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¢ For alwvays in thine eys, O Liberty!
Shines that Righ light whereby the world is saved;
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee.”
Jonx HAy.

On Picket Duty.

The *Standard’s” new list of premiums, made up,
of course, with a view to induce people to subscribe to
and support the single-tax movement, includes four or
five of Talmage’s collections of sermons, one or two
books by other clergymen, and Harrison’s speeches on
his receat trip. Now we know what sort of men sin-
gle-taxers seek to enlist, and how much sense the av-
erage so-called single-tax individualist has.

Mr. Boppe, the editor of the ¢ Freidenker,” has
often criticised Anarchiam with a confidence scarcely
indicative of ignorance of his subject. His ignorance,
however, is now clearly established by his recent enor-
mous blunder in classifying Liberty as an organ of
Communism. As may be seen in another column,
this blunder has made him a very tempting target for
the shafts of Comrade Reitzel's wit. Mr. Boppe has
earned the right to hold his tongue regarding Anar-
chism hereafter.

The Boston * Herald " states that the Pope’s encyc-
lical is having an effect upon labor movements wher-
ever the Roman Catholic element largely prevails, and
that it has stimulated the effort to establish in many
of the great working centres industrial organizations,
of which both the wage earners and employers shall
be metbers, and in which they shall cosperate for the
promotion of friendly relations with one another. 1
don't believe a word of it. Nobody bas paid the
slightest attention to the Pope's flatulent and inconse-
quential deliverances, —that is, nobody engaged in
practical trades-union work. It has bad, and will have,
no influence whatever. Let the “lHerald” give us
some facts,

“To celabrate Labor by compelling people to be
idle who would prefer to work,” says the * Nation,”
“is one of the notable victories achieved in reccyt
years by the office-holders in the labor unions coope-
rating with the office-seekers in politics. If this com-
pulsory idleness on the first Monday of September
were limited to those who voluntarily put themselves
under the rules of the labur unions, it would not be
for others to complain; but a legal holiday has the
virtue of imposing idleness upon a large part of the
community who are quite outside the jurisdiction of
Master Workmen and walking delegates.” So far the
“ Nation's” censure meets with my unqualified ap-
proval. But its next remark, —that “labor day”
was made a legal holiday when boycotting was ram-
pant, — is unintelligent, and shows that the * Nation"
understands liberty but little better than the “ New
Nation,” which is in favor of Loycotiing and also of
a lagal labor holiday.

1f any one still doubts that the Underwoods have
adopted Spiritualism, he should read an interview
with Mrs. Underwood that lately appeared in the
Boston “ Budget.” She declares that she has learned
from the “beautifully worded messages” which she
haas received that “death is only a transition from one
plane of living to another still higher; that upon the
ego’s progress in love and wisdom denends its rapidity
of progress toward higher planes, of which there are
very many; that sympathies are the basis of these
planes or states of being, but that nowhero are thure

any harder phases of cxistence than the physical here.
The intelisgences that write these messages through
my hand say that msn has now arrived at a point
where communication i3 more easy from those planes
only a little in advance of ours; that each plane has
its own medlums among us, and those must be of like
spiritual sympathy; therefore we cannot get into rap-
port with every one we would like to hear from.” If
this is not Spiritualism, what is it? The * Twentieth
Century " may retract its retraction.

Boppe on Mackay.
[Der Armeo Teufel.]

A friead has calied my attention to the leading article in
the ‘‘ Freidenker’ of August 30, entitled: ‘ Bitter Truths
and Accusations,” which iz mainly meant to be a roview of
Mackay’s book, * Die Anarchisten.” I am thankful to my
friend; for if & man like Boppe aggravates the ‘‘ lamentable
confusion of ideas’ which it iy the very purpose of Mackay's
book to combag, it bucomes tho duty of even a poor devil who
usually gludly pays homage to superior wisdom and thorough-
ness to ralse an interrogation in the mind of the common
readers of the ** Arme Teufel ' and the ‘‘ Freidenker.”

As always, 8o jn this case, Boppe starts with the first cor- -
8 of his catechi To him mau without the
State is a nonentity ; neither in Switzerland nor in the United
States has he ever been able to discover the premises for the
same; he cannot conceive of human pature without govern-
ment, and he will not zllow even a Mackay to convert him
to anything like that. As if Comrade Boppe had ever al-
lowed himself to be converted to anything!

Ard yet, is it not something of a conversion that Mr.
Boppe bas at least learned enough about the aims of Anarch-
ism to admit that it does not essentially consist in terror,
riot, and revolt ?

It Is pleasant to note, too, that Mr. Boppe regards a3z apply-
ing to himself also the libels on Anarchism, its thoughtless
condemnyation and the rage produced by the very word, de-
scribed by Mackay. *‘Yes, so it is,” he says very naivoly,
‘‘of that we too can say something.”” Why, that sounds ex-
actly as if this Epigone of radicalism were carrying about
with him some kind ¢f Anarchism misunderstood by the
world! But for the rest, Boppe repeats his irreconcilabii-
ity to Anarchism ad ncuseam.

That he would pay his respects to Mackay’s sense of jus-
tice and creative power as a poet I had expected ; but that
he reprinted whole passages from the chapter on the * Trag-
edy of Chicago, "’ —reprinted them in the * Freidenker, "’ —
of that my fricnd Mackay can be proud. Of course he does
not fail to preface them with the remark that he does not
share Mackay's ‘‘ one-sided admiration’’ for the victims of
that tragedy; to him, of course, anything 80 buman cannot
happen. Too bad that I am compelled to correct Aim of a
totally inhuman stupidity (or sball we rather call it crimi-
nal carelessness 7)

As the reader knows, Mackay demone.rates the complete
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i patibility of A hism and " i Very well§
says Boppe. But, he i Y of Com-
munistic Anarchism?’ And --zer: *Iere Benj. R.

