plete file 'of '“Le Peuple,” and a file of “Le Repré-
sentant du Peuple ” which lacks only the half-dozen
numbers that the French government confiscated. I
communicate this news to my readers, since they are | K
likely to benefit indirectly by the generous act of our | wall. The British banks recognue that’ 4 pro
German comrade. This is a good time to state that | gard for their own safety, to say nothing of :
Mackay’s new book is nearly ready. I expect to re- | to the mercantile community, calls the

_coutained a synopsis of
lotteries, on the ground
yadv‘ertised lotteries. l

in wntmg about - authors
movements, ‘took occas n

“talking about.
correspondent
lish individuali
“know what's going on.

ceive it this month. As he has already announced in tm.as of strmgency all solvent bu
a letter to Liberty, its title will be ¢ The Anarchists: |- C

Pictures of Civilization at the Close of the Nineteenth
Century.” = Anidea of the interesting character of this
novel of four hundred pages may be formed from the
following table of contents: Introduction. — I. In the
Heart of the World:-Metropolis, — II. The Eleventh
Hour.—II1. The Unemployed.—IV. Carrard Auban.
V. The Champions of Liberty. — VI. The Empire of
Hunger. — VIL. The Tragedy of Chicago. — VIIL
The Propaganda of Commurism. — IX. Trafalgar
Square. —X.  Anarchy. The earliest opportunity will
be taken to convey further information rega)-ding
this interesting volume, the -arrival "of which is
awaited ‘with_thie g’re 't. eagemess in' the office

: of leerty

“The Boston “ Herald ” refused to insert an advertise-
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both «exes is ncknowledbed by all, may be consulted
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Equality and Justice.

.1t _is_interesting to follow the reasouning of Le:lie
Stephen in -the essay on “Social  Equality” ccn-
tributed by him to the “International Journal of
Fithies.”  What he offers on the subject of equality as
conditioned by justice will certainly prove enlighten-
ing to those who are still more unsettled than he him-

gell is. Moreover, he seems to be on the right track,
and for us it only remains to point out the direction
in which the final solution is to be sought and'to
suggest the method of overcoming the last obstacle.

Speaking of the difficulty (as it presents itself to
him) which underlies the vital differences of method
by which various schools attempt to answer the ap-
peal for the equality prescribed by social justice, Mr.
Stephen writes:

“All men ought to be-equal.” If you mean equal in
natural capacity or character, it'is enough to say thai what
is impossible cannot be. 1f you propose that the industrious
and idle, the good and bad, the wise ‘and foolish, should
share equally in social advantages, the reply is equally ob-
vious, that such a scheme, if possible, would be injurious to
‘the qualities on which human: welfare depends: . If you say
that men should be rewarded solely according to n-
trinsic merits, we must ask, do you mean
the adventitious advantages of éducaVion', 8
ings, and so forth, or to take men as :
whatever the circumstances to which their d

property is justified, and, as 1 think, satisfactorily es-
tablished, A man has a right, we say, to all that he has
fairly enrned. Has he, then, a right to inherit what his
father has earned? A man has had the advantage of all
that o rich father can do for him in edueation, and so forth,
Why shonld he also have the father’s fortune without earn-
ing it? Are the merits of money so great that they are
transmissibie to posterity ?  Should a man who has been so
good as to hecome rich ho blessed even to the third and
fourth generation? Why, as a matter of pure justice,
should not all fortunes be applied to public uses on the
death of the man who made them? Such a law, however
impolitic, would not be incompatible with the moral
prineiple to which an appeal is made. There are, of course,
innumerable other ways in which laws may favor an equality
of property without breaking any of the fundamental prin-
ciples. What, for example, is the just method of distributing
taxation? A rich man can not only pay more money than a
poor man in proportion to his income, but he can with equal
ease pay a greater proportion. To double the income of a
laborer may be to raise him from starvation to comfort. To
double the income of a millionaire may simply be to en-
cumber him with wealth by which he is unable to increase
his own pleasure. There is a limit beyond which it is ex-
ceedingly difficult to find ways of spending money on one's
own enjoyment — though I have never been able to fix it
precisely. On this ground such plans as a graduated income
tax are, it would seem, compatible with the plea of fustice;
and, within certain limits, we do, in fact, approve of various
taxes on the ground, real or supposed, that they tend to

shift burdens from the poor to the rich and so far to equalize-

wealth. In fact, this appeal to justice is a tacit concession
of the principle. If we justify property on the ground that
it is fair that & man should keep what he has earned by his
own labor, it seems to follow that it is unjust that he should
have everything not earned by his labor.

