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On Picket Duty.

The clown has appeared again in the columns of
“Today,” and I conclude that the editor is convales-
cent.

it 11l becomes Gen. M. M. Trumbull to suneer at the
services of Walt Whitman in the hospitals during the
war. It is" more manly work to help to save men’s
lives than to help to destroy them as Gen. Trumbull did.

It is thought in some quarters that Liberty has
been very severe upon Miss Helen H. Gardener. Pos-
-sibly, but the Chicago “Unity” has far outstripped us
kere. That journal suspects her of having written
“Valmend the Crank.” Is this your son, my lady ?

Mr. Pentecost’s review of Zola’s “Money” is appre-
ciative, just, excellent, —in short, ever)thing that his

- review of “My Uncle Ben]amm * was not.. In the
~field of literary criticism Mr. Pentecost reproduces in
his own person the "strange case of Dr. Jekyll and

 Mr. Hyde.?

“The « standar(l
‘ground t.hat such 3 :
dollars a year with less than a hundred thousand circu-
lation. This is sheer humbug. A handsome profit
can be made on that paper at two dollars a year with
twenty thousand circulation.

“Today " finds fault with “My Uncle Ben;amm’s ”
“brilliant. dlsqmsmons” because he now and then in-
dulges in “gratuitous. blasphemy." Is« Today ” ‘about
to become a theol

| through Soci

editorial note — “barbarians do not waat any ‘other

kind of money but hard money; that semi-civilized

people want hard money and convertible paper; but
that when the world becomes civilized and enlightened
no other kind of money will be used but paper money.”
The editor has yet to learn that the paper money
which Spencer favors is not the government and fiat

money of the Greenbackers, but the mouney of free | s

banks, which the editor doubtless regards with horror.

The Mutual Bank Propaganda of Chicago, “an asso-
ciation whose object is the establishment of an equi-
table monetary system as an essential factor in
economic science,” has just been reorganized and has
begun active work by reissuing two pamphlets written
by its corresponding secretary, Alfred B. Westrup.
These pamphlets are entitled “ The Financial Problem
and “Citizens’ Money,” and are advertised on another
page in the “Liberty’s Library” column. As I indi-
cate in my answers in this issue of Liberty to the
questions of the Propaganda, the teachings of the asso-
ciation are vitiated, in ‘my opinion, by rank heresy
regarding the matter of a standard of value; never-
theless in the main it tells the truth about money, and
I am heartily glad to see evidence of its increasing
activity and influence. .

While justly l,emurmg the centralized av Luority
which is the -essence of the scheme upon which the
Topolobampo colony is founded, the Chicago “ Unity*
says nevertheless that, since we are privileged to stay
away, “Mr. Owen’s plan is in this respect a great im-
provement on Nationalisin, or other forms of State
Socialism,. which ~would oblige all citizens, though
directly in opposition to their own convictions and
wishes, to submit to the new despotism.” This is
very true; but I wonder if “Unity” realizes that
among these “other forms of State Socialism” which
oblige all citizens to submit to- their despotism in op-
position: to the citizens’ wishes, and ‘to' which there-
fore. Mr. Owen’s plan, hideous as it is, is ‘in this
respect superior, is properly to be classed the exmtmg
Umted States government.

Every day 1 meet some new man who tells me that
Anurchy is the ultimate, but that it is’to be reached
m. The Socialists are shrewd enough
is folly, though they hugh in t

ized.” The presence here of the “words
ual Anarchism, is lnexphcable and 1l]

is unpmctlcu‘wle in a aocxety not
wholly unnecessary in an ideal civiliza
philosophical ‘Anarchi '

ideal cmluatlon? 8

upon gradual reforms along the lmes of individualism,
upon the necessity of procémimg w1sely a.nd ru‘
and of beginning with the

practicable ?

Mr. \Vordsworth Domsthorpe has an ‘V

Mr. J. C. Spence in the London “Herald
he says: “Mr. Spence is convinced that,
pute with the vestry: about t‘xe lxbrary rate
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“in qboliskmy rent and mlmul. the last vestiges of old-time sla~
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu-
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gauge of the i the ing-knife of the department clerk,
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath

. her hcel ?' — PROUDHON, B

‘B 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, | ; o .
‘system under which we at present live fosters dishon-

though ponsible for every phrase
or word. er. parts of the paper of
articles by the same or other writers by no means indicates
that he disapproves them in any respect, such disposition of
them being govarned largely by motives of convenience.