Tucker and his following car *.xe small pleasure in this
demonstration of Mackay! The ‘brilllant light,’ to which
Mackay claims to owe his ‘ illumination,’ has not lighted him
in the finding of that truth.”

Behold this man, whose Intention is to twit, although he is
immeasurably ignorant in regard to the relationship hore de-
scribed. Nor has Mr. Boppe learned that the book on which
he writes and which he undertales to criticise Is principally
devoted to the ipation from Ci ism into Anarch-
ism. He does not know that Tucker and Mackay are of one
mind in this und all fundamantal questions, and that Mackay
was essentially helped in hip course of development by
Tucker’s Liberty. He does net know that Tucker and his
‘“following” do not fight anything so relentleesly as Com-
munistic Anarchism ; that the coudemnation of force under
all circumstances {No, not under all circumstances, Com-
rade Reitzel.— EpiTor LisErTY.] which Mackay has learned
of late is quite after Tucke:'s hoart. He does not know that
the Communiatic Anarchists, with * Freiheit" at the head,
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refuss to have anything whatever to do with Liberty. All
this, which has for years taken place before the eyes of the
public, bas not existed for Mr. Boppe, and with & very un-
soemly and sarcastic smile he invents a divisios, for oncs to
have his little fun, too. Yes, yes, Comrade Boppe, satire
may be an arrow that returns upon the archer.

‘We might indeed find an apology in Boppe’s article, but
what kind of one! For he explains that he has hitherto
only “turned the leaves”” of the book. And the man of
thoroughness, as which Mr. Boppe mainly figures, writes,
judges of a book, of which he bas only turned the leaves!!
Awful! It is st bast ouly my kind of peonlo who may per-
mit thewselves anything like that. However, even if we
should accept this apology, the crass ignorance in regard to
tho position of Liberty towards Communistic Anarchism
cannot ba explained away; and if in consequence of this
‘‘premise’’ I do not scent any malice in his sarcasm, we are
at any rate con{ronted with a judgment on & matter which
he does not understand. But that is called levity, which il
becomes a married man of Mr. Boppe’s age.

A Woman’s Defence of Women.
To the Editor of Liberty :

To & woman's weak perceptives, it seems as if Tucker &
Co. bave a monopoly on everything logical or scientific.
The brilllant passes they make, in their intellectual tourna-
ments, are wonderfullv awe-inspiring to weak minds. I
find myself this ~.ol S8eptember morning fuet recoveriuyg
(were tho weatb .r less favorable I should probably not ro-
cover) from the overwhelming effects of the superior wisdom
displayed on Liberty’s first page, Angust 29. It requires
great minds to discover the vast difference between tho
mental make-up of men and women. I want to ask Mr.
Tucker to point out one mental faculty possessed by man
that is not also possessed by woman, and vice versa. * Wo-
men furthermors worship power under all its forms.” 8o do
ayme men. 1 know women who do nof worship power, or
love it or those who wield it. I also know men who do love
it, who age ever ready to bend the supple knee in worship.
All time and all history have been full of men who were
willing to give up all that makes life dear and even life it-
self at the bidding of the power that rules them, and this de-
votion has been called patriotism, and very commendable,
far from disqualifying them from wielding power or voting
it to others. When I first read what Mr. Pentscost said
about women being ‘‘ wives, mothers, swesthearts,” %c., I
thought it was pretty good, indeed quite brilliant; but now,
thanks to Mr. Tucker, I see that it is very commonplace, in-
deed utterly unworthy the attentlon of scientific men.
“‘The majority of bellevers are women.” This may be true.
At the same time there is room for a respectable minority
of male believers who earn or get the money to build the
costly churches and pay the high-salaried preachers (also
men) who preach the stuff women are supposed to devote
themselves to believing. Why are not the men who are
preachers and bellevers disfranchised ? ** What is sauce for
the goose is sauce for the gander.” I am nct sure this quo-
tation is classicai, but think it is true. **But rationallats
will see in this fact an objection both to the systoms and to
the women.” I der if tbeir objections are poient gh
to induce them to run the world without women. Prof.
Denslow has alroady mads a move in that direction. He

o d that the ‘* Mother is no more ial to the
origin of life than the cradle or the trundle-bed.”” We fear
science and mechanics will be able to dispense with women
as mothers; they won't have ua in poli.ica or goverr.ment;
our occupation gone, we may be compelled to soek other
fields, — possibly other worlds. ‘"he moon, being nearest,
seoms most available, but there is & man Iu it before us; be
is probably a *‘ rationalist” and would have the same **ob-~
Jection” to women. Whatshall we do? There seoma to be
but little chance to hope for the best; we must prepare for
the worst! Mes. Haxnax J. Hunr,

Harsteap, Kax,, 8xer. 3, 1891,

[My good correspordent should have. eriployed a
man to defend her position. Porhaps he would have
made out a case that I should have thought worth an.
swering. — EpITOR LIBRRTY.]
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‘'In abolizhing rent and interest, the lust veatiyes of old-time sla-
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execk-
tionrr, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the
gauge of the exciseman, the crasing-knife of the department clerk,
all those inxignia of Politics, which young Liberty yrinds beneath
Aer heel.” - PROUDRON,

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

¥~ A New Boox GIvEN AWAY Wirit EAcit RENEWAL.
— Payment of subscriptions and of rencwals is required in
advance. The names of subscribers not heard from within
twa weekn after expiration of subseription 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 ii is due, will be
sent, postpaid, any book published in the United States that
the subseriber may select, provided that ita retail prico docs
not exceed 50 cents if published by Benj. R, Tucker, or 25
cents if published by any cther publisher. This is a perma-
nent offer, and enables every promptly-paying subseriber to
get 3 new book each year free of cost.  Dut only one book
will be given at a time, no matter how low the price of the
ook selected.