Whether the bare doctrine of equality is not of
necessity unjust, it is quite impossible to determine,
for the reason that the bare doctrine of equality
has no substance. Certainly Mr. Stephen is not feli-
citous in the choice of examples. In the matter of
property, his reasoning is vitiated by a very apparent
fallacy. Admitting that a man has a right to all that
he has fairly earned, he nevertheless intimates that it
would not be unjust to deny him the right to dispose
of it in his own way when the hour for parting comes.
Perhaps not ; not having settled the question of what
justice is, Mr. Stephen is not in a position to decide
what would be just and what unjust. But one thing
is clear: the man who cannot do with his property
what he pleases cannot be properly said to be pos-
sessed of the right to control it. Those who justify
the claim to private property are far from prescribing,
arbitrarily, the limitation involved in Mr. Stephen’s
statement. “A man has a right, we say, not merely to
that which he has fairly ‘earned, but to all that he has
fairly come into possession of, gift, inheritance, and spe-
culative gains not excepted. As to the example of
taxation, there is no just method of distributing it
under the compulsory system. Compulsory taxation
is plainly robbery, and ethical writers can scarcely be
interested -in the methods of successful plunder.
Under free competition, under, voluntary protection,
supply and Gemand would regulate the price of pro-
tection, and- the just method would be the method
arrived at by the agents operating in. the open
market.” But, of "course, we . cannot expect Mr.
Stephen- either to confirm or. contradict our proposi-
tion with regard to the ethical character of taxation,
since be is without any criterion or test, having no de-

i ¢ .. We must, therefore, follow him

at he says about t

ivision of the subject, and |

essentially indifference to irrelevant considerations, and
therefore, in many cascs, equality in the treatment of the
persons coneerned. A judge has to decide without reference
to bribes and not be binssed by the position of an necused
person, In that sense he treats the men egually, but of
course he does not give equal treatment to the eriminal and
innocent, to the rizhtful and wrongful claimant.

The oquality implied in justice is therefore o be under-
stood as an exclusion of the irrelevant, and thus supposes an
understanding as to what is irrclevant, It isnot a mere’ab-
stract assertion of equality, but the assertion that, ina given
concrete ease, a certain rule is to be applied without con-
sidering anything outside of the rule. An ideally -perfect
rule would contain within itself a sufticient indication of
what is to be relevant. All men of full age, sound mind, and
80 forth, are to be treated in such and such a way. ‘Then all
cases falling within the rule are to be decided on the same
principles, and in that sense equally. But the problem re-
mains, what considerations should be taken into account by
the rule itself? Let us put the canon of equality in a differ-
ent shape, namely, that there should always be a sufficient
reason for any difference in the treatment of our fellows.
This rule does not imply that I should act in all cases as
though all men were equal in character or mind, but that my -

action should in all cases be justified by some appropriate.

consideration. It does not prove that every inaun should -
have a vote, but that, if one man has a vote and another has
not, there should be some adequate reason for the difference.
It does not prove that every man should work eight hours a
day and bave a shilling an hour, bLut that differences of
Thours or of pay and, equally, uniformity of hours’'and pay
should have some sufficient justification. This is a deeper
prineiple which in som. cases justifies and in others does not
justify the rule of equality. The rule of equality follows
from it under certain conditions and has gained credit be-
cause, in point of fact, those conditions have often - beel
satisfied. .

It should be stated at once that, so far as the problem
of equality is concerned, the above solution is entirely
satisfactory. The bare doctrine of equality is wholly
ignored, and we are told, in effect, that socially. all
men are to be treated in a certain way and in accord-
ance with a certain rule: they are to be equal in the
sense that they are to be treated after the same prin-
ciple, and that any inequality must be justified by a
sufficient reason, and must not violate the general
rule. But what is that general rule? 'Surely in the
abgence of that rule it is utterly impossible to say
what is sufficient or insufficient as a reason for in-
equality. The judge has the law to refer-his case to;
his general rule is supposed to belaid down for his
guidance; and he pronounces men innocent or guilty
in obedience to that rule. The legislator furnishes
rules to the judge; but'what is to guide the legislator?
He, too, must treat all men equally (in the sense of
following one general rule, deviations to be justified
by sufficient reasons); ‘and what is that equality to
mean and consist in? The answer of the individual-
ists to this, Mr. Stephenconceives to be as follows:

The school of so-called individualists ﬁnds,‘in ﬁwt, that
equality in their sense is incompatible with the varied differ-
ences due -to the complete growth of the social structure,
They look upon men simply as so many independent units of
varying qualities, no doubt, but still capable of being con
sidered for political and social purposes as equal. ' They ask
virtually what justice woul ) T 1

world, and  the
things equally. - I
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“think that money can be raade very much more plentiful and
““yet maintair its value, although he is contending that this
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stroys the equality of liberty without sullicient reason | x
rendders hitself Hable to a loss of liberty and equality
in his turn, and it becomes proper, — a suflicient rea-
son exists, — for society to adopt any measure cal-
culated to restove equilibrium  (if that be within
possibility), or, at all events, to guard against the re-
currence of the evil, A\ P!
y d