. WALKER, formerly editor of “ Fair Play”’ and

ar coutributor to the columns of Liberty, is also

an anthorized agent for Liberty and for all’ Imokn and pam-
phle.s published by Benj. R. Tucker.

13“' A NEW Book GIVEN Away WiTH FA(‘H Rmumm

i he 'does not hold himself resh
But the appearance in ot!

"ayment of subscriptions and of renewals is required in |

ice,  The names of subscribers not heard from within

advs
two weeks after expiration of subscription are removed from |

the list. ' But to every subscriber who sénds his renewal for
one year, accompanied. by the' cash, so that ‘it reaches the
pubhsher not :later. than. two weeks after it is due, will be
sent; postpaid, any book published:in the United States that
the subscriber 1 select, provided that its r(- il price does
not ‘exceed .50 if published by Benj. R. Tucker, or 25
cents if published by any other publisher. This is a perma-
nent offer, and:enables overy promptly-paying subscriber to
¢ book each yeas: ‘free of cost.. But only one book
b matter how low the price of the
bonk selected.

Spencer’s Defence of leerty.
Nothing that Herbert Spencer writes can fail to be
healthful, inspiring, and valuable. ' His “Introduction”
to the “Plen for Liberty,” in which he describes the.
contrast between freedom and bondage, is no exception
to the rule. Many of its vigorons and beautiful pages
are perfectl satisfactory, are all that can be desired:
Nevertheless, in a sense, this essay is a keen surprise,
and, if not ou account of the things which it contains,
then on account of the: thmgs which' it ‘omits ‘and
rejects, it tends to urouse a feelmg of perplexlty and
dxsappomtment Spencers sing are never. very gra.ve,
are never sing of commmslon, but
fessed that he is not as
guarding himself against sins of o:mssxon
présent case, the principal cauae,f r regret i

Spenicer fails to mention ‘some of ‘the most important
and urgent reforms properly and’ persxstently kept in
the ‘foreground by those whose sol i ‘the

quoted ought to- disabuse . their ‘minds.

alevation, mentul and physical, of the masses is going
on far more rapidly than ever before, — while the low-
ering of the death-rate proves that the average life is
less trying, there swells louder and louder the cry that
the evils are so great that nothing short of a social re-
volution can cure them.”

Lot no one infer from this that Spencer is at all dis-
posed to deny or make light of the misery most men
have to live and die in. It is not Spencer’s habit to
ignore facts, “The fates of the great majority,” he
testifies, “have ever been, and doubtless still are, so
sad that it is painful to think of them. Unquestion-
ably thie existing type of social organization is one
which none who care for their kind can contemplate
with satisfaction; and unquestionably men’s activities
accompanying tlns type are far from being admirable.
The strong divisions of rank and the immense inequal-
ities of means, are at variance with that ideal of

.| human relations on which the sympathetic imagination

likes to dwell; and the average conduct, under the
pressure and excitement of social life as at present
carried on, is in sundry respects repulsive. . The

e

esty and lying. It prompts adulterations of countless

‘kinds; it is answerable for' the cheap imitations

which eventually in many cases thrust the genuine
articles out of the market; it leads to the use of short

‘weights and-false measures; it introduces bribery,
~which vitiates most trading relations, from those of

the ‘manufacturer and buyer down to those of ‘the
shopkeeper and servant; it encourages deception to
such- an extent that an ‘assistant who cannot tell a

“falsehood " with  a good face is blamed; and often it

gives -the- conscientious  trader the choice between
adopting the malpractices of his competitors or greatly
injuring his creditors by bankruptey. Moreover, the
extensive frauds, common throughout the commercial
world and daily exposed in law-courts and newspapers,

| are largely due to the pressure under which competi-

tion places the higher industrial classes; and-are

|| otherwise due to that lavish expenditure which, as im-

plying success in the commercial struggle, brings
honor. With these minor evils must be joined the
mujor one, that the distribution achieved by the sys-
tem gives to those who regu]ate and superintend, a