Justice and Anarchism.—III,

Having disclosed the weakness of Mr. Spencer’s ar-
guments in favor of the limited Archism contemplated
by his system of appliances, having demonstrated that
the logic of equal freedom caunot be made to justify
corrcion of non-aggressive individuals, it is hardly ne-
cessary to state what the Anarchistic system of ap-
pliances is. The right of the non-invasive person to
ignore the State being a corollary of equal liberty, it
follows that taxation must be voluntary. Enrollment
in military service, it is further manifest, cannot be
obligatory upon any citizens, Nothing can be en-
forced save those claims which belong to the indivi-
dual under the law of justice. And since dispates age
Liable to arise among the members of a given society
upon special applications of the general principle, and
since no single individual or body of individuals
way undertake to enforce any interpretation of the
principle against the will of Jissenting parties, it fol-
lows that aothing can be enforced but what the whole
body of codperating citizens unanimously agree to be
in conformity with equal liberty. 1f the citizens una-
nimously agree to abide by the decisions of a jury
representing them, the requirements of justice are
equally satisfied. That, in fine, is the best instrumen-
tality for the preservation and :naintenance of equnl
liherty which is itself in full barmony with equal
Iiberty.

But it khould be remembered that the important
practical question now confronting us is not what the
best instrumentality is for the maintenance of equal
liberty, but what is the best method of securing the
practical recogriticn cf equal liberty in our present
societies.  W'ilo a-guing sgainst the ethical right of
com:puleory government %o exist at all, Anarchists arc
aware that nou-eihical rirtitutions will be eliminated
gradually, one by one, an.d one at a time. They are
ready to cobperate with the individualists in any ra-
tional movement against any special abuse or evii,
and only ask that no evergy shail be wasted and that
the most mischicvous and harmful elements in the
present system be selected for assault.

R ing the ideration of Mr. Spencer’s corol-
laries, we may now follow his own order. Passing
over the right to physical integrity and the rights to
free motion and locomotion, which admit of no doubt
and the prescntation of which by Mr. Spencer is sat-
isfactory (slways excepting the qualifications said to
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be entailed by the need of preserving the maximum of
liberty, wh-ch qualifications we havo seen to be quite
without warrant), we cgme to the right to the uses of
natural media, which include the surface of the earth.
What is Mr. Spencer's solution of the “vexed” land
question ?

“If,” says Mr. Spencer, “while possessing those
ethical sentiments which social discipline has now pro-
duced, men stood in possession of o territory not yet
individually portioned out, they would no more hesi-
tate to assert equality of their claims to the land than
they would hesitate tu assert equality of their claims
to light and air. But now that long-standing appro-
priation, continued culture, as well as sales and pur-
chases, have complicated matters, the dictum of abso-
lute ethics . . . . is apt to be denied altogether.” Mr,
Spencer holds that “the wholesale resumption of the
land by the community can be justly effected cnly by
wholesale purchase of it. Were the direct exercise of
ownership to be resumed by the community without
purchase, the community would take, along with
something which is its own, an immenscly greater
amount of something which is not its own. . ... We
inust admit that all which can be claimed for the com-
munity is the surface of the country in its original un-
subdued state. To all that value given to it by
clearing, breakingup, buildings, ete., constituting
nearly all its value, the community has no claim.
This value has been given either by personal labor, or
by lubor paid for, or by ancestral labor; or else the
value given to it in such ways has been purchased by
legitimately earned money. All this value artificially
given vests in existing owners, and cannot without a
gigantic robbery be taken from them. If during the
many transactions which have brought about existing
land-ownership there have been much violence and
much fraud, these have been snall compared with the
violence and the fraud which the commuuity would be
guilty of did it take possession, without paying for it,
of that artificial value which the labor of nearly two
thousand years has given to the land.” Furthermore,
in enteriaining the thought of rectification, the ques-
tion arises, which are the wronged and viinch are the
wrongera? “It is tacilly assumed,” says Mr. Spencer,
“that those who now own lands aro the posterity of
the usurpers, and that those who now have no lands
are the posterity of those whose lands were usurped.
But this is far from being the case.” Those who are
now landless are to a considerable extent descendants
of the sinners, while the proprietors are to a coisider-
able extent descendants of the sinned against. Fi-
nally, “if we are to go back upon the past at all, we
must go back upon the past wholly, and take account
not only of that which the people at large have lost
by private appropriation of land, but also that which
they have received in the form of a share of the re-
turns, —that is, we must take account of Poor-Law re-
lief.,” £500,000,000 would be an underestimate of the
total sum received in this form by the poor, and hence
“it is manifest that against the claim of the Jandless
may be set off a large claim of the landed — perhaps
a larger claim” (for the landless have an equitable
claiin only to the land in its primitive state, for which
£500,000,000 would be a high price.)

The foregoing considerations lead Mr. Spencer to
favor individual ownership of land as now main-
tained. Mr. Spencer adds that, setting aside all finan-
cial objections to nationalization, it suffices to remem-
ber the inferiority of public administration to private
administration to see that ownership by the State
would work ill. The vices of officialism would inevi-
tably entail immense evils. So, even if it were possi-
bla to rectify the inequitable doings of thousands of
years and make an equitable rearrangement, the re-
sulting state of things would be a less desirable one
than the present.

