;
And though thow slay us, we will trust in thee.”
Jon:x HAy.

On Picket‘ Dﬁty.

Three doliars will buy a bound volume of “ The

ransatlantic.” It contains an equivalent of twelve
hundred octavo pages of reading matter by the best
writers of the world. See advertisement in another
column. )

John B. Barnhill (post-office address, Xenia, Tllinois)
is preparing a primer of sociologieal literature. Any
pertinent, contributious or suggestions will be thank-
fully received by him. Above-all, the compiler will
endeavor to do full justice to ‘all the social “creeds,”
especially in respect to the literature which each pre-
sents. To this end he requests all who may read this
to send him & list of what they consider the “Ten (or
more) Best Books” on’ social reform. Two separate
lists might be prepared, one to include the most in-
structive works, the other the most inspiring. Request
is also maae for such observations with respect to the
particuiar value and service found in each book as
might prove helpful to other students.

The plan proposed by Mr. Donisthorpe in the
“Herald of Anarchy " for the organization of a league
to resist by force the State’s aggressions does not ma-
terially differ from that which the Anarchists have
always had in view. - But it i3 worse than useless to
attempt to carry it out before acquiring the requisite
strength. Mr, Donisthorpe’s plan presupposes the ex-
istence of a hundred active, resolute, determined, not-
to-be-frightened Anarchists in the town where it is
attempted. Iithink that one Lundred is tov small a
nnmber to insure success, but in'what town of Eng-
land or America can even that number be found? I
am afraid, after all, that education must be our sole
method for so :
however, that Mr. Domstborpe is doing much by his
works to establish his fait! It appea.rs from a state-
ment just published by him,
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antagonism to usury in all its forms. The attitude of
the Individualists is what one would naturally expect,
but that of Mr. Yarros and Mr. Simpson, who in
other respects are Anarchistic Socialists, is an anomaly.
For my cwn part I regard their suppory of literary
monopoly as really, though not as seri~usly, a de-
parture from Anarchism as though they bad supported
the banking monopoly. Of course this is ouly my
personal opinion, which leaves them the same liberty
to regard me as a wanderer from the faith because I
oppose copyright. Iut it must be remembered that I
am only saying what [ have always said, reiterating a
thing which I have steadily put forward s an esseutial
of the Anarchistic programme, and heretofore without

any sign of protest from them ; whereas they are sud- !

denly denying that to which they have heretofore
given at least the consent of silence. And those who
know Mr. Yarros and Mr. Simpson and their well-
established reputation as prompt “kickers” (I do not
use the word in an odious sense) will allow that espe-
cially where they are concerned is is fair to assume
that silence gives consent. In fact, I have had every
reason to believe, until within a very few weeks, that
they were as earnest opponents oi copyright as my-
self.

J. K. Ingalls is “unable to see how credit based on
a legalized mouopoly can benefit such as have no inter-
est in the monopoly, or save them from rent, tariff,
and patent right tax.” Mr. Ingalls seems to be under
the impression that money benefits only those to
whom it is issued. This is not the case. Whenever
an honest and capable businezs man gets credit, the
whole community is benefited, because the tendency of
the resulting extension of business is to raise wares
and lower prices. And this will remain true whaiever
the basis of the credit, provided that basis has sufil-
cient value in it to redeem the obligation if necessary.
As to ground rent, tariffs, and royalties, I have never
claimed that free money will abolish them, but that
these result from separate monopolies, all of which
must be abolished. Still I think that free money
would have a tendency to diminish ground rent by
lessening concentration In cities, and would lead to
free foreign trade by depriving the protectionists of
their only good argument, — that, in the absence of an
abundaace of money, importation should be discou-
raged in order to keep the little money that there is
from leaving the country.

The Philadelphia ¢ Press” prides ltse]f on' being a
“stalwart ” Republican organ. Its fidelity to tariffs,
banking monopolies, and other manifestations of the
spirit of protectionism, is above suspicion. In the
light of these considerations the following extract
from that papers editorial colum
sxgmﬁcant in itself, becomes doubl

pany promises tc be a great
the “Press”” «In Chicago
ment of gas bills wi*hout Tu

ment of taxes the money orders of the United States
Express. This company has established sixty offices
in Philadelphia for the sale of these nmoney orders, and
it will be a matter of great convenience to the re-
sidents of the city. The fact is that money can be
sent by express mouey orders at much less expense,
hothier, and delay than by postal orders. This money

order of the United States Express Company:is no- = |

thing less than a bank draft, and in security and
negotiability corresponds to a cashier’s draft, with the
United States Express Company and its numerous
agents as the bank. These money orders can be
cashed at 15,000 express offices. Banking institutions
take them like currency, since, unlike postal orders,
they are negotiable anywhere. No blank application
has to be filled out by the purchaser; no waiting fora
letter of advice on the part of the recipient of the or-

der. Besides the order itself, you get a receipt; the
order you forward by mail, and the receipt you keep -

as an absolute guarantee against loss.”  The « Press”
concludes with this reflection: “It is the cc
introduction of conveniences like this that mark
steady advance of modern civilization.” _ Doubtless
the “Press” would be much surprised to hear that the
facts it states with such satisfaction constitute a most
potent practical argument against all government
monopoly, and especially against the postal monopoly H
but to many less stalwart Republicaiis this, it is hoped
will not be difficult to understand. '

“Give Us More Law.” :

As there can be no question that ali the deviitry and
pression from waich the people at large now suffer is sus-
tained by — a¢ it springs from —statute law, the/question
respeetfllly submitted to our law-makers now in ‘Lopeka,
they can do any better work this year than t !
dozen or so brief and pointed repealing ac
can be greater than to clothe men by law wit!
and then to endeavor to make Jaws to regulate and restrlct
the exercise of the power to rob? The lines given bel
as applicable to Kansas as to her norihern neighbor, for
whose benefit they were written; and published in'a
can paper, while the Republican pariy had undisputed con-
trol of the State government.

There came to the city a Statesman of ‘Beanty;
The beer on his whiskers was heavy and chil
He never ceased talking of honor and daty,
And every half hour he rung in a new bill.
His mouth made one think of a vast flowing rive
That rolled on its course to the ocean forever;
He made the wall paper curl ap there and quiver
And shouted the watchword of * Give ns more law
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Proudhon, the Father of Anarchism.
IS PERSONALITY AND His PHILOSOPHY.
renn e, X Bugliinder's - Abolition of the State.” =)

The State
its abolition ax a matter of experience,

Such an impulse to shake off the State gets possession of
his soul that he searcely leaves himself time to find abstract
gronmds for ir, but brings before us single examples of no-
State as areulity.

T, negation. of the Sta. o,

which not only destroys but

N . also at the < time ereates, is the only rational one. By
= 4 . -
X every other means we run our Leads against a prison wall,

and believe we are thereby achieving our liberty. While to
most men the abolition of the State is synonymons with no-
thinguness, Prondhon sees so clearly the bright picture of a
society without any form of State, that he complains of not
boing a painter or a mechanician, in order to represent it in
- its entiroty.

) With him Anarchy is not blank despair in tho State, nor
dees it possess a sweet mystical charm to hurl itself into an
unknown void; wherveas many men who preach after him do
not grasp this deep scnse, and are only charmed at having
discovered & voeal expression for their dull impulse towards
suicide, und to he able to translate their poliution and dis-
solution into the ideal.