Free Trade in Banking. d

To the Editor of Liberty @
1t is much to be rogretted when Liberty is wounded in the | ¢
house of her friends. This is caused by those who regard | I
liberty as o panacen for every ill, or perhaps it would be
better to say who regard the inevitable vicissitudes and
inequalities of life as evil. There is no mere philosophical | ¢
reason for believing that all men can be equal, rich, and
happy than for believing that all animals can be equal,

mei.,

Freedom is exceeding fair, It is by far the most excellent | f
way. Under liberty the very best possible results in every | t
department of human activity, including commerce, will be
obtained. But it won’t maike fools sncecessful.
recommendations is that folly will more surely be remedied
by getting its medicine than by the grandmotherly plan of | ¥
protection in all directions. In many cases cure is better
than prevention. Little burns, we may be sure, save many | !
lives, (1)

It seems to be a fashion nowadays amongst reformers to
rail at our existing systems of currency and to regard gov-.
ernment interference hero as greater and more pernicions
than in many other matters. The trath, however, is that
there is scarcely anything which more completely illustrates
the powerlessness of government to cstablish code in opposi-
tion to custom than the unvarying failuce of unsound cur-
rency enactments, and the concomitant dwindling of mone-
tary law into a mere specification of truisms, a registration
of established practice, or a system of licensing certain
individuals to carry on certain kinds of trade. But all these
are evils not peculiar to the money trade, nor <o they here
produce more injurious results than in the cases of p
doetors, accountants, lawyers, engincers, and other priv
leged facnlties. (2)

Schemes to bring about the abolition of interest, especially
when the authors promulgate this as a necessary consequence
of free trade in banking, are pernicious, and in their ul-
timate effect reactionary. Low rates of interest depend
upon the magnitude of the mass of capital competing for in-
vestment rather than upon the presence or absence of the
really trifling interference of governments with the modes in
which debt may be incurred. What is called free trade
in banking actually means only unlimited liberty to create
debt. It is the erroneous labelling of debt as mouney which
begets most of the fallacies of currency-faddists, hoth co-
ercionary and liberationist. (3)

The principal error of the former is that they advocate
schemes for the growth and preferential marketing of gov-
ernment debt. The iynis yatuug of some of the latter is a
vision of people both using their property and pledging it at
the same time; (4) while some go so far as to dream of
symbolical money of indefinite value. Thus we have Mr,
Alfred B. Westrup contributing ** Citizens’ Mouney” and
“The Financial Problem,” both of which tacitly attempt to
expound a method to enable everyone to get into debt and
keep there. (3)

"The introduction to the ﬁrst-n'tm ad essay seems by im-
plication to assert that the price of gold is too Ligi, though
no attempt is made to show how displacing it from currency
-~ would reduce the price as long as its cost and utility remain
what they now are; while the author himsell appears to

7 value depends upon monepoly or scarcity. The last-named
‘essay plainly assumes that by some such scheme povertv can

ment intérferes. Tu the case of insuran conpanies,

ties, limited liability corporations, partnerships,

and ' hundreds of other ways governmmuent

is c(mtmu'my interfering.’ Most of this interference is well-
Most, if not au, of it is m.,tu'my inJunous in itself,

representitive of weslth, ag My, Westrup 8o constantly
declares,

the borrowed articles, or any equal number of gimilar arti-

“There is [at each moment] a certain amount of every
valunable commodity in existenee, neither more nor less; nor
can it be increased by a single atom though the whole

in the hatter’s possession after the exchange.
able; it does not merely represent value.
presents an estimate of the comparative labor necessary to
produce the last increment needful to replenish the stock of 1
gold at a rate equivalent to its consumption, — this con-
stumption depending upon the comparative utility of gold
in relation to its own value and th't of other commod-
ities.
tiie cost of bringing as much more gold to the place as
cquivalent to the cost of bringing another hat to the
shop. (10)

steps in every process of his veasoning.

wh mutnal bauking as is propesed hy Mr. Westrup.
He s altogether on a wrong tack, His whole talk is
zhout  money, but  this  termy in his  mouth means
indebteduess, trust, credit, paper instruments  binding
someone to deliver something,  Now, eredit is not a b

Mr, Westrup's money is a representative of a
romise or debt. It may in many cases, as a matter of his-
oes not guarantee that B has preserved it, and still Jess |
oes it assure the holder that B ean at call deliver or replace
"8, or an equivalent value in some other articles, (8) As Mr. h
‘onisthorpe insists in his ** Principles of Plutology *’ (p. 136):

Again, what is there to show that any

or sweeping my door step, the loaf docs not represent

he work, nor does the work represent the loaf. All we

If I give a guinea for a hat, this guinea does
1ot represent the particular hat or any hat. It does not