Unquestionabiy the land question is the most diffi-
cult with which men anxious to “do justice justly”
have to deal. Did men comprehend equal freedom, it
would be relatively easy to establish it in all tho other
relations, since they do not imperatively call for recti-
fication of past misgovernment and injustice. In
finauce, in commerce, in industry, it is enough to pro-

vide for the observation of justice in the future, and
to put a period to the carser of invasion. But in the

matter of land it is unfortunatlely imperative to rec-
tify past wrongdoing; and this presents serious obsta-
cles. It has been often intimated in these columns
that land reform must be subordinated to reforis in
other relations, and that after equal liberty has been
secured in trade and industry (in the widest sense) it
will be much less difficult to solve the land question,
which, indeed, would largely settle itself under the
new conditions. But it must be confessed that Mr.
Spencer’s manner of handling this grave problem is
unworthy of a thinker of his rank. Most of his argu-
ments would be weak even in the mouth of a fifth-rate
Tory politician, and they are really undeserving of any
serious reply. It will be sufficient to iudicate a few
of the facts and considerations which Mr. Spencer has
overlooked. .

In the first place, Mr. Spencer assumes throughout
the discussion that there is but one poesible alterna-
tive to the present system,— namely, State ownership.
Of the Anarchistic solution he never seems to have
thought. The fact that pure equity points to “occu-
pying ownership " as the title to land, he scems to be
unaware of. Yet the only weighty objection to a
change in landholding adduced by Mr. Spencer,— the
notorious inetliciency of governmental administration,
—does not apply to the system advocated by the An-
archists. In the second place, Mr. Spencer calinly and
confidently argues fro:n the Bastiat assumption that
the artificial value which the land has is the result of
the expenditure of labor and capital by the proprie-
tors, evidently mistaking this assumption for an un-
controverted fact.  Of the discussicy about unearned
increments Mr. Spencer takes no cognizance. But ev-
erybody is well aware that land steadily rises in value
without the least exertion of the proprietor, simply as
a result of the labor of others in the particular local-
ity. Is pot land held for speculative purposes, and
does not that mean that landlords get something to
which they are not entitled? The landlords, to be
sure, have, to some extent, enhaunced the value of the
land by their expenditure of capital; but they have
been receiving returns in the form of rent. Curiously
enough Mr. Spencer forgets this not insignificant item.
Besides, that capital which the landlords apply to the
land, — v iiere does it come from? Mr. Spencer, it is
to be feared, has not looked into the question of the
origin or cause of irterest and profits. Those of us
who think that all great fortunes may be traced to
monopoly and inequitable privilegs, —to violations of
equal liberty, —will not consider it a very grave ob-
jection tothe exproprintion of the landlords that they
have applied to their lands the capital which legality
enabled them to acquire by methods that, ethically
considered, are indistinguishable from robbery and
theft. They will be apt to think that, if a fresh start
should be taken and equal opportunities guaranteed to
all under the system of occupying ownership, the land-
lords would have nothing to cotaplain about. ‘I'his re-
cognition of the iniquitous character of the antecedents
of modern fortunes further helps us in surmounting
the obstacle that some of the present landowners are
the posterity of the original sinners and some of the
landless the descendants of the sinned-against. Small
owners would not suffer from the application of the
“personal use” principle, while large owners, who
have come into possession of the landed property, or
the capital with which they purchased the landed
property, by means that equal liberty could not sanc-
tion, would have no principle to base any protest on.
It is with the abolition of land monopoly as it would
be in the case of the abolition of slavery. We should
not endorse the claim of a man over the person of
another on the graund that he was not his original en-
slaver, but bought him of another slaveholder. The
claims of the landowners are not more valid, and the
danger to the liberties of men from the principle of
land monopoly is not less great.

Mr. Spencer’s vain and weak apologies for land mo-
nopoly — prompted doubtless by the sense of the
complexity and difficulty of the problem of rectifica-
tion rather than by any solicitutie for the comfort of
the landlord class —cannot be reconciled with the
principle of equal liberty, from which the right of
every person to as much land as he personally needs
and can use is a clesr logical deduction, Y. Yo
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Rights and Equal Liberty.
To the Editor of Liberty :

In n picket note in No. 194 you say that a word i3 needed
to express the liberties which men enjoy under equal free-
dom, but you don't like the word “rights’ beeauseo it has
ambiguous weanings; although you admit that the nse of the
word is correct if the writer and reader adhere to the defini-
tion given by Spencer, implying that you agree in the mauin
with Spencer's argument, but differ with him iu use of torms,
But in the same paragraph you say that equal freedom Is a
matter of coetract.  Now, It secms to me that it is uot only
in the matter of terms thut you differ with Spencer, but in
the matter of philosophy; because, if Spencer has proven
anything in his work, *‘ Justice,” it is that the law of equal
liberty is not a matter of contract. Ho shows that the law
of equal liberty is, under one aspect, an immediate dictum of
the human consciousness after it has been subject to the dis-
cipline of prolonged social life, — that the seutiment of just-
ice has nuturally arisen from converse with the conditions of
associative Yife; and that, uuder another aspect, it is a belief
deducible from the conditions of life at large as well as from
those of social life. In a picket note in No. 189, you indorse
this view, it seems to wme; consequently,’l am at a loss to
know what you mean by saying that equal freedom is & mat-
ter of contract. When contracted? And by whom? And
if the contruct has not yet been entered into, do you mean
that thero will bo no law of cqual liberty until the contract
is made, signed, and deposited ?

To say that thero is no right (in the sense that Spencor
uses the word) but might, is like saying that there is no jus-
tice but force. 1 don't like the word *“rights,” but, until
anvther word is coined, we shall have to use it i. its scien-
tific sense, prefixed perbaps by the adjective soci'. But
whaiever word we usn, it will be used to express a cosollary
of equal liberty, sud 8o 1 would like to bave you explain
what you wean by saying that equal liberty is a matter of
contract. A. H. Simrson.