The doctrine of the abolition of the State has a someching
terrible, synonymous with madness, for sober practical men
who love Jaw and order: but for those who have lost them-
gelves, who live without object or aim, and hate forms, it
bas a charm. While the one set of men see iu the no-State
theory the impossibility of realizing their active healthy
impulse for achievements, to the others the general disselus
tion and decay are especially welcome. They feel their own
death-agony, and rejoice to carry with them this world full
of pulsating glerious power. This struggle scems to them
only the natural vocation of life and the worid ; in their sloth-
ful egotistical nothingness, they cheer on the new prophet of
anarchy and the abolition of the State, just as once ignorant
weak minds accepted the doctrine of community of goods
and wives,

But Proudhon is as litile understood by these friends as
by Lis other enemies.  iIn this branch of his eriticism he still
remains the cold, impassive book-keeper; he caleulates the
State to its death, even us he throttled capital with figures.
tle addresses ticse of his readers whom he regards as un-
believers, hefore he proceeds to demonstrate the possibility of
abolishing the Ntate, thus: * My development can only lot

at onee. Haw, therefore, shall we be able to grasp the en-
Wit guarantee shall we hav, for our constitution ?
This guarantec. 1 will name it.
ORE CAN prove its Recuracy.,
pression. ¢ All the parts together equal the whole.”
do you believe in mathematics?
yourself entirely to my guidance. ‘1 will show you the most
interesting things, and you ran no dsnger of losing your-
selves. By aid of this expression 1 hope to show yov «hc
real unheard-of play, that governmen® by the progress of
social reforms necessarily falls, and in pooportion a it falls
must order take its place.”

Thus, as he raises his axe to shatter the State, he calls Dut
to his readers to help him count the broken fragments, and

in the total amount of the pieces. Itis as if during doon

day he geometrically calculated the downfall of the world.

- This cold, sober habit of destru-~ passionless as that of

sutioner, énabled him'to reison out 'the extinction of

; and we are thereby pacified that in'the loss of the

Smte nothing will be really lost, because. this éternal eal-
culator certainly took everything into account.”

Proudon was so sure that he asked, * What shall we do
the day after the Rovolution?’” He was so certain that he
mocks and gibes at the Socialist writers with their quack-
salver remuhee wnd at the Mountain, with its idea gathered
irom the fonal Convention that ““theé people are: the
starting-peint of all gov, srnmen!
havé to'carry on the Government in‘order to eud the Revo-
~Intion in twenty-four hours by decrees.’” :

:He would have s

. laws, and hav
well-cotisidered
therefore no uet -

rangled the ht é with its ow

~the Revo
away somethmg :
denied and_ cleare
-capital, and oppr
tion depended the re

We are 8o wws

belougs (0 empiricism, he theretore regards |

watters follow one upon another, atd not present everything |

It is so simple that every
It consists of 5 mathematieal ex-
Reader, |
1f s0, you can entrust ;

from their number to conclisie that:the’ whole still exists |

! bis neighbor; he is only happy by means of his neighhor.
| This is the mystical heman view o) existence.  It'was this
Udghty inspulse which animated Leonidas at Thermopy i,
! and which dreve the Parisians to storm the Bastile.

| Rightly, then, did Prowdhon diseriminate between simple
and compound liberty. ‘The first only exists ameng bar-
barians, and even only among civilized nations, so long
they alone feel free when isolated, In this way he is the
freest whose activity is least restrained by other men. A
single man alone upon the wide earth would represent the
highiest grade of this liberty,

Against this sterile liberty, brooking no witnesses, Proud-
hon took up the secial standpoint, and in it found liberty
and solidarity so synonymous that the liberty of one man is
not bounded by the liberty of another man, as was expressed
in the Declaration of Rights in 1793, but vather finds therein
an ally, and he is the freest man who is most closely con-
nected with his equals.

He exemplifies this by two nations separated from each
other by an arm of the sea or a chain of mountains. These
nations are comparatively free so long as they have no inter-
course with each other; but they are poor; they are simply
free. But thev are far fieer and richer if they interchange
their products. This is calied compound liberty. The special
activity of these two nations acquired greater scope when
they mutually exchange articles of consumption and laber,
“ This simple fact,” says Proudhon, * reveals to us an entire
system of new developments of liberty, a system in whieh
the exchange of produce is but the first step.”” With these
werds he alluded to his ““ Pecple's Bank.”

Proudhon, therefore, did not despair of civilization, He
did not regard it as the misfortune of mankind, and would
not allow the citizens to slink back to the woods. The
abolition of the State did not appear to him as a hostile
isolation of mankind, What he wanted was the State with-
out government, without tutelage; the perfect free right of
each single individual who in his fellows tinds his complete-
ness and progress, the self-administration and self-govern-
ment of all members of society. He did not want that every
mouthful wu cal should be first chewed by the teeth of an
ofticial. All the countless supports which the State has
erected to save us from falling, but which finally form prison
bars, he would have cleared away — the cessation of all pro-
tection by the State, which makes us cowardly and drowsy
—and in their places self-protection; then wouid liberty,
equality, and fraternity become a reality.

In every society Prondhon distinguislied twe Xinds of con.
s stitution ~ b soel and *he political.  The abolitior of tie
tarter was with him synonymouns with abolition o the State,
As an example of a social coustitution, Proudhon brought
forward the Ten Commandments which Moses gave to the
ews, Those, and the accompanying laws which regaiate
religious ceremonies and lay down police and sanitary regu-
lations, furm no politieal constitution.  The theceratic form
of government which the national bond assumed, but which
under Samuel led to the establist of a kingdom, did not
at first at all take the character of a political organization
because religion and science were synonymous.

5

Our Overworked Socialistic Post-Office.
| Freethought.}

. A good feature, potentially, of the postal service intro-
duced by the Hon. Samuel W, Backus, postmaster of San
; Francisco, is the fifty or more large hoxes placed at different
points for the reception of newspapers and packages. One
of these boxes is located ai the corner of Fourth and Howard
streets, within a long stone’s-throw of this oftfice, and, as
soon as it was put in place a few weeks ago, we began to
patronize it. All went well for awhile, and scores of copies
of our preminm bhook have been deposited, but now  com-
plaint comes from Mr. Backus to the effect that we are over-
taxing the service. The writer says his attention has been
called to the fact that we are in the habit of placing large
quantities of mail matter in the bexes designed ‘for news-
papers and packages, which is true, and *‘using this privis
lege so freely as to deprive -other citizens of ‘thé' uses for
which such boxes were designed.’”’ ~Mr. Backus says he'is
sure that upon reflection we will agree with him’ that this
thml use of these bm(es by the Freetllought

1t seems to us th'\t Postmaster Backus takes a’ ‘wronu view

' T'hig'company is not to be hdd respon
quacy of the ‘postal sérvice.” A firm' with' ﬁft

led has as much right to the use of the box
as one man: wnh a single le!ter or. book (or in the latter

of the case, for it'is not the Frcethought Pul)lls ng.Com- |

demand upon it, the box should be enlarged, not the trafiie
restricted,  The man who colleets from these bexes may as
well eollert twinty pounds of mail as ten, and the Loaxes may
as well be made larg : enough to hold all the matter likely to
be deposited L. them. We bave entered into eorrespondince
with the pestmaster for the purpose of learning how mueh
or how Hitile mail we may be allowed to deposit in his new
receptacle. I we must deposit one book and carry forty to
the main oflice, Mr. Backus is at liberty to take bis red box
away.

