ing article ‘in _the June « North American Review”

which the average Secularist will not relish. Tt is. for
this reason, among others, that 1 reproduce the scath-.
ing arrmgument in Liberty. - At the same time justice.

requires me to state that Ingersol]'s sins are.due rather

is a poet, but of exact reasomng he

capable.  He has an insight into those large

of universal human nature with which poets and seers
deal; but of the more specml ethical, economic, and
political questions occupying the minds of scientific
thinkers, pubhclsts, mvestlgutors, and social philo-

sophers he is 2s ignorant as the average Christian

minister is of the natural histocy of religion. - Inger-
soll’s i xguomnce, bowever, has ro tendency to restrain
him from arguing and even dogmatizing, just as'the
minister’s ignorance fails to
tempts at « enlxghtenm‘ “the chunh—atten i
pletona.

‘Here is
York “ S

Fremh Revolntlon and’ Yankee ‘Doodle in our own, or
the quaint shrill tune they pipe in Ireland that means
‘the boycotting of a farm.

becomes as significant as words, and a creed ma, be
t| condensed in a color.”
~from‘ a cross on a watch chain to the shape of the

If spoech be forbxdden,'
other modes of expression:take its place, and musw,,

" Anythiag niay be a symbol;

a8 ever some man

a natural death.

struction thhout
'bats ‘with: tlme.
| to his shallowness and ignorance than to-any desire to}

Alliance is here assumed; nay, :
of that thing be like General Washi
modesty surpasses his merit, i
here, the pubhc‘ shall hair’e

knew the llterature of
Something  infinitely bet:
plan, something

cmlly, ha,s long

‘uck a8 ‘a bar to pulpit at- | the

on these 1deas of Emerson

already about rénouncmg this miserable
‘world a.ltogether, and retiring into th

niess, to live there exclusxvely upon veg ables
by their own digging. - Three hours’ daily wi
say, will produce a man sufficient vegeta.bles, and he
live there according to his own mind, leavmg e
rld to live according to lts‘ An Amencanvwas here
lately, ‘as an express nnsslonary of all that, worki
or_recruits, for proselyies; _naturally finding non
I was obliged to express my total, deep, irreclal able
ssent from the whole vegetable concern, no
oﬁ'ence to the xmss:onary, and that, perhars,
reason why he sent me no American copy o
Emerson does not yo., go mto Ve,
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A4fn abolishing vent aﬂd interest, the last vestiges of old-time sla-
very, the Revolution abolishes. at one stroke the sword of the eaxécu-
‘tmrwr, the seal magistrate, the club of the policeman; the
gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk,
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beueam
her Im:l e PROI;DI(()‘\. :

The appearaice 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 noi hold himself responsible for every phias
or word. - But thie appearance in other parts of the pa £ﬂ
articles by the same or other writers by no means indicates
that he disapproves them in any respect, such dispositlon ‘of
them beix.g gowmed largely y matives of convenience.

E. €. WALKER, formerly editor of * Fair P]ay" and
now.a regular contributor to the columns of Liberty. is also
an ‘authorized agent for Liberty and for all books al
phlets published by ‘Benj. R. Tucker.

A NEW Boox GIVEN AWAY WITH FACH Rmmw L.
“'— Paymentof subscriptions and of renewals' is r3qui
advance. - The names.of subseribers not heard from within
two weeks after expiration of subscription are removed from
the list. But to every subscriber who sends his renewal for
one year, accompanied by the cash, so that it reaches the
publisher not later than two weeks after it is due, will be
sent, postpaid, any book published. in the United States that
the subscriber may select, provided that ns retail price does
not: exceed 50 cents if pubhshed by Benj. R. Tug! r 25
cents if published by any other publisher. This i8 a perma-
- nent offer, and enables every promptly-pa ing subseriber to
- ‘get’'a mew book each year free of cost. - But-only onebook
will be given at a tlme, no matter how low the price ot the
book selected. . o

ke Sexual Commumsm.”

A contro ersy is i
tween Auheron Herbert, the e

to say that Mr. Herbert who preserves t 5
here, easxly 5ets the better of his ¢ ntnb‘ or.

_them not to misrepresent it.

| pam-.

in'| ‘Mutual Bank

be, but nine hundred and ninety-nine tunen in a
thonsand «are, sexual communists, whereas many, per-
haps most, of those whodo not live monogamlcally are
sexual individualists.’
T am not now defending sexual var ty, thou*rh Tam
ready ‘to do so stablishing the fact
are not one and the
Mr. O -and Mr. Herbert have been
led by a common P se to stigmatize “as “com-
munism, which they hate and I hate with them, a
form " of ‘sexual life hich ‘they: deplore, but which
I aud wany individualists look upon as ideal..- We do
not ask them to subseribe to our view, but we do ask
. L. am. sure that Mr.
Herbert, and I:hope that Mr. O'Brien, will see and
publicly’ acknowladge the’ ]ushce of ‘which each Has
been gullty : T,

same thing.