Gold is valu-

Or at a given bat shop it represenis an estimate of

Mr. Westrup’s fallacious unalysis of commerce dogs his
The gravest evils of
the interference of govermmer’ in monetary matters are little
more than its cost and the deadening influence of fancied
protection.  The reform which monetary liberty would
secire would not include any redistribution of the products
of laber.  "2ii Jdepend: partly upon the possibility of the
Jahorer possessing the skill of & speculator and of a pro-
dueer and exercising both at the same time, and partly upon
the enormcusly disproportionate shave of taxatior which
he has to bear. These and many otier evils, in so far as
they are increag~d by government, depend not upon arbitrary
wmoney, but upon tlie arbitrary alienation of the substance of
the citizen. It is a most trivial incident that the plunder
is nominally priced in and redeemed by one commedity.
The evil is that it should be taken. The form makes but an
infinitesimal difference.
Mr. Westrep would do well to ask himself these questions,
and, in answering them, to assign the grounds upon which
he proceeds in arriving at the conclusions. (11)
1. Would the value of goid be (a) increased (b) reduced
by mutual banking? And what percentage ?
2, Is gold the only commodity produced and bLought by
people who don’t want to consume it ?
3. Would gold lose its preeminence as the commodity the
value of which is most correctly estimated. and which it is
tierefore safest to buy at market value when disposing of our
own or our purchased produce? :
4. What has the rate of interest to do with the net or re-
gidual increment of wealth remaining as a surplus after
maintaining the population? Is this less in the United King-
dom where interest is low than in the Umted States where in-
terest is high?
5. How could leglslatlon maintain the value of gold if it
became as abundant as copper? Would the volume of money
then be greater than now ? W 1d the rate of interest be af-
fected by this alteration apa: ‘om the changes due to the
act of transition from the present s:a.le of dear gold to the
supposed state of cheap gold? -
6. How is the voluntary cus om ‘ol selling prel’erentm]ly
for gold a monopoly 2 Aré cattle d monopoly where uled as
a medium of exchange?
7. What analogy is there Dbetween a law to reqmre the
_exclusive consumptlon of ‘hand-made bricks aml any:laws
specifyi
quantity of gold’

some comments as well as answers to Mr.
questions,

N . o s of unsound currency .nactments”
population suddenly, as if by inspiration, began craving and f

yearning for it.” (9)
including, of course, that they should all be equal to | hecessity exists, as Mr. Westrup asserts, for enabling all !
wealth to be represented Ly money? If I give a man a loaf | conclusion.
of monetary law into a mere specification of truisms,”
0 Mr. Fisher repeats his attempt, of which I complained
know is that I desire the §weepmg more thaa I desn‘re the | i1 the last issue of Libel't-y, to belittle the restrictions
One of its | loaf, and the laborer desires the loaf more than his ease
or idleness.

nicious.

placed upon the issue of paper money.
answered the question which I have asked him regard-
represent it while in my possession before the exchange, nor | ing the English banking laws, we can discuss the
matter more intelligently. Meanwhile it is futile to
The value re- | try to make a monopoly seem less than a monopuly by
resorting to such a circumlocution as “system of

trades.”
only common but indispensable to all trades is not
more injurious than the monopoly of a tool used Ly
only one trade or a few trades,

Fisher's

(1) I know of no friend of liberty who regards it as
panacea for every ill, or claims that it will make

fools successful, or believes that it will make all men
equal, rich, and perfectly happy.
is true, believe that under liberty the labore
tory, show that A las entrusted certain wealth to B; but it | will buy back his product, and that this will wake

The Anarchists, it
s wages

12n more nearly equal, will insure the industrious and

the prudent againit poverty, and will add to human

appiness. But between the fictitions claims which

Mr. Fisher scouts and the real claims which the An-
archists assert it is easy lo see the vast difference.

(2) I do not understand how “the unvarying failure
makes the inter-
erence of government with finance seem less per-
In fact, it drives me to precisely the opposite
In the phrase, “concomitant dwindling

‘When he has

icensing individuals to carry on certain kinds of
or to claim that the monopoly of a tcol not

(3) It is true that if the mass of capital com-

peting for investinent were increased, the rate of in-
tercst would fall.
capital is the only factor that keeps up the rate of in-
terest.
basis of credit or currency, the relief from the neces-
sity of borrowing additional capital from others