Rights as a Basis of Generalization.
[Syduey Olivier in National Reforiner.)

Positive moral scienee, in * balancing aceounts hetween
clashing cgoisms,” does no more than declare lonitations to
the rights of individuals by pronouncing certain activities
and mental habits * wrong,” because their exercise inter-
feres with the happiness of other individuals, or, as I should
prefer to say, with their freedom. It does not say, or
attempt to say, what is the fuli content of the * rights”” of
the individual, even when we have him under consideration
as & member of society. Still less is it capable of declaring
what are the rights of the individual qua atomic Man, and
without reference to society. Mr. Robertson makes bold to
say that homo pithecus * certainly believed he had rights.”
‘This seems to me most improbable, and the only analogies
we have to guide us are unfavorable to the supposition.. It
depends very much on whether he was gregarious or not.
Assuming him not to have been gregarious, I see no more
reason for attributing the notion to him than to a modern
tiger, or other creature independent of society.  His own
desires wounld Ve the direct prompters of his actions, and the
limit of his actions wounld be the lim», of his powers, If his
actions were frustrated, he would ¢ angry, but angry be-
cause baulked of his desire, ot because baulked ‘of his
rights. To his rights we ourselves can aflix no limit; they
are indefinite, and appear as co-extensive with his desires.
For we need not call him to account for the murder and
destruction of plant life for his food, or even for that of a
few beetles or bees’ nests, although he has not the-excuse
which the baok of Genesis gives us for the torture, oppres-
&ion, and slanghter of all living races but our own. His
rights, I say, are indefinite; they are anything he pleases,
and positive science cannot possibly tell us anything about
them. But if, or when, he is gregarious, then his freedom
of action becomes limited by the requirements:of  social
cohesion. He is prevented from doing some things that he
desires to de. and comes to recognize that it is more con-
venient that he should not do them. 1If his Tellows further
interfere with him, he resents it, but surely we have gone
far towards civilization before it can be said that he resents
it a8 an infraction of his right rather than as a hindrance of
his will. But even at this stage, and right up to our present
soviety, the rights of individuals, within the bounds set by
social convenience, remain indefinite. Each isolated’ wild"
beast, including hypothetically komo pithecus, each horde
of wolves, each savage tribe, each conquering ‘nation. of
history, and, until the new revelation of evolution, Man'asa
genus, have surely regarded their rights as against all the
world as limited only by their powers, or rather, have not:
entertained the notion of rights until tlley found their free-
dom limited.

And as ina world of anarchic atomism the ““ natural ”’ rights
of the individual cannot be detected or defined, and-are thus
not material for handling by positive science; so ‘in the
modern state the ‘‘ natural ” rights of the individual, being .
an indefinite and immeasurable residuum, circumseribed by
conventions of social right, founded on the common con-
venience, are just as unsatisfactory material for: positive
treatment, and quite as fallacious a basis for etlical or’
political generalization. We can do no more than assume
that it is good for every man to have l'rocdom,— ice, to'be
able to realize his desires to-the fullest extent,— and to build
our ethical generalizations and our legislative structure on
this assumption in such a fashion as will promote ‘the great-
est amount of {reedom in society. This is positi tilita-
rianism, and is independent of any reference to ;




Now the man and woman wall ad together, and the woman
wished well to the man,  One night when the moon was |
shining so that the haves of all the trees glinted, and the |
waves of the sea were silvery, the woman walked alone to '
the forest. I was dark there; the moonlight fell only in
little tleeks on the dead leaves under her feet, and the |
branches were kuotted tight overhend, Farther in it got
darker, not even a tleek of moonlight shone.  Then she ciame |
to the shrine; she knelt dowa before it and prayed; there
caine no answer,  ‘Fhen sbo uncovered her breast; with a
sharp two-edged stone that lay there she wounded it.. The
drops dripped siowly down on to the stone, and a voice cried,
“What do you seek 2

She answered, *‘There is a man; I hold him nearer than
anything. I would give him the best of all blessings.”

The voice said, *“ What is it 2"

The girl said, “1 know not, bat that which is most good
for him I wish him to have,””

The voice said, “Your prayer is answered ; he shail have it.”

Then she stond up. She covered her breast and held the
garment tight upon it with her haud, and ran out of the
forest, and the dead leaves fluttered under her feet. Out in
the moonlight the soft air was blowing, and the sand glit-
tered on the beach. She ran along the smooth shore, then
suddenly she stood still. Out acroas the water there was
something moving. She shaded her eyes and looked. It
was a boat; it was sliding swiftly over the moonlit water out
to sea.  One stood upright in it; the face the mooulight did
not show, but the figure she knew. It was passing swiftly;
it seensed as if no one propelled it ; the moeonlight’s shimmer
Adid not let her see clearly, and the boat was far from shore,
bat it seemed almost as if there was another figare gitting in
the stern,  Faster and faster it glided over the water away,
away. Sheranalong the shore; she came no nearer.it, The
garmont she Bad held elose finttered open; she stretehed |
out her arms, wnd the moonlight shone on her long lvose
hair,

Then i volee beside her whispered, * What is it 2"

Towed the paths of Stirner and Prowlhon to the end.
i

new world.

D heard, or felt.

Shie eried, “With my blood T beught the best of all gifts
for him. 1 have come to bring it him? He s going from
me! " i

The voice Whispered softly, “ Your prayer was answered
Tt nas been given him.”

She eried, * What is it 2?7

The volce answered, “ It is that he might leave you."

The girl stood still.

Far out at sen the boat was lost to -cigln beyonid the mbon-
light sheen.

The voice spoke softly, * Art theua contented 27

She said, “ 1 am contented.’’

At her feet the waves broke in long ripples a«)ltl) on the
shore,

Glad Tidings from Over S
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memorable days of the sumunier of 1889, whet 1

acquaintance, that for more than a year I had been occupied
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palivection of Individualism.  Based on the second edition of
o Sturm,” various periadicals have been discussing Stirner's
philosophy and my pesition of Anarchism,  There is no
deounpt that my new work will give rise to further and more

{ thoreugh discussions,

As yet, 1 kuow no one here who, like ourselves, has Yol
With-
out o reerniting dram, withont a witehword, withont o
programme, alone and withont any sympathizers, [ am
standing as you were standing when with ¢ Liberty’* you
founded the tirst organ of individaalistic Anarchisa in the
But, 0! Voun had no one who conti be to you
what yon have heen and ave to me: a living example of a
pitiless contemplation of men and things, of a cool reckoner
with sentimentality and brutality ; and a {riend.

Notwithstanding the perhaps long pause, 1 have not bezn
sleeping. 1 have shaken off the dull stupor which some-
times overcame me when I here beheld everything after
which I was striving apparently crashed under the clunsy
heel of power, and the still more clumsy tyranuny of a party
elaiming a lease on the future. There are as yet only a few
on whom we may rely. But these few will also be found
hiere, and meet in fellowship. Feor they are already here
without knowing it themselves.