Which ?

‘a D'el‘usibn", -

discussing this quesuo .

Mr. Tucker; but since he ca!led in quesnon
presented in my pamphlet; I feel called: upon to:lay hefore
the readers of Liberty some additional arguments to show the
correctness of what Mr.
‘“‘the Westrup view.”

‘Let us consider for a moment the practlcal worhngs of a
near as we can foretell them,

The incentive to organize a Mutual Bank is the opportun~
ity of borrowing money at a very low rate of interest and uo
additional expense. : This desid m is not fined to a
few ‘individuals; but is well-nigh universal. It follows,
therefore, that the starting of a bank will draw to it-a large
number of people, embracing producers and dealers in ‘al-
most, perhaps ‘all; ¢ommodities.” One of the conditions in
obtaining the notes (paper mwoney) of the Mutual Rank is
that they will be taken in lieu of current money without
variation in'the price of the commodities by those wh bor-
row them. Th*u ndxtion is ]IlBt, and will be readily acqui-
esced in W witho At the very outset of the

‘current -money. This certainty of “its redemption in" com-

modities at their market-pnce in current money guarantees
its circulation.

Strictly speaking, the Mut@al Bank does not issue the .

money ; it simply iurnishes it aund is the custodian of the
collateral pledged to insure’its return. It is thé i‘borrowel;'s
who botli' issue-and redeemn;

The transaction between the bank and: the borrower is of
1o interest to the pnblic previous-to the 2ssue of any of the
money by the borrower.’ Neither is it concerned with the

trans~3tion between the borrower and the bank after the |

former has redeemed all the money he borrowed.

- Discussing theories is far less important. than efforts to put

such reforms as the application of the

mutual feature to the supply of the medium of ex: I
Comrade Tucker really desires the establishment of Mutual
Banks, it seems to me he would naturally discuss the prac-
ticability of such institutions. 0
the above forecast is unsound.-- Let him'show the necessity
for a “‘standard of value,” ‘and suggest how to introduce
one; perhaps I may become converted
acknowledge my error if I am convine
or inclination to discuss any abstract t

cker has: honored me by calling |

nge: If

Let him point out wherein

with in return for gold, And if:there were no
standard, the notes would uo& ) /

which Mr. Westrup gives away his case dwws
triumphantly the puer; raillery at the idea of
a standard of value.

Indeed, Comrade Wes k mnothing better
than to discuss the practicability of mutual hanks.
All the work that T have been doing for liberty these
nineteen years has been directed steadily to the estab-
lishoent of the conditions that alone will'make them
praeticable. 1 have no oceasion to show the necessity
for a standard of value.  Such necessity is already re-
cognued by the people. whom e ate tryi .

ries and projects whxch the original advoca
tual baukmg gave to the world.
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the condition of society or to do anything but split hairs
over fine points of individualist theory.

Here we have at once an indictment and a verdict.
Fortunately the Soelalistic State is not yev with us, or
upon us rather, and the verdict of the “Journal”
threatens us no loss of liberty or opportunity. A few
words, however, may be said with reference to the
charges coutained in the indictment, which charges
are just four in number.

The first is that, in opposing amasliorative measures
of legislation aud government control of monopolies,
we are doing the work of capitalism.. If to denounce

emedies, is to do the work of capitalism, we plead
guilty to the charge. ‘But since the dullest jury
would hesitate to convict on such an absurd charge, it
is claimed in the second count that, instead of point-
ing out evils and proposing definite remedies, we
preach an abstract creed of individualism that has-ab-
solutely no ‘meaning to those who groan under the
present system. But this charge is simply an ig-
norant as well as malicious falsehcod. “Any intel-
Yigent man who reads any three issues of Liberty
must be impressed with the fact that we do not con-
tent ourselves with preaching an abstract creed. of in-
dividualism, but argue infavor of, and insist ‘upon,

certain definite practical reforms which are at least ag
easy of achievement as auy that the revolutionary re-

formers and champions of compulsory measures have
to offer. That we are able to square’ our practical re-
forms with, and deduce them frow, an’abstract creed

and a general philosophical principle we claim to be'

our distinctive merit and superior title to scientific
consideration. “Methods that answer must be pre-

ceded by thoughts that are true,” and the traly prac-

tical reformer is he who can philosophically establish
the eoncordance between his practical proposals and
bigh general principles. It is better to offer principles
‘without practical suggestions and applications than to

offer, ag State Socialists do, pract::al measures that

find no warrant in any true general prmcxplns. We,
however, offer both; and that this'is true, any thre
issues of this 3ouma1 will show to the uuyre]udlced
mmd

~In the third count it is x"xarged tha.t we are out of
sympathy with the struggliny, toiling masses, that we
‘have 1o desire to. better the condition of soci

sides. That we leave t
reporters, and Christian
1mportant work to do, fro ;

¢ of consxderable dnmluhty."