Cheerfully T do so. But first I must point out to
Mr. Sirpson that I did not say that Spencer’s use of
the word rights is correct if writer and reader adhere.
On the contrary, my paragraph was writlen expressly
to show that it is incorrect. I simply said that, on
coudition of the adherence of the writer and reader
thereto, Spencer’s use of the word is “comparatively
unobjectionable.””  There is a wide difference here.
1f 1 determine to call black all those things which peo-
ple generally call white, and vice versa, aud if I an-
nounce this determination to Mr. Si:upson, and if Mr.
Simpson hears we and remewbers what I say, and if I
remember it myself and stick to it, then no confusion
of thought regarding coiors will arise between Mr.
Simpsou and me in consequence of my inversion of
the usual terminology, and heunce this inversion will
be “comparatively unobjectionahle”; but will it be
correct? 1 think that Mr. Simpson will perceive this
distinction without further elucidation. It seems io
me that he ought to have perceived it earlier, for, to
make my meaning plain, I was careful to say that
Spenc-~:'s use of the word rights is comparatively un-
objectionable ou certain conditions, like any use of any
word. Furthermore, this phrase clearly excludes from
my rewmark any implication that I agree with Spen-
cer’s position, though differing as to terms.

At the present moment, in unswer to Mr. Simpson,
there is no occasion for me to say whether I agree
with Spencer’s position or not. I need enly to point
out that there is no inconsistency between my state
ment that equal liberty is a m~** . of contract, on the
one hand, and, on the other, Spencer’s position (as
siated by Mr. Simpson) that the law of equal liberty
is not 2 matter of contract, together with my own de-
claration in No. 259 that the law of equal liberty is a
generalization from a series of social phenomena.
Equal liberty and the law of equal liberty are two very
differcut things. The law of equal liberty is simply
a statement of the inference, drawn from numerous ob-
servations, that equal liberty is the fundamental essen-
tial to stable social life. This is a scientific statement
of fact, the truth of which cannot be counfirmed or al-
tered by any contract whatsoever. Equal liberty
itself, however, is not a statement of fact, but a condi-
tion, —a conditioz which does not exist until men
create it by contract or by tacit consent.

It follows from the law of equal liberty that men
who want a stable social life must first adopt equal lib-
erty as a condition, but it does not follow that all men
are under obligations to each other, —that is, that all
men have rights. Robin Hood was not bound by
Magna Charts, and the signers of Magna Charta,

though under obligatious to each other which they
themselves had created, had no rights which Robin
Hood was bound to respect.

From equal liberty itself, however, it follows that
those who adopt it thereby enjoy as a consequence cer-
tain privileges aud immunities. These privileges and
immunities Mr, Spencer terms rights. I deem this
use of the word improper, because to me and to people
generally the word rights carries the idea of a prerog-
ative superior to contract as distinguished from a
privilege, power, or immunity resulting from countract.

It is true that “to say there is no right (in the sense
that Spencer uses the word) but might is like saying
there is no justice but force.” But when I said that
thera are no rights but mights, I was not using the
word in Spencoer's sense, but expressly insisting upon
my own and the common use.

1{ those who insist on using the word in Spencer's
sense will qualify it with the adjective social, they
will, to be sure, exercise a wise precaution which will
help to avoid confusion ; but to say that this sense of
the word, aven so qualified, is the scientific sense is to
beg the question. T.

Spencer’s American Critics.

The reception of Mr. Spencer's “Justice” by the lit-
erary critics and reviewers of this country is not cal-
culated to inspire one with respect for them. The
reviews of “Justice” in the dailies thus far have been
distinguished by the total abasence of any symptom of
scientific thought, intelligence, or ability. The liter-
ary papers have attempted critical treatment, and their
failure has been strikingly complete. The New York
«Critie,” for instance, expresses di i

by questioning whether Mr. Spencer’s opposition to
free education and public libraries is consonant with
his formula of justice. I should like to see the critic
attempt to construct a syllogism. The logic of a man
who thinke compulsory education and free libraries
may be deduced from equal liberty must be very pe-
culiar. The critic is good enough to advise Mr. Spen-
cer to study the American experience in the matter of
free education and librariss. v. Y.

What is individualismP
[Today.]

The * Economiat,” a Cincinnati mounthly paper, cbjects te
the definition of Socialism as * State ownership of the means
of production and exchange,’’ on the ground that this defini-
tion carries the lmnplication that individualism, the docsirine
antithetical to Socialism, opposes State ownership of nny
menns of production aud exch ; which implied definition
of individualism the *E ist'’ repudiates as utterly
wrong. Its own notlion is that individualism is not incompat-
ible with State ownership of certain instruments of produc-
tion and exchange; and bence its natural preference for a
definition of Socialiom as * State ownership of all thoe instru-
ments, ote.,” with emphasis on the “all.*

No one really familiar with Socialist tenets and doctrines
will be disposed to question the of the ‘ Econo-
mist’s ’* definition of Soclalism. Indeed, the frankness with
which the Socialists emphasize the *all,” in the above defi-
nition, leaves nothing to be desired, and rend isapp
heaston § ble. Socialists detest petition, and do
not hesitate to avow their determination to suppress it com-
pletely and thoroughbly. But with due respoect to the indi-
vidual opinion of the * Fx ist,” its und: diog of
individualism is decidedly imperfect and superficial. The
positiveness and assurance with which its strictures upon
consistent individualists are delivered do not add to their
strength or validity. Before correcting the ‘‘ Economist's’’