Long live Anarchy in the new as in the old world!

Very sincerely yours,
Jouy HeNry Mackay.
ZURICH, SWITZERLAND, JANUARY 19, 1881,
Mr. Hanson Enters the Lists.
To the Editor of Liberty :

The question of copyright, which has been so elaborately
diseussed in the pages of Liberty, is, to my mind, one of the
simplest of economic problems,

Ideas are things that cannot be smelled,
As tl -y exist exclusively in the Lidiu, they
are non-transferable.  All economic quantities must be put
into conerete form to make them exchangeable, for
is the seienee of exchange.

What, then, have we to consider, in the production of a

tasted, seen,

ics

. book, that comes within the pale of economics? Ounly the

amount of work in formnlating the ideas into an objective
eality. Bevond this we may not go. For things which the
Hence
the total amount of work in the production of 8 book = the
objective thing —is al! that the author ean claim as prop-
erty.  Property consists of all labor-products and useful
services that grotify human desires, and whose exchangeable

vatlue is Jdetermined by the amount of work and time re-
| yuired to produce shem.

All that an author can rightfully
claim from the pablic is as much useful work, in ong form or
another, as he has put into his book. Equity, theréfore, does
not permit copyright or monopoly.

1 do not invade an anthor’s, or an inventor’s right, by
eopying his beok, or by making a similar machine. 1 bave
an inherent right to the use of my eyes, brains, and hands to
eopy @ book, or imitate a machine. In doing either I rob
neither the author nor the inventor, for my labor is'my own.
1 have therefore a right to compete with the author, or in-
ventor, in the same markets for the sale of my prodncts.” No
one, sider the law of equal freedom, ean rightfully prvlubit
we from so delng.

Liberty, tirerefore, is in the right, notwithstanding it has
such gladiators to combat as *Yarros, Simspoi. Donis
thorpe, Fuller, and Bilgram."” s

W, Haw
Another Consistent Anti- Monopolust.
Friend Tucker:

N.

1 feel like thanking you for your persistent ﬁght;ngn.iust

numerical odds, on the patent, copyright, question.” Woald
have offered my seeble lance (pen)'to assist you; but that I
saw it was occupying space to the exclusion from I
usual bill of fare of much spicy and interesting matter. But
comrade Lloyd comes gallantly to your side, and, it seems to
me; to the utter rout of the opposing chumpmus. -

Your illustrations might be earried to any extent
mvenmr of the revolvmg mﬂlshme haxl perpetual

sion’; and thie man could do nothing till
the assent of the one auth(mzed by th
it.

iberty’s |

The anthor has always the power to enforce his normal
right of ewnership by requiring thiat his book be published
by subseription, a method which is sil resorted to und
legal copyright.

Anent the “ Mutual Bank'; ¥ hope to be able to upder-
stand it, when it is put in operation; but ar. unable now to
see how credit hased on a legatized monopoly can benetit
sueh as iwve no interest in the monopoly or save them from
rent, tariff, and patent right tax.  Yes! [ knew you meant
the singletax men; but some might think you classed all
1aad reformers together.  Redly, Uthink the mutual hank
would be lilely to remove land monopoly sooner than
Geoige’s tax, J. K. INcALLs,

Griora, N. Y., FEBRUARY 12, 1801,

Ready to Fight.
[Wordsworth Donisthorpe in Herald of Anarehy.)

There is too much gas. What we want is n-League of Ae-
tion. By this I do not mean a ridienlous aguressive Society
of revolutiuists throwing bombs about. I mean a Defence
League which shall have the courage of itg convietions to the
full length of resisting by sorce all m.,gresswe a«,ts perp«trated
by the State. ;

It should consist of a Council who should consider. ho far
resistance should be carried under whatever uruunst nces
might arige; and what sort of resistance shoul :

Thus, although I think it would be a perfutly moml aA't to
shoot an ufficial charged with the earrying out of the German -
Compulsory Vaccination Law, I'think i would be folly to'go
to the same length in resisting the English faw.: Firstiof all,
it is feudly right to kill & man for picking your pocket.
Knock Lis front teeth out, but do not kill him. Seeoudly,
is & bad example to those who claim rights which free m
cannot admit, — e. 7., the right'to live, if need be, at o
pecpie’s expense; and which claim they may put forw
with every bit as much zeal and conviction of justice
with which we assert our right to-liberty

I advoeate foreible resistande to nrbnrary i
but moderate and suitable resistance, such as’1 3
exercise against private individuals in o fray.

Surely there is plenty tc be done without Loin
twaddling about dynamite. Take the Free Lihmﬂes Rate,
Let one hundred persons’all stubbornly refuse to pay tin
one district. Let them ignore tlm‘summons.
collector obtain his warrant and Jevy for the nmouut.

orferenice;
ld my e

When

the *“man in possession ’’ has effected his enmulce and Awn 3

his schedule of goods:and: chattels distrained,; |
promptly chucked into the néarest gutter;  Ar
this results in the inearceration of th(- frﬁe mar
liberty, let him sit it outin jail.

same tinie make themselves as unpl

officers (in reason), and otimrwme nmkiug the ma)ority :
heartily sick of the whole business, :

Miss Willard’s D
To the Fditor of Liberty:
In your issue of January 24 you qlmte from a c(mtrl

by E. Evans to the. “ National View " of Washington, in-
which he credity Miss Willard with having written the poem
“For the People” under the titie of. * What We. Want.”’. :
You will be glad, I am sure, to state to your readers that
Miss Willard -quoted - this poem: in her last anpual address
before the National W. C.'T. U., having seen it published
under the title, “ What We Want,” and Mr. Evans failed to

.| notice the sentence with which she prefaced the quotation,

as follows: *“'The present unrest is nobly translated in these

worils,” proving condusxvely that ‘she: dld not -claim the

anthorship. -
Hoping you will'do Mlss Wlllartl the justi

to corréot -
your statement, I am yours truly, £y

Let'the t,ax- -
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«Ja abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiyes of old-time sla-
very, the Revolution alolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu-
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gange of the exciseman, the evasing-knife of the department clerk,
all those insiynic of Politics, which poung Lilerty grinds beneath
her heel.’' — PROUDRON,

§3F The appearance in the editorial column of articles
over other signatures than the editor’s initial indicates that
the editor approves their central purpose and general tenor,
though he does not hold himself responsible for every phrase
or word. But the appearance in other parts of the paper of
articles by the same or other writers by no means indicates
that he dis.\pprovts them in any respect, such disposition of
them being governed largely by motives of convenience.

The Right to Authorship.