‘: ihe present’ day hus little effect i

science, the phraseology of scientific individualism
must needs appear vague and misty, /s to the fami-
liar unintelligent assertion that the worst evils of capi-
talism are the legitimate outgrowth of equal liberty, I
do not imagine that any refutation of it is here advis-
able. So iguerant of the meaning of equal liberty is
he who afirms that it prevails here and now that the
wisest course is to let him alone. One can reason
with a man who, understanding your contentions and
demands, professes to possess sufficient grounds for
derving their justice or feasibility ; but the man who

| listens to you and assures you that you are perfectly
the present system, to pomt out the causes of existing

evils, and to advocate what we consider the necdful

understood, and who then contemptucusly tslls you
that what you plead for has long been enjoyed, tried,
and found wanting, — this man is to be studiously
ignored and avoided by those who are not blessed with
exceptional strength and patience.. One remark, how-
ever, this last charge does seem to call for. The pre-
sent condition is described as one in which everybody
has the liberty to do as he pleases regardless of the
weifare of others. Such a condition is an impossibil-
ity., If everybody can do as he pleases, then it is im-
possible for anybody 1o enjoy the liberty of doing as he
pleases regardless of the welfare of sthers. Equal liberty
is incompatible with tyranny. Today some have move
than their share, and consequently others have to put
up with less than their share. Rqual liberty, of

course, means the the right of each to do as he pleases
consistently with the like claims of others.

We are row cortent to leave the cage in the hands
of the competent and fair-minded jury.

V. Y.

The Power of Government over Values.
To the Editor of Liberty:

1n reference to your remarks upon my recent contribution
to the London * Herald of Anureky,” dogmatism of manner
1aust ofter he adopted to avoid verbosity; it is not neces-
sarily an assumption of infailibility.

"The action of governments with regard to gold is not truly
analogous in:its economic effects to the prohibition of the-
atrical performances on Sunday.: In the last named case, or
in any similar case" ‘which we may suppose, the ‘effect is to
diminish - demand and. to prolong ‘or-retard ‘¢onsumption.
Thus, if we: wem ptohlblted from wearing shoes, boots, etc.,
on Sunday, or i
using them,’ then boots which now wear out in six months
would: last seven: months, and we nay” ‘suppose theatres
which now last seven years or sevem.y would then be worn

out in six or sixty. The immediate effect of opening the-|:

atres ‘on Sunday would probably be te increase their. value

very greatly,. but eventually others would be built, and com- |

petition wou]d reduce the previously ‘enhanced value.” The

| residual enhancement of value womd be that resulting from
| the increased expense of pr
number of theatres which the markec in its altered circum-’

d g the last i ient in the

stances could support. - There is good.reason to doubt whe-
ther this would be appreciable in'the cases taken of ‘articles
I the govemment could redace

‘\very Qifferent matter. :

“ But in ‘the case of gold t the inite yments in

They do nqt collect it to’

“to exchange promises of del

and. Bank-notes (or_bill

_the most usual vehicle of value.

very seventh person. were prevented from:

'ncféasing consnin’ptidn; :

same with the commodity to which he devoteﬂ his amention *
The peculiarity is that the trade in gold is familiar to every
one. The portability, divisibility, and recognizability of this
substance force it upon the attentjon of every one who avails
himself of the services of others, The production and circu-
Iation of contracts for its futnre delivery are not unigue.