ppointment at
Mr. Spencer’s view and definition of justice. «It is
merely legal justice, and not the moral virtue which
the Greeks designated by that name,” sadly remarks
the critic of the “Critic,” thereby disclosing lamenta-
ble ignorance of Mr. Spencer’s purpose, meaning, and
achievement. The Greek *justice,” it is implied, way
superior to Mr. Spencer’s, while in truth it was noth-
ing but a word. The “Critic” further objects that
the formula is of no value in the relations of paronts
to children, and thinks the distinetion between the
ethics of the family and the ethics of the State en-
tirely arbitrary. “That morality should be one thing
in the family and another thing in the State ia con-
trary to the very idea of morality,” we are told. No
better comment upon this bald assertion can be made
than that which Mr. Spencer himself aptly puts in the
following scntence: “The ouly justification for the
analogy between parent and child and government and
people is the childishness of the people who entertain
the analogy.” The Boston “ Literary World " prints a
review of “Justice” which I find to be a mere abbre-
viated copy of an article (doubtless by the same wri-
ter) in the Christian Register.” The theological
bias is easily detected in the criticism upon the Spen-
cerian method. The critic says: “Mr. Spencer fol-
lows his usual method of starting from the lowest
forms of animal life and working his way upward into
buman society. In reading this book we have been
struck more forcibly than ever before with the essen-
tial pedantry and futility of this much-vaunted
method. As a matter of fact, what Mr. Spencer finds
in the lower animals he brings there from his previous
knowledge of man. So far from shedding light upon
the relations of mankind to society, these lower forms
and methods of animal life only assume a species of
reasonableness to us from the fact that we can inter-
pret them from our previous experience. In & book
treating of the State so largely as ¢Justice’ does, the
proper fields to resort to are history and the present
life of mankind.” Do we not interpret history from
our “previous experience”? The ecritic’s logic would
compel him to the absurdity that it is unprofitable to
study anything but our feelings and cognitions at the
precise moment & problem is presented for solution,
since the past states of consciousness are interpreted
{rom our present experience. The critic does not per-
ceive that the question is not as to Aow we come to un-
derstand animal life, but whether we do understand it.
If we do, the importance of the facts gathered from
animak life must be manifest. The critic concludes

ts, its position rhould be made clear. The sub
joined extracts will accomplish that end.

There are, indeed, three well-marked schools of thought:
first, the laissez faire, composed of those who would make
the government merely a police force; second, those who
would have it undertake such lines of business as experience
shows can be much better managed by public than by pri-
vate enterprise, and under general regulations compel all
frivam business to be conducted in a way that will not inter-

ere with the highest interests of the whole ple; and
third, the Soclalists, who destroy all individual enterprise,
prohibit the individual from engaging in business, and have
everything done by the State. The diff~..ace between the
last two schools Is & hundred times as ,vcat as between the
second and the first, It wouid be 88 great a mistake to call
"hﬁ o?cond Socialista as to class them with the laissez faire
school.

As in other instances, extremes meet. Socialists and men
of the lafssez faire school unite In the claim that everything
which is not laissez faire is Socielism. The former wish to
gain adherents by representing that the difference is only
one of degree. The laissez faire school hope to prevent an
further extension of government powers by crying ** Social.
sm!" . . Now the great mass of common-sense men,

who are pelther SBocialists nor in favor of letting everythin,
alone untii it goes to destruction, need to define their f—
tion. They must not allow themselves to be classed with So-
cialists, Christian or any other kind. They are to say that,
while we do not believe in unpscessary interference with pri-
vate business, we do not intend to let employers alone who

work children under ten years of age in factories. Wo do
not intend to let the father alons who is breaking down the
health of his child, to throw it, when & man, & burden on so-
ciety. We do not intend to let a corporation alone that is
unduly oppressive to the Yle. ‘We propose to move care-
fully, but we bave no hesitation in giving the control of any
business, like the gost—omue, to the government when there
is good reason to believe it will be for the best interests of
the people. Thoy should show that none of thess things are
in any way related to Socialism. . . . Whet the mass of
the people understand that tho bighest individualism does
not prevent the government’s undertaking anything which
is shown to be for tho best interests of the puglic. ces not
prevent regulations for the h treat. of children, or
those designed to secure their education, the converts to So-
cialism can never become numerous enough to enslave socl-
ety.

For the great mass of common-sense men to define their
position and put th in evidence, is always in order.
The question of § liate i , however, is not as to
what the position of common-sense is, but as to the relative
merit of that position and the position of scieutific men.
The familiar eulogies of are non-
sense in 80 far as they imply conter.pt for sclentific princi-
ples. We are not to go to common-sense men for a precise
and clear definition of individuali To furnish this is the
function of the sociologist, from whom it bebooves common-
sense men to leara to amend their nebulous beliefs and or-
ganize tnelr scattered knowledge. So the question recurs as
to what individualism is. Briefly, individualism is a system
of politics which izes in the principle of equal liberty
the test of all p s and ded tq limit the
sphere of private activity. The individualists are those who
insist on obedience to the equal-liberty principle, and who
regard all gov: tal acts i i with the principle
a8 bas! and mischievous, wrong and inexpedient. The differ-
ence between this view and that of the * Economist" may
be summarized thus: We say that everything which con-
siats with equal liberty s ** for the best intarests of the pub-
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lie " ; while the ~ Feonomist "’ seems to imply that everything
which is to the Leat interest of the public is consistent with
individualism, which, no doubt, s & truism to individualists,
but which remains worthless and meaningluss as long as no
definite and sclentific eriterion of *“ the ‘public good* s ad-
vanced. To be sure, the ‘ Economist '’ proposes to be gulded
by “experiones,” and speaks of the government doing only
that which 18 shown’ to be for the best interests of the
public; but every meddlesome * reformer’’ and scheming
pelititian glibly talks about *“ experience,’” without compre-
hending the real import of the term. The Socialists are per-
fectly sure that competition has been utterly discredited by
experience, and that compulsory coiperation has been
“‘shown " to be conducive to social happiness. Piotection-
Ists sre equally positive that experience bas fully established
the necessity of high tariff. What these good peoplo forget,
or are iguorant of, is that if experionce establishes anything,
it establishes a general fact or principle in the light of which
subsequent probl must be idered and solved. If the
experlence of a period of ton years is valuable, —und it is
better than po experience at all, —how much more valuable
is the experlence of centuries, of sociétics, ol races? The
individualists believe that the law of equal liberty, which
can be established deductively, has been abundantly sup-
ported by inductlon. If this is true, then the logical deduc-
tions of the law must be accepted as safer supports for
policies than opinions alleged to be based on the experiences
of eortain narrow existences. Equal liberty condemns com-
pulsory cducation, postal monopoly, and the other pieces of
legislative iniquity which the ‘* Economist * bolds to be * for
the best intercsts of the people,’” and therefore compatible
with individualism. Passing over the {act that there aro
many persons whose own experience has convinced them
that these things are curses rather than blessings, and noting
only the fact that the ** Economist’s’’ notion is opposed to
the law of equal liberty, it becomen uecessary to deny it any
title to speak in the name of individualism, which stands
squarely on, and finds its reason for being in, that law. In-
dividualism, we repeat, secks to enforce the law of equal
liberty, and pays no attention to surface appearances. Any-
thing repugnant to equal liberty, whether apparently a
blessing or a curse, is denounced as State Socialism or Na-
tiosalism.