But it is not true that scarcity of

If T were free to use my capital directly as a

would decrease the borrowing demand and therefore
the rate of interest. ~And if, as the Anarchists claim,
this freedom to use capital 2s a basis of credit should
give an immense ‘impetus to business, and cou-
sequently cause an immense demand for labor, and
consequently increase productive power, and coun-
sequently augment ihe amount of capital, here an-
other force would be exercised to lower the rate of
interest and cause it to gradually vanish. Free trade
in barking does not mean only unlimited liberty to
create debt; it means also vastly increased ability
to meet debt: and, so accompanied, the liberty to
create debt is one of the greatest blessings. Tt is not
erroneous to label evidence of debt as money. As
Col. Wm. B. Greene well said: “That is monsy
which does the work of the tool money.” When
evidence of debt circulates as a medium of exchange,
to all intents and purposes it is‘money. But thisis of
small consequence. The Anarchists do not insist on
the word “money.” Suppose we call such evidence of
debt currency (and surely it « >»~rency), what then?
How does this change of name affect the conclusions of
the “currency-faddists”? Not in the least, as far as [
can see. By the ‘wa'y,'it is not becoming in a man
who has, not ply one ‘bee . in his bonnet, but a
wholr “varm of them to talk ﬂlppan tly of t‘ze “fads™
of ‘men whose
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keep there,” hut rather to get into debt and out again,
greatly to the advantage of the borrower and of so-
ciety gencrally. Mr, Westrup does ot contemplate
the issue of bank-notes against individual notes that
never mature,

(63 Mvr. Fisher, in his remark that “no attempt is
made to show how displacing gold from currency
would reduce the price as long as its cost and utility
remain what they now are,” is no less absurd than he
would be if he were to say that no attempt is made to
show how displacing flour as an ingredient of bread
would reduce the price of flour as long as its cost and
utility remain what they now are, The utility of
flour cousists in the fact that it is an ingredient of
bread, and the main utility of gold consists in the fact
that it is used as currency. To talk of displacing
these utilities and at the same time keeping them
what they now are is a contradiction interms, of
which Mr. Fisher is guilty.© But Mr. Westrup is

guilty of no contradiction at all in claiming that
money can be made very much more plentiful and
yet maintain its value at the sawme .time that he
contends that the present value of money is due to
Yor, to"quote Colonel

its mouncpoly or scareity.
Greene again:

All money is not the same money. Thers is one money of
gold, another of brass, another of leather, and another of
paper; and there is a difference in the glory of these differ-
ent kinds of money. . There is one money that is a commod-
ity, having its exel ble value d d by the'law of
sapply and demand, which money may be called (though
somewhat barbarously) merchandise-money; as, for in-
stance, gold, silver, brass, bank-bills, etc.: there is another
money, which is not a imodity, whose hangeable
value is altogether independent of the law of supply and de-
mand, and which may be called mutual money. . . Itor-
dinary bank-bills represented -specie actually existing in
the vaults of the banks, no mere issue or withdrawal of them
could effect a fall or rise in the value of money: for every
issne of a dollar-bill would correspond to the locking-up of a
speeie dollar in the banks’ vaults; and every cancelling of a
dollar bill would correspond to the'issue by the banks of a

specie dollar. It is by the exercize of bunking privileges i

— that is, by the issue of bills purporting to be, but whic
are not, convertible — that the banks effect a depreciation
in the price of the silver dollar. It is this ¥ICTION (by
which legal value is assimﬂated to, aud becomes, to all
business intents and purposes, actual value) that enables
bank-notes “to” depreciate the silver dolla~. Substitite
VERITY in the pluace o’ fiction, either by permitting the
‘banks to issie no more puper than they have specie in’ their
vaults, or by effecting an entire divorce between bank-paper
and its pretended specie bas:s, and ‘the power .of paper
to depreciate spécie is at un eml So long as the fiction is
kept up, the eilver dollar is depreciated, and’ tends {o
emigrate for the purpose of travelling in foreign. parts; but,
the moment the fiction is destroyed, the power of paper over
metal ceases. By its u.mn it is dise,

ch, by supply and . de-
I oney i8, by its intringic
but the mea s wh x'eby mer-

;No EFFECT WHAT
PRICE OF THE P

is, it affords a guarantee so nearly perfeet that it is ac-
ceptable. 1f you take a mortgage on a house and the
owner insures it in your favor, the guarantee against
loss by fire is not perfect, since the insurance company
may fail, but it is good enough for practical purposes.
Similarly, ¥ B, the bank, advances money to A against
a mortgage on the latter's stock of goods, it is within
the bounds of possibility that A will sell the goods
and disappear forever, but he will thus run the risk of
severe penalties; and these penalties, coupled with B's
caution, make a guarantee that practically serves. To
be sure, Mr. Westrup's money does not assure the
holder that the bank will deliver the borrowed articles
on demand, but it does assure him that he can get
similar articles or their equivalents on demand from
any customers of the bank that have them for sale,
because all these customers are pledged to take the
bank’s notes; to say nothing of the fact thau the bank,
thongh not bound to redeem on demand, iz bound to
redeem as fast as the mortgage notes mature.

(9) I perceive the perfect truth of Mr. Donisthorpe’s
remark, but I do not perceive its pertinence to the
matter under discussion.