‘share of the total produce which: bears oo large a

ratio to the share it'gives to the actual workers.”
If there are “friends of labor”” who accuse Spencer

-of bourgeois optiniism and indifference to the fate of the

disinherited and defrauded,t,ollers, the passage just
The. criti-
cism which I'think this passage warrants is of ‘quite
a different nature. Spencer speaks of the evils fostered

in | by the present system as evils and vices of competition,

| which is neither correct nor fair.:
| rate and misleading to speak of “our competitive
- system,” especially in connection with the evils which

1t is utierly inaceu-

are due, not to fréedom; but to.the elements of mono-
poly and legal privilege found in our mixed system,
As a writer in the “ Personal nght,s Journal ” says:

his is a heavy dlctment. But in reply, we must

Our present
ra.de at best, and is heavily

! than the evils which wonld be uuﬂ«md under a.uuﬁ;er

system.”  Aund all that he feels called upon to do is to
prove that, imperfeet as the present system is, it is in-
finitely superior to State Socialism. But this, though
true and important, is not the weightiest and strongest
part of the argument against State Socialism. Not
only does not Spencer say all there is to be said, but
he does not even select the surest weapons for the
overthrow of his formidable foe. To most of the radi-
cal individualists the question is decidedly not one of
relative evils in Spencer's sense. 'T'hey are not content
with contrasting the evils of State Socialism and the
evils of the present system: they discard and oppose
Socialism from the higher and more sound position of
consmtent and logical mdxvuiual m carried mto prac-

ties that we enjoy, those
obedience to real mdlv

condemnations and calummes of the State Socwluts, :
who perversely refuse to apprecmte its bea,ntles and
advantages, they proceed to plcture the present system s

perfected and improved: e
ciples of unquestionable validity. They invite ‘the
Socialists to examine a system not merely superior to-
State Socialism, but better than the present. As
Proudhon would say, they do not choose between the =
present, which is deplorable enough, and State Socml-
ism, which is far more objectionable ;" they rise s.bove'
the alternative and reconcile all by revealing the exist-

ence of a system combining the urbueu of the prouent b

with the advautages of Soclahsm

Spencer speaks of the system y which 'udustry is
carried on as one of voluntary cooperation: ¢ This
voluntary coiiperation,” he says, “from i plest to
its most complex forms, has the common trait that
those concerned work together by consent There is_

with people on terms which they do not consider equi- e ‘

table, ‘they can scarcely be said to be ‘coo,
voluntarily. “It is perfectly true,” adds Spencer,
“that in many cases an employer may give, or an
ployee may accept, with reluctance::circumsta

says compel him. But what are the circumstances ?
In the one case there are goods ordered; or acontract
entered into, which he cannot supply or execute wi
out yielding; and in the other case he submits to a
wage less than he likes because otherwise he will have
no money wherewith to procure food and warmth.”

But are there no other circumstances which compel = |

reluctant acceptance ? . Suppose the laborer is crippled

‘and robbed of the _opportunity to procure food and.

warmth in any: ot.her ‘way than by accept.mg the em-
ployer’s terms? - Or s e employer is oompolled :
by leglslatlon to snb i
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states have been transitional.
believe, come a future social state differing as much
from the present as the present differs from the past.
« v+« My apposition to Socialism results from the
belief that it'would stop the progress to such a higher
state and bring back a lower state.” But Spencer has
nothing to say upon the methods and ways in which

we might hasten the coming of the new society, and’

he leaves the natural and vital question, What’s to be
done? entirely open. I would net be understood as
charging that he nowhere throws any light on this
subject} but it is precisely because he has elsewhere
discussed it amply and explicitly that I find it extra-
‘ordinary that in this practical argument against So-
- cialism he- should - have completely neglected it.
‘“Nothing but the slow modification of human nature
by the discipline of social life,” he affirms, “can pro-
dace permanently advantageous Lhanges — 4The
root of all well-ordered social action i+ a sentiment of
Justlce, which at once in on personsl freedom and
is solicitous for the like freedom 6f othurs; and thore
at present exists but a very lnadequata umount of this
sentiment. Hence the need"for further long continu-
ance of a social disci hich requires each man to
- carry on his activities ith due regar.l to the like
claim of others to carry on their activities.” Al of
which is perfectly true;: but ii should oe remembered
that past and present legislation is res pomnble for our
slow progress to a highe amt.g 2ud for those ingredi:
ich pre\ Sat the growth of
the sentiment of justice.. “It is pussible to remove
causes which mtenslfy the cvils,” say's Spencer. Well,
- what are these causes, and i1 wna' manner ‘do they
produce their deleterious effects? We are not intro-
duced to them in this “Introduct'on,” from which
one might conclude that, in Spenc.t's view, nothing
more need be done by the lover of his k‘nd than oppose