This is also done in the case of many other comrodities.
In both cases there is a very great convenience and economy ;
and in both there is a very appreciable danger. Any such
writings of individualists as may in any way give the im-
pression that the free circulation of mutual indebtedness,
miscalled ‘ mutual money,” will be {ree from this element of
janger are pernici Freedom to incur and to exchange
debts is exceedingly desirable, but rather because they will

_encourage, purify. and chasten the spirit of enterprise, than

that they will in themselves bring very noticeable economic
gain.
Apart from the wear and tear involved, uemwr the govem-

ment nor anyone else consumes one ha’penny worth more of

gold by reason of its adoption in taxation and commerce as
Its use for this purpose may
cause the world to hold a larger stock than it otherwise
would, but this is in every way a benefit, becanse it steadies
its value. I1f'the metal were neglected. as platinum was un-
til recently, then famine and glut might be observ
would greatly luwer the utility of goid as an
exchange commodity, and would not help us to devise
stitute. It would throw upon every trade, indudjn ‘those
who sell their own labor, a burden of doubt and uncertainty
in estimating its fluctuations. The evil that government
does by collecting needless millions is immeasurably greater
than by i:s so-called maintenance of the gold standard.
Yours respect(u]ly,

} . 3. GrEEVZ le-mx

78 HARROWGATE KOAD, LEEDS, ENGLA\D.

Dogmatism cati be ]ushﬁed o y by the event. ',In'
its use not only does nothmg sueceed like success,

nothiug succeeds but success.  And nothing fails like - b

failure. If Mr. Flsher, in addressmg the An rehists

tism, but hlghly respected: for his’ knowledge and
power; but if it shall appear that the ignorance and
weakness are on hls sxde rather thxm thexrs, he will be

ment were to allow the openin
1t would not therehy become
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silver, these metals immediately take on an artificial,
government-created value because of the new use which
arbitrary power enables ‘them to mounopolize.” - Mr.
Fisher weets this by attempting to belittle the restric-
tions placed upon the issue of paper money, as if all
vitally nocessary liberty to compete with the gold-bugs
were even now allowed. - Let me ask my opponent one
question. Does the law of Lngland allow citizens to
form a bank for the issue of paper money against any
property that they may see fit to accept as security;
said bauk perhaps owning no specie whatever; the
paper money not redeemable in specie except at ihe
option of the bank; the customers of the bank mutu-
ally pledging themselves to accept the bank’s paper in
lieu of gold orsilver coin of the same face value; ‘the
paper being redeemable only at the maturity of the
mortgage notes, aud then simply by a return of said
notes and a release of the mortgaged property, — is
such an institution, I ask, allowed by the law of Eng-
land? If it is, then I have only to say that the work-
ing people of England are very great fools not to take
advantage of this inestimable liberty, that the editor
of the “Herald of Anarchy” and his comrades have
indeed nothing to coniplain of in the matter of finance,
and that they. Lad better turn their attention at.once
to the organization of such banks as that which I have
just deseribed. " But.I am convinced that Mr. Fisher
will have to answer that these banks are illegal in
England; and in that case I tell him again that the
present value of gold is a monopoly value sustained by
the exclusive monetary privilege given.it by govern-
ment. It may be trae, as Mr. Fisher says, that just
as much gold would be used if it did not possess this
monopely. But that has nothirg to do with the ques-
tion. Take the illustration that I have already used
in this discussion when I'said: “If government were
t6 decree ‘that all plates shall be made of tin, would
not the value of tin rise and the value of china fall ?”
Now, if the supply of tin were limited, and if nea.rly
all the tin were ased in making plates, snd if tin had
no other use of great significance, it is quite coneeiv-
able that, if the decree prohibiting: the use of china in
making plates should be withdrawn, the same amount
of tin might continue to be uséd for the same purpose
as before, nud yet the value of tin ‘would fall tremen-
_dously in consequence of the admitted competition of
“china. And similarly, if all Y)rci)erty were to be ad-
mitted to competition with gold in the matter of re-
presentation in the currency, it is possible tha.t‘ the
same amount of gold would still be used as 1
its value would decrease’ notably, — would fall, that
is to say, from its abnormal, artificial, government-
created value, to 1ts normal natuml open-market
valie. ;

Political Ethics and Justice.
In entering upon the attempt to consider ‘and meet
the objectxons ur, ged by Mr Domsthorpe,

has so‘amply and convi
aud has so patiently aj;d th

those dealing with the haman mind, it would seem to be
merely & question of time when it shall be accepied there
also.

Upon the same question of methods I find, in Spen-
cer’s article on “Absolute Political Ethies” in the
“Nineteenth Century” for. January, 1800, statements
at variance with those above made. Protesting
against Professor Huxley’s description of his method,
Mr. Spencer says :

I ought to be described as putting faith in simple deduc-
tions from abstrace ethical iti which deductions are
verified by infinitely numerous observations and experiences
of semi-civilized and civilized mankind. Orrather I ougm
to be described as one who, c lating the r
everywhere put upon the various kinds of transgressions, and
seving in them all a common principle everywhere dictated
by the ities of an ted state, proceeds to develop
the q of this principle by deduction, and
to justify both the deductions and the conclusions which
legislators have empirically reached by shewing that the two
correspord. ‘This method of deduction verified by induction
is tho method of developed science at large.