(10) Nor do I detect the bearing of the truisms
which Mr. Fisher enunciates so solemnly. They cer-
tainly do not establish the absence of any necessity
for enabling all wealth to be represented by money.
This necessity is shown by the fact that, when the
monetary privilege is conferred upon one form of
wealth exclusively, the people have to obtain this form
of wealth at rates that sooner or later send them into
bankruptey.

(11) I conclude by answering Mr. Fisher’s quostiona.

The value of gold would be reduced by mutual
baunking, because it would thereby be stripped of that
exclusive monetary utility conferred upon it by the
State. The percentage of this reduction no one can
tell in advance, any more than he can tell how much
whiskey would fall in price-if there were unrestricted
competition in the sale of it.

Neither gold nor any other commodity is bought by
people who den’t want. to consume it or in some way
cause others to consume it. Gold is in process of con-
sumption when it is in use as currency.

Mutual banking might or might not cause gold to
lose its preeminence as' the most thoroughly con-
stituted value. If it should do s¢, then some other
commodity more constantly demanded and uniformly
supplied would take the place of gold as a standard
of value. It certainly is unscientific to impart a
factitious, monopoly value to a commodlty in order to
make its value steady.

Other things being equal, the rate of mterest. is in-
versely proportional to-the residual increment  of

wealth, for the reason that a low rate of interest

(except . when offered to 'an already. bankrupted
people) ~makes  business ‘active; causes anore uni-
versal employment . of labor, and thereby adds to pro-
ductive -capacity.
the United Kingd
United States ‘where [interest is high, becau
things are not equal. . N

he residual increment’ is less in | ei
where interest is low than'i in the | pr
 other

Govermments force people to consume gold, in the
sense that they give people no alternative but that of
abandoning the use of money. When government
swaps off gold for other commodities, it thereby con-
sumes it in the economic sense, The United States
government purchases its gold and silver. It can
hardly be said, however, that it purchases silver in an
open market, because, being obliged by law to buy so
many millioug each month, it thereby creates an arti-
ficial market. T.

Is This Our Critic, My Lord®
The late and unlamented Denver “Individualist”
gloried in a contributor whose paragraphic exercises
were especially distinguished by their incoherence and
puerility.  His capacity for misreading, misunder-
standing, and misrepresenting things was truly pheno-
menal. “T” was his signature. Now there is strong
circumstantial evidence to support the theory I have :
formed that Mr. Francis D. Tandy, of Denver, the
now famous author of the treatise on “Biology and

-Sociology,” which the “Twentieth Century” has been

fortunate enough to give to the grateful world, is 1o
other personage than our old and honored acquaint-
ance “T” of the Denver “Individualist.” The un-"
assuming and modest “T” has in the natural course
of things evoluted into the imposing and respectable

-Francis D. Tandy (such is my working hypothesis) ;

eni: T am gla.d to note that there has been correspond-
ing progress in the propor.ione -and composition of
the deliverances proceediang from ‘what our old ac-
quaintance would doubtless dignify by calling his
mind. Short paragraphs have been superseded by
somewhat lengthy effusions, and simple subjects
have given place to intricate and complex problema.
The results of the application of the aforesaid mar-
vellous capacity for misapprehension and mureadmg
to sucii problems may be imagined.

Referring to the famnus and epoch-making utter-
ance on “Biology and Sociology,” we find that the
author therein attempted ¢ to prove ” three statements.
The first is that biology bears a very important rela-
tion to sociology. This is indeed a great and preg-
nant truth, and Mr. Tancy is to be congratulated
on his discernment. It matfers not that this truth
has been fully appreciated and emphasized by every
competent writer since Comte: the. point. is that Mr.
Tandy discovered the fact for himself, without the as-
sistance of other great thinkers. Having independ-

ently discovered it, Mr. Tandy quite naturally wishes -

to “prove ” it independently and in his own w. ,

is true of course that what Mr. Tandy attempts to
prove is 8o well established that no intelligent man
doubts it. But it is to be membered that there are
many umntelhgent in’ ‘the world and Mr.
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Spencer is a stanch advocate of natural selection, a theory
which is materially strengthened by the overthrow of “ use-
inheritanee,”” and it is frem this biological law that he has
derived his sociolpgical ideas, ignoring the question of * use-
inheritance " altogether in relation to sociology. There is
nothing astonishing in the fact that Spencer should arrive at
many correct sociological ideas, in spite of an error in bio-
logy, which he never applied to the former science. Had he
built entirely on the use.inheritance doctrine, ignoring the
v theory of natural sclection, and had still arrived at the same
conelusions, Mr. Tueker might have had some cause for
astonishment.