Labor Day.
{Deiroft News.j

This is Labor day. The unions will march and the hands
will play, the grand marshals wiil bestride their fiery truck
horses, and the enthusiasm of the hour %ill b intense. For
the moment the well wisher of the working-people will ride
upon the wave of hope that at last they are boginning to get
awake to their real interests, and that under every hat that
marches today is the idea that liberty is the fundameuntal
principle of progress. But this will soon disappear when
these same gallant marchers are seen at the polls struggling
for the advancement of less liberty, struggling for the era
when the individual worker shall be absolutely the child of
the State, and when his uwn self-reliant nature will be
cramped and his {ree action hampered by rules laid down
by anthority. If every man that marches ju the ranks of la-
bor today was determined to advance intelligently, scientt-
fieally, the real interests of the toiling masses, and destroy
the barriers that keep the worker from the natural means
of employment and from exchanging his products with
whomsoever he wills, it would be but a foew years before la-
bor would reach the highest point it can reach. DBut from
the light of the past the future ia gloomy still.

Lysander Spooner’s Pamphiets.

80LD FOR THE BENKFIT OF THE

SPOONER PUBLICATION ¥FUND.

The undersigned has purchased from the heirs of the late Lysan-
der Spooner all bis printed pa an published ipts,
and proposes to sell the former to obtain menus for the publication
of the latter. The list given below includes all of Mr Spooner's
works, with the cxception of five or alx which are %ntirel
print. Of some there are but three or four copies left, and there are
stereotype plates of but tow. Bome may never be roprinted. Those
Emom who apply first will be served firat. The nphlets are ca-

logued below in ea order corresponding closely to that of the
datea of publieation. Brxy, R. TuoKER.

THE DEIST'S IMMORTALITY, and an Ensay on Man's Account
abllity for his Belief. 1834. 14 pages. Price, 15 cents; soiled
copies, 10 cents.

THE UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE LAWS OF CON-

rress Prohibiting Private Malls. Printed for the American Let-

r Mail Company. 1344. 24 pages. Price, 15 cents; solled
copies, 10 centa.

WHO CAUSED THE REDUCTION OF POSTAGE? QUGHT
Ho to be Pald? Showing that Mr. Spooner was the father of
cheap postage in America. 'This pamphlet embodies the one
mentioned immediately before it in this Ilat. 1850. 71 H«
Price, $1.00; solled coples, 78 cents. The sams, minus the first 16
uﬁe, which consist of » preface and a letter from Mr. Spooner
to M. D. Phillips, will be furnished at 50 cents.

A LETTER TO GROVER CLEVELAND on His Falss Inaugural
Address, the Usurpations and Crimes of Lawmakers and J nﬁu N
and the C Poverty, Ig and Servitude of the
People. 1886, 110 pages. ) 38 cents.

Any of the above pamphiets sent, post-paid, on recelpt of price.
Address;:  BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, BosTox, Mass.

LIBERTY’S LIBRARY.

For any of the foliowing Works, addross,
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass.

GOD AND THE S8TATE. “Onc of the most clo-
quont pleas for liberty ever written. Paine's ' Age of Reason’
and ‘Rights of Man' consolidated and improved. It stirs the

ulse like a trumpet call.” By Michuel Bakounine, Foundur of
Nihilismn and A&:(tmla of Annrch{. Translated from the French
by Benj. R. Tucker. B2 pages. Price, 15 conts.

CO-OPERATIVE HOMES. An essay showm§
how the kitchen may be abolished and the indepond of
woman secured by severing tho State from the Hore, thereby in-
troducing the voluntary principle into the Family and all its rela-
tiorships. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait of Lovise
Michel. Price, 6 centa; two coples, 10 cents.

CO-OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRIN-
ciples. An essay showing Liberty and Equity as the only condi-
tions of true cobperation, and exposing the violations of these
conditions by Rent, Interest, Profit, and Majority Rule. By C.T.
¥owler. Containing s Y.ortra!t of Herbert Spencer. Yrice, ¢
centa: two copies, 10 conts.