: :powd by Congre

than is lsa‘e< o

There will, | lmpa zuul
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l suppose the intention is to ask what effect uhangen
in the volume of money have upon the rate of interest.
Not necessarily any; but any arbitrary limitation of
the volume of money that tends to keep it below the
demand also tends to raise the rate of interest,

“7.  Cau the business of banking and the supply of
money be said to be under the operation of supply
and demand where the State prohibits or restriets its
issue, or dictates what shall be used as money ?”

Inasmuch as they often are said to be so, they evi-
deutly can be said to be so, but whoever says them to
be so lies,

“8, s there such a thing as a measure or standard
of value? If so, how is it constituted, and what is its
function ?”

There is such a thing as a measure or standard of
value whenever we use anything as such. ‘It is con-
stituted such either by forece or by agreement. Its
function is implied in its name, — measure of value.
Without the selection, deliberate or accidental, con-
scious or unconscious, of something as a standard of
value, money is not only impossible, but unthink-
able.

“9, What becomes of the. “standard ” “or “mea-
sure” of value during suspensions' of “specie * pay-
ment ?”

Nothing. It remains what it was before. Certain
partics hava refused to pay their debts; that's all.

“10.:. Are yon in favor of free trade in banking, in-
cluding the issue of paper money ? If not, whynot?”
Yes.

T.

No Monopoly of Symbols.

No sub]m:t is more important in the agitation for
economic reform than that of money. ‘The subject is
so seldom seriously discussed that few are conscious of
its importance. The fact is — and it has often been
dwelt upon in Liberty — that the destruction of State
interference in monetary matters would eliminate one
of the most burdensome factors in industry, and brmg

into prominence other econonnc subJects requiring |

consideration.

Money is a commercial mstmmen.. whereby the ex-’

change of products is facilitated, — u3 Jevons puts it,
“it lubncates the of exchauge.” ~1f by some
process the “lubricator ” is denied expanslon to-the
point of industrial requlrements, ‘the owners of that

which does exwt are enabled to conmand a premmm
for its use.. ‘Whence it follows that the premium 1s"
lugh in propomon as the volume is smal and vice

This view, howevi
that ‘the volume oik

denied by ‘many, w
ey has no appreclable eﬁect

In a letter to the London ¢ Herzld. of A

and never can, fix the value of gold or any otbm K
modity,” and cannot even affect such value exce]

the slight additional demand which it creates

sumer. It is true that government canunot fix the vulue
of a commodity, because its influence is but one of
several fuctors that combine to govern value. But its
power to «ffect value is out. of all proportion to'the ex-
tent of its consumpti Government’s cousumption
of commodities is an alinost infinitesimal influence
upon value in comparwon with its prohibitory pewer.
One of the chief fncbora m the conshtuuou of value i

governments exis!
their arbitrary de

manufacture and sale? If govern )
theatrical periormgxwes on Sun

Well, a. precisely par
meut dec:ees that all
against gold or silver;

monopolize, and all ot
the same time forbidde:

And yet Mr. Flsh
point of a lecture
archy” delivered

the editor of the «
Buchanan and Ben]a

fancy, wpuld be -between
Foster fmled to note thn’t

sophy, which T did-
beheve that Mr. Foste
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admitted into each trade, or to the rules which hinder
aseent from inferior classes of workers to superior
classes? . . .. With passive disregard of others’
claims goes active encroachment on'them. ¢Bo one of
us or we will cut off your meaus of living,’ is the usual

threat of each trades union to outsiders of the same

trade. While their meimbers insist on their own free-
dom to combine and fix the rates at which they will
work (as they are perfectly justified in doing), the
freedom of those who disagree with them is not ou]y
denied, but the assertion-of it is treated as a crime.
Tndividuals who maintain their rights to make their
owa contracts ate vilified'as ‘blacklegs’ and ‘traitors,’
and meet with violenée which would be merciless were
there no legal penaities and no. police.” - Poor Lum!
He must either confess' that he was gunlty of an out-
rageous’ perversion of Spencer’s ideas; or else pretend
that Spenceris an inconsistent and illogical “traitor.”