Those who understand Spencer's sociology know
that he Jus built largely on the use-inheritance
doctrine, and they will dismiss the man who, claiming
to have studied Spencer, nevertheless asserts that the
question of use-inheritance in yelation to sociology is
ignorcd altogether in Spencer’s sociological writings,
as a fool. Fortunately there is evideuce on the sub-
ject of a more direct kind, and the reader will be able
to judge Mr. Tandy without undertaking an ex-
haustive examination of Spencer’s sociology. Here is
what Spencer writes in his preface to “ The Factors of
Organic Evolation,” a book chiefly devoted to the de-
monstration of the use-inheritance doctine:

Though the direct bearings of the arguments contained in
this Essay are biological, the argument contained in its first
half has indirect bearings upon Psychology, Ethics, and So-
ciology. My belief in the profound importence of these in-
direct bearings was originally a chief prompter to set forth
the argnment; and it now prompts me to re-issue it in per-
manent form.
“Though mental phenomena of many kinds, and especially
of the simpler kinds, are explicable only as resulting from
the natural selection of favorable variations; yet there are,
1 believe, still more numerous mex.ts! phenomena. including
all those of any ronsiderable complexity, which c.mnot bLe
explained otherwise than as results of the inheritance of func-
tionally-produced ‘modifications. What theory of psycho-
logical evolution is d, thus depends on a ce or
rejection of the doctrine thatnot only in the individual, but
in the successions of individuals, use and disuse of parts pro-
dnce respectively increase and decrease of them, .
Of course there are involved the conceptions we form' of
the genesis and nature of our higher emotions; and, by im-
plication, the conceptions we form of our moral intuitions.
1f fanctionally-prodiced modifications are inkeritable, then
the mental associations habitually produced in individuals
by experiences of the relations between actious and their
- consequenyes, pleasurable or painful, may, in the successions
of individuals, generate innate tendencies to like or dislike
such actions. But if not, the g is of such tendencies is,
as we shall see, not satisfactorily explicakle. ¥

That eur sociological beliufs must also be profoundly af-
fected by the 1 we draw on this poeint, is obvious.
If a nation is modified en masse by transmission of the ef-
fects produced on the natures of its members by those modes
of daily activity which ita" institutions and- circumstances
involve; -hen wé mus iucer that such institutions-and eir-
cumstances mould its members far more rapidly and compre-
Hicnsively than they can do if the sole cause of adaptation to
them is the more frequent survival of individuals who happen
to have varied in favorable ways. B

The third statement is that the overthrow of the use-
" inhritance doctrine strengthens the individualist po-
Again, those understand - Spenceri
sociology know that the reverse of this is true.
y o ial evol thi

the work of Emma Heller Schumm, whose articles
have often added to the power and interest of these
columns; and to Karl Schmemann, of Detroit, be-
longs the credii of taking the initiative in this puhlica-
tion and assuming the financial visk thereof. in thus
laying the works of Heinzen before the Engilish-read-
ing world, Mr. Schmemann and Mrs. Schumm are
carrying out one of the dearest wishes of the stanch
old German radical, and contributing a stoue to an
even worthier monument than that erected in the
cemetery where his remains lie buried. For it they
will doubtless receive the unanimous and learty
thanks of Heinzen’s true friends a~id real admirers, I
will send the book, post-paid, or receipt of the price,
which is fifty cents for paper copies and one dollar for
copies bound in cloth. It has nearly two bundred
pages. I commend to all Anarchists this work by a
man whose writings ever breathed the Anarchistie
spirit, and who, were he now living, wouil surely be
working with the Anarchists for the realization of
their aims.

Plumb-Line Pointers.

Sometime ago A. E, Wild said in the ‘Twentieth Cen-
tury”: “It [Anarchism]} can only be an evolution from
Socialism, which is the foundation of Anarchism.” Italics
are mine. In the sense that every increase of liberty is the
fruit of a revolt against a pre-existing tyranny, and in this
sense alone, is Anarchism the child of State Socialism. So-
cialism i the foundation of Anarchism just as the Church is
the foundation of Freethought. In each instance the heat of
suffering and the light of intelligence havy- planted in the
muck-heap of despotism a germ which has developed into a
sturdy tree of liberty, destined to ultimately absorb, purify,
and assimilate the entire mass of putrescence and to trans-
form what was deadly poison into healthful, nourishing
food for all of earth’s millions. Philosophically speaking,
Anarchism is the foundation of real Socialism, for only
wher there -is freedom (Anarchism) can there be a true
society. Normal social life is & thing of attraction, not of
compression. Hence no number of units which are pinned
together by bayonets can properly be called society. Itisa
combination, not a union.