Mr. Tucker’s “ disposition to narrow the (copyright) debate
down to essentials’ does not appear to prevent him from
seizing upon -all of ials whenever he
thinks he can strengthen his case thereby. While he insists
that those of his opponents who have approached the matter
of copy and patent right from the practical side shall meet
him on the sole issue of the relation between property in
ideas and the general principle of equal liberty; whils he
sharply calls to order Mr. Donisthorpe and Mr. Bilgram, re-

N luctant to descend from the lofty position of a logical de-

N fenderof a seientifie prineiple and discuss with them practical
@ ' results, — he takes care to keep all the practical questions
constantly before my eyes, despite my entire willingness,
and even anxiety, to confine the discussion to the single ques-
tion whether or not property in ideas consists with the
principle of equal JHberty. It is quite painful for me to con-
template the awkwardness of Mr, Tucker's present attitude.
In the same issue we find him telling Mr. Bilgram that his
non-use of the law of equal liberty is laughable in the ex-
treme, and telling me (without preceiving that lie creates an
opportunity for me to make merry at his expense) that the
S fact ' that ¢ perpetual copyright warrants the wanton de-
struction of the most valuable treasures,” ete., ““is the final
and trivmphant reductio e absurdum of all theories of per-
petual property in ideas” ! Is not Mr. Tucker’s own use and
non-use of the law of equal liberty langhable in the extreme ?
The *“fact* referred to, to those who consistently adhere to
the law of equal liberty, is of no significance whatever. The
question, as Mr. Tucker told Mr. Donisthorpe, is not whether
we fancy we should be losers or gainers by copyright. The
question is, what is the verdict of social science on this point,
what the conclusion authorized by the law of equal liberty.
‘We should all perish if farmers and manufacturers snddenly
took 2 notion to destroy all their products; yet it does not
oceur to us to use this fact as a tri argument agai
private property in wheat, clothing, and other indispensable
things.
o On the main issue Mr. Tucker makes but one remark,
’ ¢ which, weak as it is, I must not ignore.”” “Asa friend of
equal liberty,” he caunnot endure the man who, having pro-
duced a work of genius, claims the right of absolute property
in that work. ‘It is,” he cries, *an idle mockery to say
that people would still have the liberty to discover for thein-
selves. No man living in the civilized world has the liberty
to discover the principle of the steam-engine. Having seen
the steam-engine, he is powerless to discover it. This being
the case, and the first inventor of the steam-engine having
virtually rendered all other people powerless to'invent it, a
patent given to him puts the entire world at his mercy by
enabling him to deprive it of its chief motive-power if he
chooses, or, if he prefers, to sell it to the world at the price
of a permanent income for himself and his heirs amounting
to a fraction less than the annual extra pmduct due to the
use of steam.” But Mr. Tucker strangely losés sight of one
circumstance, — namely, that the inventor or dxscovex‘er does
not force anybody to examine and study hi vention or dis-
covery. Certainly the author or inventor, in puhhshmg his
idea, violates no one's freedom. If Mr. Tucker wants to be
the originator of everything he has oceasion to use and enjoy
“in life, he is at liberty to abstain from reading an d
things. Then it mn be no idle mockery t

to study ; to sce them merely is enough, But all Mr, Tucker
has the right to demand is that these things shall not be
brought to his own private house and placed before his eyes.,
The stores and the streets are not his; and he has no right to
say that they shall not be offered there for inspection and
sale.  If he chooses to enter the stores, or walk in the public
street and look at the display of goods in the windows, he
does so at the risk of depriving himself of the liberty of
originating certain things. Not being compelled by the in-
ventors and authors to enter stores, he cannot complain of
the loss of liberty entailed by these visits.

Unless Mr. Tucker can overthrow this argument, I claim
that the right to property in ideas is fully established. 1
claim that the position taken by me, by the editor of *“To-
day,” and, as I still think (in spite of what has been urged
against my interpretation of him), by Spencer, on the ques-
tion of the absolute right of the author to Ais idea, logic-
ally follows from the law of equal liberty. Perhaps I was
wrong in intimating that the second claimant (I use the word
in its ordinary, not legal, sense) should be required to prove
his title; it may be that the ¢ good old ruie’’ of holding an
accused innocent until proved an aggressor by those who im-
peach him needs no qualification. I am not ready to express
any positive opinion on the question, and am willing to dis-
cuss it. But, whatever the answer to this purely practical
question, the important admission which I am endeavoring
to get from Mr. Tucker is that, provided we grant every
man who claims to have originated a thing the liberty to
compete with a previously recognized originator of a similar
thing (if a jury decides in his favor), the law of equal liberty
is not violated in requiring everybody whn wishes to use an
idea elaborated by another, saving himself the trouble of
originating it, to pay for the use of it, to the author,
the price set upon it by the latter. Whether such patents
and copytights are platonic @ $aivs or not, concerns me little.
The principle alone coneerns me. At some future occasion I
may undertake to show that these patents and copyrights
are sufticiently virile and vigorous; at present, regard for
the proprieties of abstract discussion forbids my imitating
Mr. Tucker aud Mr. Bilgram and obscuring the question by
congidezations of advauicge or non-advantage.

V. Y.

When Proudhon wrote the concluding letter in his
famous discussion with Bastiat ru interest, he (old his
opponent that three-fourths of it was written in ad-
vance of his receipt of the rejoinder to his previous
letter, so well did he know what that rejoinder would
be. My present answer to Mr. Yarros was not written
in advance, but I can truthfully say that, when I wrote
my previous answer, I foresaw that he would make
precisely the reply that he has made. It would have
been more merciful, no doubt, to have then and there
assumed what the reply would be, and, by answering
it in advance, prevented him from making it. But by
a certain perversity inhering in my nature, akin, I
fear, to that which actuates a cat in toying with its
prey, I was led to allow him to attempt the seeming
avenue ot escape that still remained, leaving him to
find out later that he had plunged into a cul-de-sac.

I foresaw, for instance, when I wrote my answers in
the last issue to Mr. Yarros and Mr. Bilgram, that
Mr. Yarros would seize upon the surface similarity
between ray reductio ad absurdum of property in ideas
and Mr. Bilgram’s attempted reductio ad absurdum of
no-property in ideas, and “make merry” over my
seeming inconsistency in objecting to this method of
argument in the latter case while adopting it myself in
the former. But I remembered that he laughs best
who langhs last, and I cannot suppress a gentle
chuckle over the innocent air of triumph with which
Mr. Yarros has walked into the trap. Let us now take
a look at the essential diffevence underlying this sur-
face similarity. If Mr. Yarros had read my answer to
Mr. Bilgram more carefully, he would have seen that
1 never asserted for a moment that, if Mr. Bilgram’s’
claim that a denial of property in ideas would leave us
without a literature should be thoroughly established,
the fact would not therefore prove either that such
property is consistent with equal liberty or else that |-
equal liberty does not always make for happiness and
is a much less reliable guide than we now suppose.
My objection to Mr. Bilgram was that he refused to
consider, on the ground of irrelevancy, the theoretical
argument that property in ideas is inconsistent with
equal liberty, but instead, without pointing out any
flaw in this argument, insisted thatit must be unsound
because in his opinion, unsubstantiated by any f'u:ts,
and even against the facts; and agamst tae opinion oi
most students, denial of property in ideas