. Prince Torlonia is the richest man in Italy, and he
expects: his grandson to be the richest man in the
world.  : The father of the present prince has deposited
in varions banks the sum of twenty million d \lars, the
interest on which is to be capitalized until the prince
shall have a grandson twenty-five years old, at which

_ time this as yet potential personality will receive both

principal and interest. As the eldest son of the prince

~is only twelve years old, probs.bly thxrty—three years at

least will_elapse before there will be a grandson of

‘twenty-five. . The sum will then have increased to one
- hundred and sixty millions.
. unexpected doesn’t happen .

- when-the unexpected is very lmble to happen.  Sup-
 poss, for instance, the ba.nkmg monopoly should be

ha is, 1£ i ea.ntlme the

abolished ‘in |

hvmg, he will take my ad-
vice and conclude not to be born. For it wounld seem
within his power to come tc such a concluslou, since,
accordmg to ‘Mrs. Besant, every man exists before he
is conceived. Or does the doctrine of the reincarnation
of the ego make birth as compulsory as death ? In

| that case, the so-called Theoaophlc emancxpatlon will
_ be unable to save this mcxplent Cmesus from becoming

an industrious and useful citizen.

The % Dawn’s” reviewer ~re’oomx'n‘ends, the “Plea for
Liberty ” “to every one,” which is very good of him,
tbough his liberality is evxd ntly due to his fmlure to

posea free lxbranes., -

“:between Socmhsm and Indi

means? Tell us tlmt, and we
‘discuss the “results ” thh you..

values? " 1f the functions be inseparable, their relative
importance i3 a subject raticer of intellectual analysis than
of practical bearing. If, on the other hand, they be separ-
able, it s a question whether the thing which has one func-
tion and not the other should be defined as money.  And if
it were so defined, this would negative the original definition
of money as to the two functions, The * Evening Post”
presents the following argument as a conclusive answer to
the question which it has proposed :

We have shown in a former article that only one-teath of
the business done through the banks of the United States is
transacted with money (including in this term both metallic
and paper money), and thiat nine-tenths is done by checks,
drafts, ete. Of all the exchenges effected through banks
ninety per cent. is effectéd withont any money atall. ‘The
only function of money as regards this ninety per t. is
that of a measure of value, hen we come to look at inter-
national trade — the trade between our own country and
the rest of the world — we find-the disproportion still ;.remer
Our exports and imports last year amounted to $1,647,139,-
093, whereas our exports and imports of moaey amounted to
only $30,217,833. All our exports and imports were rated in
terms of mouney, and in.gold money alone, the gold dollar
being the unit-of value by law as well as by commercial
usage.. The relative im;{wrmuce of the ‘measure-of-value
function and of ‘the mi 3 ion-in our
foreign trade was therefore as ﬁny-ﬁva to one. It follows
that the measure-of-value function is ..y far the more im-
portant of the'two.

Admitting every fact stated, an entirely opp«uite answer
can be given by taking a different criterion to determine im-
portance. Not quantity, but indispensability might be con-
sidered as the test. ‘It is manifest that a medium of exchange
is uhsolutely necessary to all trade beyond barter. A stand-
ard of value is highly desirable, but perhaps this is as much
as can be safely asserted on that question. - There are still
more important criticisms to be made upon' the argument.
International commerce practically takes every article of
value as a standard in some degree, and this whole process of
trade is conducted, aveiding thie expense of barter, by nieans
of bills of exchange. The bill of exchange, which is-the me-
dium of payment, thus‘does'a work which the standard is not
there in quantity te do. No such large eommeme
done without the medium.  Is not tiis some eviden