The New York “Herald” has this in its local news
columns:

Mary and Michael Downs, of No. 121 Ninth avenue, and
iheir three children were before Justice McMahon at the Jef-
ferson Market Police Court. The three children were ar-
rested Saturday night by Agent Schultes, of Mr. Gerry’s
society. Schultes told:the Justice that their parents wers
habitual drunkards, and: that the little ones were totally
neglected and allowed torun in thestreets at all hours of the
day and night. According to Schultes, Mr. and Mrs. Downs
are old offenders, their children having once before been
taken from them -and committed to an institution through
tlie efforts of the society. The three tear stained children
had a very different story to tell. They denied that their
parents were drunkards, or that they- themselves were
neglected, and begged piteously to be allowed to go home,
They were exceptionally ‘clean and:unusually well dressed
for children of poor people. .Nevertheless they were com-
mitted te the care of the society.  Their grief at being sepa-
rated from their mother was frantic, and they were literally
torn {rom her arms by tlie agents of the society. -

Robert Harrison, of No. 223 East Twenty-eighth street,
was arraigned on the chargeof interfering with the arrest of
the children.: - Agent:Schultes testified that, after taking the
children in charge; the entire party, which included another
agent of the society, boarded a Twenty-third stieet car.
Harrison was a passenger. He di?layed a keen interest in
the erying’ children and ‘demanded: to know why they had
been arrested; and then'said that he would follow. the party
and .see what ‘was done: with ‘the" children. . When the
rooms of the society were reached, he attempted to force
in the door, which liad Been closed against him, and was
arrested. = oo AT Ry oy R

Harrison's story was that he saw the two agents in charge

he children who were weeping bitterly, - He natural
‘an explanation, which was denied. . Whe
w. the party into the Twenty-third street
: y Schultes ‘and then arreste

alienate their individual right of choice? 'Thereafter they
did not poesess the right to hestow their affections upon an-
other person or other persons. $n the law looks upon the
alienation of the affeet' ns of a Basband or wife by another
woman or man as the, ¢ — the’t just as much as though a
purse or & horse had been taken without the consent of the
owners, In this case there was only a technical violation of
the law when the wife whinped the young voman for stealing
her chattel, her husband, who, in the eyes of the law, was no
more an active factor than a purse or a horse. The man
whose pocketbook is taken by a thief captures him, if he
can, without asking the law’s consent; the farmer whose
horse is stolen gets after the thief with a vigilance com-
mittee; and in each case the law winks at the extra-judicial
proceedings, just as tlis jury did at the extra~judicial action
of the wife. So far #s their post-marringe right of choice is
concerned. the husband and wife are in the same category
with pu. - books and horses. Tkey are ehattels, in the eyes
of the law, and are so estimated by public opinion.  This
jury had no intelligent conception of justice; all it knew
vwae that the husband was the property of the wife, that the
young woman had stolen the said piece of property from the
wife, and that the wife had punisked the thief: Con-
sequently, in perfect harmony with the spirit of the law, it
acquitted the wife. So other juries, reasoning in recisely
the same way, acquit men who deliberately murder the lovers
of their wives. In no other field of human thought, emotion,
and activity are the actions of men and women governed by
superstitions so childish, idiotic, gross, indecent, cruel as in
the domain of sexuality.’ The “World's’’ wonderfully wise
jury is a fit to the tril 1s which sent d old
women to be burned to death because it was “ proved” that
they had ridden through the air astride of broomsticks.

Jobn Stuart Mill casually remarks that * it would be de-
sirable that the State should take insurance husiness into its
owr Lands.” Was not Mr. Mill aware that tie State had
always made a pretence of insuring the property and life of
the subject, and that it had ever made a lamentable fajlure
of the attempt, or the pretence of an attemnt? Is not taxa-
tion a premium paid for the policy of compulsory insurance
issued by the Great Mutual Government Assurance Company
(Limited) ? ’

London has 40,000 young seamstresses under twenty, who
come from the country, live in homes for working girls, and,
with their utmost efforts, can only earn $1.12 a° week. The
London * Daily News®’ has undertaken the hopeless task of
benefiting their condition. — New York World. e

America has hundreds of thousands of the same class, who,
in proportion to the ccst of living here, are no botter pai
So long as present industrial and financial systems persist,
the numbers of these half-liying workers will increase rather
than diminish. In face of this awful disparity between
work and wages, between the needs of working women and
that which our government- monopoly cursed society gives
them, how foolish and futile apperc tic child’s play * re-
forms?* of the increase-the-age-of-consent acd iwnoral purity
people! So long as women are inadeq X ted
for useful work, so long will the ranks of prostitution be
filled to overflowing, even though you make the age of con-
sent thirty years and preach the crucifixion of love until the
grave seals your lips. It is time that the truth were un-
flinchingly told. Under existing economic conditions the
childless prostitute contributes infivitely less to the de-
gradation of womankind than does the wife who recklessly
ushers into life a large number of children.
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Hereafter correspondents will please address me at Boston,
Mass., care of Box 3366. -

S ESC, W@kax. -

Ideas and Land.
To the Editor of Liberty s