Johu Stuart Mill’s opinion is worthy of our respect.
What has he to say upon the question occupying us?
In his “Logic” he takes the position that the “de-
ductive method is destined irrevocably to predominate
in the course of scientific investigation from this time
forward.” He aftirms that “the advances henceforth
to be expected even in physical, and still more in
mental and ‘social science, will be chiefly the result of
deduction.” ' In fact, he tells us that a revolution is
peaceably snd progressively effecting itself in philo-
sophy, the reverse of that to which Bacon has attached
his name. “That great man changed the method of
the sciences from deductive to experimental, and it is
now rapidly reverting from experimental to deductive.”
Mill continues :

Among subjects really accessible to our faculties, those
which sti!l remain in a stai.; of dimness and uncertainty (the
ion of their pl not having yet been brought
under fixed and recognizable laws) are mostly those of a
very complex character, in which many agents are at work
togetlier, and their effects in a constant state of blending and
i xture.”-The disentangling of thess g threads
is a task attended with difficulties which, as we have already
shown, are susceptiblé of solution by the instrument of de-
duction alone.” Deduction is the great scientific work of the
present and of future ages. . The portion henceforth reserved
for specific -experience in' the achievements of science, is
mainly that of suggesting hints to be followed up by the de-
ductive inquirer, and of confirming or checking-his con-
clusions.

That Mill was right is clearly established by the

notable fact that such additions and contributions to

the social sciences as have been made since the publi-

cation of “Logic™ have come entirely from believers in
absolute political ethics and in the method of deduc-
tion verified by induction. The Empirical school has
continued to doubt and ridicule “absolutism in politi-
cal ethics,” and to extol the virtues and fertility of its

own method. But it is absolutely true that it has

given us nothing pew and has doone nothing

slightest value. Folitical economy has been almost | ;
,wholly abandoued to the Empmcal schoo

fringed upon the equal right of another, ~
the general mind material for forming the cones
reqmm in which men’s activities are mutuall

lmms T here has m-isaen an nbﬂitytoscemat mmﬂdm :
tions are necessitatéd when lives are carried on in proximity.
Amd it has beconie man'fest . . . . that there resuits
an & priori system of absolute political ethics, —~
under which men of like natures, severally so. constituted. M
spontaneously to refrain from trespassing, may work together
withont friction, and with the greatest ady, ,ge io each
andall. . . . - ;
Relative political ethics, or tlw.t which deuls with rightand
wrong in public affairs as partially determined by ol
circumstances, cannot progress without taking into 4
right and wrong considered apart from changing ciwum—
stances, — cannot do without absolute political etl : :
propositions of which, deduced from the conditions

whikch life is carried on in‘an associated state, take noaccount

of the special cirwmstanws ot any pmﬁeular associated

The set of delucnons thus. urrived at is erified by nn m«
measurably vast induction, or rather by great assemblage
of vast inductions. For what else are the laws and jndie
systems of all civilized natlons, and of all soc et
have risen above savagery ?

Smce I have a,dm:tted th value of the “ mxddi

thorpes admonition. that to attempt the deductive
method before we ha.ve ‘.scertamed by mduetxon hat

fidence and is bound to end in failure, .
induction, without facts and data, nothing can plamly
be undertaken. = But the claim. is ‘that we have
ample material a.nd abundaut data; that we are ready
for the application of the deductive method; and that
there is no excuse for delay.  To expect. those who
deny this to view fa.vorably the attempt at construct-
ing a system of absolute political ethics. would ;
manifestly be illogical; but much will be gained.
from a clear'deﬁnition of the issue. The: question
is, Do we know enough of the principles of life
in general and the experiences of societies in partl«
cular:to_ be able to construct a system of absolute
political ethies ? - A negative answer to this seems
ms preposterous.:

Mr. Domsthorpe writes:

T believe that J ustlca has & connotation, but that m is stlll :
unknown. It is the general name we give to that ‘which
is common to thousands and millions of decisions regarded
as fair or just,— we know not why. Two hunters have a dis-
pute about the ownership of a'dog or a spear.
think themselves in the right. © They ‘call'on the passer-by,
the vir pietate gravis, to adjudicate. “Hn decides, bat would
be puzzled to state the grounds ot his decision in general
terms. The same kind of thing is done again’ and again,
These cases which are geuerally accepted as satxs.actory are
called Just.

It is perfect]y t.rue that t.he average man does not_
know. why - those arran gements and decisions which
strike him as fair and just are fairand just; he does not

se to the a.bstractwn of Justlce as a general and ab—

_They both