‘portance? If in this trade the only funetion of mor .y is
‘that of & measure of valua, the trade is 80 much the more in-

debted to that which is not called money, but which does the

trade where in'a legal sense there is no money — where gold |

even is simply a eommodity. 'No bankir will deny that in-
ternational ‘trade could be dcne on a basis'of wheat if gold
and silver did not exist; but in that case waich would be the
more important, the idea‘o’ taking wheat as a standard or
the idea of the bill'of exchinge to avoid the actual payment
of wheat at every turn? in this light the scientific mechan-
ism for evidencing and assuring credit is established a8 of
paramount importance. For the present the question of do-
mestic commerce may rest with the observation that the
“Post’s”’ language is well chosen when it says thatonly one-
tenth of the “V ” done *‘th h the banks’’ of the
United States is transacted with money. The *“Nowa' will
take an early opportunity of showing what is the trae signi-
fi of this ‘and-how this significance differs
from the implied inference of the * Post.”

THM SURVIVAL OF THE FITTEST.

 (San chlaco Star. ]

In northern zones the mglng bear

Protects himself with fat and hair.

‘Where the siiow is deep and icé is stark,

And half the year is cold and dark, =

He still survives a clime like that

By growing fur, by growing fat. :

These traits, O Bear, which thou transmittest

Prove the surviv- of the ﬁmm! :

A p-xny, feeble little Inbber —
He had no far, lmhnl : blnbber
'l’he acomhl ben ut lown at Qm

The wealth, O Crasus, thou transmittest,
Proveutlm unrvinl of the me

Land and ldeas as Property.

In my previous articles on copyright 1 bave shown that
the objection urged by my oppcenents was not really an ob-
jeetion to property in ideas, but to property in certain
ideas and in certain cases. 1 am now prepared to show
that the objection is totally irrational and unsound, and
that no believer in equal liberty can consistently seek to
profit by it. The man who makes a discovery, it is
argued, thereby prevents all. other men from making the
same discovery. ““Becaus: one man [as Spooner states
the objection] happens to be the first inventor,.is no reason
why he should have an exciusive and perpetual prop-
erty in a device or iden which would have béen brought
forth, before a very long time, by some other mind, §£-it had
not been done by bim.” Now, while Spooner meets this
urgument, he does sa'in a way whicli is not entirely satis-
factery. I will ﬂrﬂt give his :a.uswer,'and then amend and
fort fy it.

¢ Admitting,” be says, *‘for the sake ¢f the argumm,
thut B would ‘have produced a certain idea, if A had not
done it before hir, the objection is of no more weight in the :
case of intellectual property than in the case of material
property. If A-had not taken possession of a certain tract of
wild Jand and converted it into a farm, some one wi
come after him and done it.”’ Indeed, the objec
valid, destroys the Anmhistlc position that occupancy and
use constxtute a perfeot title to land. Tlxe man who semm

ing on zhat piece of land. And since it is considered ia.i: and

just to rmgnize the first oomer 's title and. dnrec& the hers :

the ﬁrst disn ‘overer’s title to his ea and tell the other that
lie'is at liberty to go and discover new ideas, the field being -
unlimited and * vacant.””  Since the ocmpying owner is en-
titled, not merely to an'arbitrary amount of wages for his
labor ‘in cultivating the land, but' to the whole product
yielded by his lot, how can it be fairly and logically claimed
that an auathor is entitled ouly to ““reasonable remunera-
tion,’’ ‘and not to the whole amouut. obtamable by exdmage,

in the open.market?

‘Spooner, to be sure,dld not d oeate occupying owne: -
as a title to land. In a certain sense, he defended land
monopo]y It may, therefore, be. argaed that -

stricting compeml)u of course, practlcally this wo

sult iti depriving the auther of every advantage save that
which he might derive from studying his own oook afte
publication. His competitors can easily drive him out by
underselling him, since they have only to.cover the ‘expenses
of publication and earn average wages, while his ce ! :
mclude compensa.tmn for the capital and labo apem dumg

that the occupying owner of land is

the claim, it must be confessed, is good. Thereis a g
the argument, however, and it is here: it is mmﬁd,' ¢
out inquiry and withont reason, that the same natural ob-
stacles and difficulties which, in the case of 'land tmnstmn i
us to rest sausﬁed w1th the occupy - .

absolutely no reason for app
ownership to the sphere of id

| any restrictions. !
| and ‘research that the recogniti

and perpétual pmpért‘y i

1| tng his diieomy

:he liberty and