y hterature. Now, was my m!wt' ¢

of property in ideas anything of this nature? Not at
all. T cited as a possible result of absolute and per-
petual property in ideas the destruction of Spencer’s
works for ali time by the descent of the copyright to
a bigoted Roman Catholic heir. This possibility is
not a doubtful matter. It is undenied and undeniable.
In fact, any one who looks at the matter without bias
will admit the strong probability that such a result
would ensue sooner or later, if not in the case of
Spencer’s works, then in the cases of others equally im-
portant. And this being true, it shows property in
ideas to bLe absurd, just as Mr, Bilgram’s claim. if it
were true, would show no-property in ideas to be ab-
surd. Ii there were half the probability that all the
farmers would simuitaneously destroy all their wheat
in exercise of their right of property that there would
be of the permanent destruction of valuable literary
works under a system of perpetual copyright, I am in-
clined to think that we should be very great fools if
we continued to protect private property in wheat.
Nevertheless, aside from the absolute silliness of the
one supposition and the absolute reasonableness -of
the other, there is an important distinction that
should be pointed out: the destruction of Spencer’s
works, accompanied, say, by a sale of the copyright to
the Reman Church, would absolutely prohibit the re-
production of theri, whereas the destruction of wheat
by all existing farmers would not prevent other men
from becoming farmers and producing more wheat.
The necessary readjustinent in the l:tter case would
probably be accompanied by much sufferiig and per-
haps by some deaths, but it is not true — in fact, it is
far from true — that we should all perish. . The evil,
however intense, would be of a temporary character,
whereas the evil, under perpetual copyright, of the
destruction of great literary works would be perma-
nent, incradicable, irremediable. :

Rigist here I may well call attention to the differ-
ence between Mr. Yarros's adherence to ‘the law of
equal libety and my own. Judging from the tone of
his present article, he seems to adhere to it as to a
fetich ; ¥ adhere to it simply as a means of happiness.
When 1 called Mr. Donisthorpe and Mr. Bilgram to

order, I did so on the supposition that both those

gentlemen had arrived at the conclusion that equal
liberty makes for happiness. Hence I reasoned that
the shortest way for us to decide the copyright ques-
tion was to decide first whether copyright harmonizes
with equal liberty, instead of betaking ourselves to'an
empirical examination of facts and figures, in neglect
of the advantage which our common generalization
gives us. But nowhere have I disputed the ultimate
appeal to facts to overthrow even the supposed law of
equal liberty., Mr. Yarros, on the contrary, seems to
have a regard for abstract reasoning which prohibits
him from allowing any such court of ultimate appeal.
It is only fair to say, however, that this fetichism is
not shown by him in dealing with other gquestions:
In his treatment of the land question, for instance, it
i3 conspicuously absent. If any one were to prove to
him that the law of equal liberty requires that all
users of any part of the American continent should pay
rent to the heirs of its discoverer, Christopher Co-
lumbus, he would say: “To hell with the law of
equal liberty ! ” or words to ‘that effect; but when
this same law seems to him to require that all usersof
the steam-engine should pay a royalty to the heirs of
its discoverer, James Watt, he apparently is as

to grant this law a permanenb abbde
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clude discussion of the general principle, I then pro-
ceeded to meet the practical considerations urged by
both of those gentlemen. I have adopted no rule,
tlierefore, that forbids me to keep the practical ques-
tions before Mr. Yarros's eyes. If the view displeases
hiw, that is not my fault. Besides, to adopt his own
argument, he is not obliged to look at it.

This reminds e of that other part of Mr. Yarros's
rejoinder which 1 also clearly foresaw. When T ar-
gued thet the publication of an invention practicaliy
takes away from all other men the liberty to invent
the sime thing for themselves, T kunew, almost as well
as 1 know it now, that Mr. Yarros would answer:
“Let them shut their eyes, then, or stay in the house.
They are not obliged to read about, study, or look at
the new invention. But if they do so read, study, and
look, they voluntarily abandon their literty to invent
the same thing themselves.” It is plansible, but let
us oice mese look below the surface. Then we see at
once tha. the voluntary abandonment is all on the
other sife. Iere we are, all of us, with egual rights
to shut our eyes or open thewm, to stay at home or walk
the streets, and to exercise our native faculties. This
is the normal condition, the status quo. - Some man
comes along with an invention and parades it in the
streets; and we are told that, in consequence of this
act on his part, we must either give up our liberty to
walk the streets or else our liberty to invent the thing
that he has invented! Not so fast, my dear sir. The
boot is on the other leg. Were you compelled to pa-
rade your invention through the streets? Were you
even invited to do so? No! Then whydo you do it?
And why do you ask us to protect you from the con-
sequences? You want your invention to yourself?
Then keep it to yourself. - Nobody says you nay.
But when you parade it in the streets, you voluntarily
abandon your liberty to keep it to yourself. And if
you, denying this, ask us to aid you in depriving us of
our birthright in the facts and truths of nature, we
admire your assurance, but ‘we do nnt bow to your
will. Thus the very argument by whici Mr. Yarros
endeavored to escape is turned against himself and
pens him in the closer. He thought he had struck the
open road, and he finds himself in a blind alley.

g T.

The Question of Copyright.—1

1 have read with interest what has appeared in
Liberty on this subject,—no doubt a puzzling one,
because both abstract and complex. What is copy-
right? ‘The word means the right to copy. But if I
say | am in favor of copying what we want to copy,
the advocates of copyright will immediately tell me
that this is precisely what they do not sllow, except:
to the author or his assigns.  The word and the law
are derived from a political condition in which the
sovereign prohibited mdxndual achvmos in general

~in hxs standing as reg rd

Starting from the .

Here I am disposed to stop. Show me that any other
property is reasonable and ean be maintained without
government; then I may acknowledge it.

Literary and patent-right property, as I know it, is
another name for prohibition. It prohibits an exer-
cise of one's imitative and laboring faculties, It is
true that T will join with my neighbor B to prevent C
from taking B's farm or his statue or his house, and I
expect geueral consent.  Why? Because men in gen-
eral can make use of land for farms, and can enjoy
property in the other mentioned forms. It is not
especially bLecause he chiseled the statue or bailt the
house, but because it came into his possession in a
manner which I recognize as lawful, perhaps by ex-
change. There appears to be enough raw material for
all to have work and consequent comiort. All nen
can find use for a piece of land; hence, when men
become more intelligent, they will see their interest
in defending the occupier. But how many out of a
thousand are capable of availing themselves of copy-
right and patent laws to make more than they can
make by disregarding such laws?

All men have labor products limited by the material
in which the labor is embodied, and hence transfer-
able. A copyright-privilege or patent-right privilege
awaits embodiment in other material, and the author
or inventor, if protected, can but levy toll upon those
who will embody it in imitation of him.

I see that it is proposed, in putting together the
scattered provisions of the British copyright law, to
include abridgments. Then there is the right of
translation. Plaglarism is a delicate point in many
cases, I think it must be very difficult to contrive
any plan of protecting copyright which will not either
leave a loophole for plaginism or involve government,
and that such would be the case were all disposed to
admit the doctrine of copyright.

As a matter of comity, I think publishers could well
come to agreements not to duplicate each other's
work, but an indispensable condition among free men
must be that authors and their publishers shall not
enjoy the prohibitory privilege which is the soul of
copyright.

Besides indorsing Mr. Tucker’s argument in reply
to Mr. Donisthorpe, I wish to add a few words on the
inventions which have been abandoned to the public,
not superseded. Let ty suppose that perpetual patent
and copyright had existed from the beginning of
civilization, and rhat all inventors had claimed their
“rights”” In that case there would be royalties on
the wiicel, the saw, the knife, the axe, the plough, the
use of irom, the processes in every manufacture, on
ail game ', on money, on paper, cn fire, on matches, on
window glass, or doors and hinges, on springs, on
locks, cu heds, on soap and the use of soap, on hot
water, on brushes, on every kind of clothes and shoes,
on ink, types and every press, on the musical notation,
on books, on the alphabet, on the numerals, on arith-
met.ic, on bookkeeping by single and double ‘entry.
What would business men do without figures? They
must pay the descendant of some Arabian. What
would eugineers do without algebra?. They, too,
must pay. ‘Everybody must pay for having a name
and surname. What would composers do without a
staff ‘and notes, or authors without an alphabst? |-

. They could not claim any copyright, for they are

using signs invented by a-monk. ' The Church, bemg
his  heir, might farm  letters out. But it, in tw

must get the permission of the owners >
of paper.makm‘g,, printing,

and invasions before social science was thought of?
Mr. Simpson’s proposition of control over another

by virtue of having adorned his piece of land, and the .

'other s waubm; to mltate hls adomment, will do v

lents, but are forced to pay for looking at objects
publicly exposed. Mr. Simpson will then proceed to
enforce his claim, perbaps. While he is doing so, I
may have the luck to discover in the property of some-
bady elge the natural object which gave him his de-
sign, and theu there will be an unlimited claim against
Mr, Simpson.

I have some further remarks to make touching on
Spencer and Yarros. Tax Kak.

Ideas and Cigars.

Will Mr. Tucker kindly answer the following questions:
W (1) If the making of a cigar is work, and its results —the
cigar —is justly the private property of the worker, why is
not the writing a novel work, and its result — the ne el —
the private property of its author?

(2) Where is a greater variety and a more pronounced
individualness to be found? in a cirenlating library con-
taining a hundred t} 1 vol , or in a tol, factory
containing # hundred thousand cigars? In other words, are:
the possibilities of reproduction in the case of cigars greater
or less than they are in the case of —say, * What's - to be
Done?” or * What is Property?”” or * The Origin of Spe-
cles”? Now, if the cigar made by 4 is his private property
in spite of the dear public’s claim of all the vast possibilities
it has to produce a cigar just like it, why should net'A's
‘ System of Economical Contradictions ** or a novel written
by him be his private property as well® the more 80 as there
is geed reason to believe that such works as ** What is Prop-
erty?"’ or “ What’s to be ™==a?" do not as easnly meet the
demand for then. as do «.igars,

(%) If you, Mr. Tucker, think it just that there should be
no * property in the results of work that is or may he done
once for all,”” why do you consider the cigars in your pocket
your private property? or do you believe that these cigars
are not the result of werk that was done once for-all? .or
do you think they need being done over again before they
can hecome your private property? or do you beheve ‘there
is some such power in the whole univers¢, which can supply
us with the slightest shadow of ‘a possibility to make these
same identical cigars which are at this moment in your
pocket anew ? .

(4) Has a man a right to copy my letters? i not, Ixas he
a right to copy my manuseript ?

(5) 1Tas a man a right to copy letters sent to me by my
friend? If not, has he a right to copy his mnnuscnpt sent to
moe in che form of a letter or letters ?

(6) If not, may I not— having the permisslon of my
friend —make with any willing individual ‘an agreement to
the effect that for a consideration of so much-and 'so much,
payable to me in cash, he shall have the right to read that
manuscript whenever Le pleases, provided that he shall at no
time copy it behind my back ? - Would such a transaction; if
consummated, be unjustifiable from tlue point of view of the
law of equal freedom?

(7) 1f not, may not the same transaction be repeated wnh o
a hundred thousand individuals ? :

(8) If it may be sorepeated; may I not prepare be‘ hand
a hundred thousand copies of that manuscript, and send them
right along to those individuals as they write to me of their
willingness to accept my proposmon, instead of ‘a.king
them waste shoe leather in coming over.to my rooms there :
to read the manuscript 2. If not, why not ? :

(9 If yes, may we not, once for all, to economi:
make an agreement all around and call it a ftee socia,

copy of it, or take unto themselves such manuseript or copy.
of it ag their anarchisncally lawful private property o
80 only by specxal penmsewn of the maker of the manuscript
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work of discovery may be done once for all as in the
case of the discovery in prehiatoric time of the prin. |
ciple or idea of the wheelbarrow. But the work of !
production is required wi-esh in the case of each par-|
ticular thing.  Noicutter how many thousand miilions |
of wheelbarrows liave beer jroduced, it requires fresh
or of productiz. to make another one.” Mr, Za-
vin will tind further that 1, in commenting on
this, "wrcte as follows:  “Can anything be plainer |
than that he whe does the work of combining words
for the expression of an idea saves just that amount

me

of luboy to all who thereafter choose to use the samrn !

dAustries may stop the invasion of the greedy monopolists of ! sidered structureless, they assume, in the cours
interest, unfair profits, and rents, but I have never learned ’ growth, a continually-inereasing com

from Liberty or any other champion of Asarchism how the ‘
sime could invade the liberty of any individual but the’

aggressive wud the tyrannieal.  The protection of the weak
and innocent against the strong and avaricious necessarily
involves compulsion, whether by the will of the people as
typitiecd by a system of d- ocratic government or by their
will as idealized by Anarchists, A defence of a erime in-
volves eompulsion of some sort, whether the fevee of a super-
stitions law or the power of popular Anarchy. Ifow, then,

does Anarchism conttict with Socialisi or Individualism as |

above detired ?

Yours, WiLris HupspETH,

words in the same order to express the same idea, and@ATLANTI, Tows, Fesreany 11, 1891

that this work, not being required afresh in each par-
ticular case, is not work of production, and that, not
being work of production, it gives no right of prop-
erty. In quoting Mr. George above T'Gid not have to
expend any Iabor on ‘how to say ' what he had already
said. He had saved me that trouble. ~ I simply had to
write and print the words on fresh sheets of paper.
These sheets of paper belong to me, just as the sheets
on which he wrote and printed belong to him. Pnt
the particular combination of words belongs to neither
of us.,” By applying this argument to cigars, Mr. Za-
métkin will see that the discovery of the idea involved
© in the making of a cigar was work that was done once
for all, and does not have to be done afresh every tine
# new cigar is made, while the actual rolling of the
tobaceo has to be repeated with each new cigar, 1 am
afraid that Mr. Zamétkin has not followed the yreﬁent
diseussion from_the beginning. In that case e was
© not justified in stepping into it and making me waste
space in repetition.  If he had read the whole discus-
sion, I do not think he muld ha ¢ as [ qties mli 50
Iudierously foolish: ‘
(1) No man has a right to mpy \lr‘ Zamétkin's let-
ters or manuseript withoat lns perlms-mm, uitless he
makes thew public.
(5) Same answer as to pn revious qmasimn
(6) Perfectly just ble:
(7) Yes, Mr. Zamétkin ma,
_sand coutracts of this Sdrt; if |

risk.  But we, the pt:uple, if weare semsxl e and under-
stand polm(s ans l (couomv. will no. more xmlermke to

mul corner of
glycerine, kerose!
_close proximity.
_(8) Yes, aga
~ would no more
~such circumstan
 erty if he shot
~ dollars and scat

; garded as a \ol

_in the former ¢
luntary ﬁl»a
_both cases he

,and a fit subject

o (yand 10) ‘. ¥

'mal\

The detinition offered of Tndividualism might not be
accepted by all Individualists, but it will do very well
as a definition of Anarchism. When my corre-
spondent speaks of Socialism, 1 understand him to
mean State Socialisin and Nationalism, and not that
Anarchistic Socialism which Liberty represents. I
shall anawer him on this supposition. He wishes to
know, then, how State Socialism and Nationalism
would restrict the non-aggressive individual in the full
control of his person and property. In athousandand
one ways. I will tell him one, and leave him to find
out the thousand. ‘The principal plank in the platform
of State Sceialism and Nationalism is the confiscation
of ‘il capital by the State. What becomes, in that
case, of the property of any individual,: whether he be
aggressive or non-aggressive?  What becomes also of
private industry?

non-aggressive individuals who are thus prevented
from carrying on business for themselves or from as-
surning relations between themselves as employer and
employee if they prefer, and who are obliged tc be
come employees of the State usgamst their . will?
State Socialism and Nationalism mean: the utter de-
struction of human liberty and private property.

When that “scientific Socialist, I\ B. \\fakelxlaxl;
desires to be very scientific, and to overwhelm an In-
dividualistic opponent completely, he: trots out the
imposing phase, “Society is an organism.” = Of course,
if society is an organisin, then the individual is merely
a poor cell, and for the cell to clamer for freedom,

rights, and respectful treatment is not only treason-

able, Lut ridiculous. The “scientific Socialist,” after
delivering himself of this solid argument; assur s his
opponent that nothing but his profound ignorance of
the implications of ‘that great sociologica! formula
accounts 1or his perversity and his oppositic to,the
system of “universal cobperation.” :

~The  truth' is, however, that' the State Socmhst :

ividently it is totally destroyed. |
What becomes then of the personal lilerty of those |

|

Nationalists and the So~ial Organism. |

champion himself :is ignorant of the real import and

significance of  the proposition he is repeating after
scientific men in full confidence that it tells in }us
favor. . Examination soon réveals his amusing blun-
der. - It is well for the effusive and b amless Nation

alist orator that he never undertakes sich an examx

nation. - Even ‘a littie knowledge would indeed
dangerous in his case.
act the eﬁect of Natlonahstxc grandxloque

But we who wish to counter-

‘ posed of them survives

ity of s

3. That though in their early, undevelopéd states th
exists in them searcely any mutdal dependence of parts,
their parts gradually acquire a mutual dependence ; which
berames av last so great, that the activity and life of
pit-« is made possible ouly by the activity and life of
rest.

4+ That the life and development of a society is’indepen-
dent of, and far more prolonged than, the life and dey lop-
ment of any of its component-units; who are severally born,
grow, work, reproduce, and die, while the body politie coni=
neration nfter generation, increas-
ing in mass, completeness of structure, and Iu ctional
mmlty

e

And “on the other hand,” says Spencer, . the lea.d
ing differences between societies and individual org
isms are these”:

1. That societies have no spevific external form

more or less wnlely disparsud over som'
em'th s surface,

those - of the social orgay
plm.e to plnw

endowed with l'edmg, ina
dowed 'with feeling.

This last distinc’tion\ Mr. >

parts is rwhtlv sub
vous: system, who

slight'e\téut
an ammul should lwe m

w whole has tio ‘corpo

an everlasting reason w
not rightly. be sacrificed
the State; biit why, on !
be mmutamed solely for
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surely without any while the sueer at Mr.
Yarros is simply beneath contempt.  If it is true that
le style ¢'est Uhamme, the editer of the “ Arbeiterzeitung”
has suzceeded in making himself out an unmitigated
boor.

PXCUSES,

for he administered a most delicate
" by republishing

friend Beclitold,
aud effective rebuke to his “superior
his announcement in the “Fackel™ of February 15,
the Sunday edition of the  Arbeiterzeitung,” with the

boorishuess left out, thus

Victor Yarrus, a co-ciditor of Liberty in Boston, will speak
this vvening at 8 o'clock in Recital Hall of the Auditorium
on the subjeet: “Views of an Anarchist Concerning the
Social Question,” to be followed by a discussion.

‘The speaker was invited by the managers of the *‘Eco-
nomiv Conferences between Business Men and Laborers”™ to
deliver this lecture in Chieago. Mr. Yarros is an Avarchist

“of the Boston scliool, and is favorably iznown in the whole | |

country through Liberty. We recommend all whe are in

earnest with the study of the social question and who are in-

clined to view it from different standpoints to attend this
& meeting. Mr. Yarros is-one of the talented agitators of

whom one can still learn something, if it were only to become

acquainted with the flaws in the various systems.

G 8,
Hare and Tortoise.

Mr. Simpson has allowed himself to be caught by a
sophist’s trick, since he believes that logicians have
failed to disprove the logical impossibility of a hare

. overtaking a tortoise if the tortoise gets a slight start.
) Given the number of yards constituting the start, the
speed of the hare, and the speed of the tortoise, there
can be no trouble in demonstrating how soon the hare
will overtake the tortoise; buty if I might impose the
condition under which the demonstration shall be
made, 1 could contrive so that Mr. Simpson should
never be able to reach the conclusion. The sophist’s
trick referred to is to contemplate the hare going half
the distance given as a start, while the tortoise goes a
shorter distance; then half the remainder; then half
“that still remains, and so on, thus consuming time and
refusing to deal with the whole problem. T'o prevent
the demonstration of aiiy proposition, it would only be
necessary (o require that the demonstrator shall con-
sume a minuté in writing the first word, two minutes
in writing the second word, and so on, until years
would elapse, and he would die before he could get to
the conclusion. Tax Kak.

Anarchy’s Starry Evidence.
" description of the

The following’is taken from s “seer’s
people inhabiting the planet Mars:
“These people are not governed by arbitrary luws, s«d are
free from the inequalities and: imperfections which are the
natural resuits 6f such -laws. - The basisof all aetion consists
in the mtuest-mummle, wlmh is rew;,nimd tendmg to ;,Qod
results.’” :
- Judging from the foregoing, th
"Egoistiv Anare i

o peopla (if exiatmg) are
ORMONDE.
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| A Comedy in Four Acts.

3 COUNT LEO TOLSTOL
Prausiated by George Schwmm.

Irs FIRST PUBLICATION IN ENGLISIL

BENJ. R. TUCKER, fiux 3366, Boston, Mass.
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IDEO-KLEPTOMANIA :
THE CASE OF HENRY GEORGE.

DBy J. W. Sullivan.

The Author offers evudence to show —

‘That Henry George took his dectrines bodily from the works of

Patriek Edward Dove,

That academic authority has prononnced Henry George’s argu-
ments against Malthus simply those of William Godwin xmd
Herbert Spencer, without a new thougit added,

That in his attack on the wage ’und theon Hﬂm’y George but ro-
employed ideas glrendy with
out giving credit to the thmk«.rs wm: whom thc) origmat(,

That Henry George entertairs the peculiar belief that a wri .
x;ut ideas into print-as his own, no:matter how he comes by

them.
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One Hundred Pag
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