THE RADICAL REVIEW: Vol I, handsomely
bound in cloth, and contaluing over sixiy Esays, Poems, Transia-
tions, anll Roviews, by tho most prominent radical writers, on
industrial, financial, social, literary, sciontiflg, }ghlloco hical, ethi-
cal,and religious subjerts. 828 pages octaro. Price, $5.00. Single
numbera, $1.15,

THE WIND AND THE WHIRLWIND. A
rem worthy of a placo in every man's library, and esp«chl}{
lnln«-‘atlng to all victius of British tyranny and misrule. ~ A red-
ilne edition, printed beantifully, fu Jarge type, on fine paper,
and bound in parchment covers.  Elegant and cheap. 32 pages,
Price, 25 centa.

THE FALLACIES IN “PROGRESS AND
Poverty.” A bold sttack on the ition of Henry George.
Written for the people, and aa revolutionary in sentiinent, and
even more mudical than ** Progress and Poverty” itself. By
Willtam Hansou, 191 pages, cioth. Price, $1.00,

THE REORGANIZATION OF BUSINESS.
An easay showing how (he principles of ~oporation may be real-
ized in {hc Store, the Bank, and the Factory, By C. T. Fowler.
Contatuing a portralt of K.lph Waldo Emerson.
two copies, 10 cents.

LAND TERURE. An essay showing the govern.
mental basis of land mmm}mly. the futility of governmental
remedies, and a natural and peaceful way of etarving out the
landlords. By €. T. Fowler. Contalning a portralt of Robert
Owen. I'rice, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents.

AN ANARCHIST ON ANARCHY. An clo-
queut oxposition of the belinfs of Anarchists by & man as eminent
f: science as in retormn, By Elisée Reclus.  Followed by n sketch
of the eriminal record of the author by E. Vaughan. " Price, 10
cents.

CORPORATIONS. An cssay showin,
nopoly of railroads, telegraphs, etc., 'may be abolished without
tho intervention of the State. By C. '] owier. Containing a
portrait of Wendell Phlllips. Price, 6 cents; two copics, 10 cents.

80 THE RAILWAY KINGS ITCH FOR AN
Empire, Do they? By a ** Red-Hot Striker,” of Scranton, I'a.
A p}{tlo an article by William M. Grosvenor in the /nterna-
ti view. Price, 10 cents; per hundred, $4.00.

FREE POLITICAL

Nuture, Lasence, und_ i

Price, 6 cents;

how the :ao-

INSTITUTIONS : Their
An abrid

K and re-
'8 ¢ Trial by Jury.” Edited by
25 cents,

ar t of Ly 8
Victor Yarros. 47 pages. ﬁ'nco,

PROHIBITION. Ar essay on the relation of gov
ernment to temperance, showing that prohibition cannot pro-
hibit, and would be nnnecessary if it could. By C. T. Fowler,
Price, 6 cents; two coples, 10 cents.

INVOLUNTARY IDLENESS. An Exposition
of the causes of the discrepuncy existing between the supply of
and the demand for labor and its products. By Hugo Bilgram.
119 pages, clotk, Price, $1,00.

INTERNATIONAL ADDRESS: An claborate,
eomgmhexmlve and very entertaining Exposition of the principlea
of the Working:'eo sle's [ntornational Association. Ry Wil
B. Greene. Frice. 15centa.

THE WORKING WOMEN: A Letter to the
Rev. Henry W. Foote, Minister of King's Chapel, in Vindication
of the Poorer Class of Buston Working-Women, By William B.
Greene. ['rice, 15 centa.

THE FINANCIAL PROBLEM : Its relation to
Labor Reform and Prosperity. Demonstrating the abolition of
interest to be unavoidable. By Alfred B. Westrup. 30 pages.
Price, 10 centa.

MUTUAL BANKING: Showing the Radical
Deficlency of the existing Ci fhg N L

and how
on ;\:‘mey can Abolished. By William B. Greene. Price, 25
cen

TAXATION CZ FREE TRADEP A Criticism
uj Henry George's ** Protection or Free Trade.”” By Johr F.
elly. 16 pages. I'rice, b cents, 6coples, 25 cents; 100 coples, $3.

CAPTAIN ROLAND’S PURSE: How It is
Filled and How Emptied. By John Ruskin, The first of a pro-
Jected serfes of Labor Tracta.” Suppliod at 37 cents per hundred.

A FEMALE NIHILIST. A thrilling sketch of the
charnctor aiid mdventures of a typieai Nihlllstic herotne. Ry
Btopniak, author of * Umlergrouni%{uulu." Frice, 10 conts.

A POLITICIAN IN SI s
Boing a Protest Agniust the Gover?ug;l: oto!}i‘m gy‘h‘!?nnlg;
Auberon Herbert. Price, 10 cents.

B8OCIALISTIC, CO AL~
tatic, and Financial f'rngm?r'xe,t gyw vgs x;l." {;?e’en% ‘xy:rl: U,’smo.

CITIZENS’ MONEY : A critical analysis in the

light of free trade in banking. By Alfred B. Weatrup. : N
Price, 10 cents. * ¥ estrup. 27 pagos

ANARCHISTS' MARCH.

Tune: Fjorneborgarnes Marach (Finnish War Song).
‘Words by J. WM. LLOYD.

Price, 10 cents.

BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 506, Boston, Mase.
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For any of tha following Works, address,
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Maass.

ANARCHISM: ITS AIMS AND METHODS,.
An address delivered at tho first rubllc meeting of the Boetul
Anarchista’ Club, apd adopted Ly that organization as its author-
ized exposition of lé- principles.  With an appendix giving the
Constitution of the Anarchiats’ Club and explanatory notes re-
garding it. Victor Yhrros. 30 pages. Price, § cents; 0

copies, 25 cents; 25 coples, $1.00; 100 coples, $3.00.

LOVE, MARRIAGE, AND DIVORCE, AND
the Sovereignty of the Individual, A discussion betweén Henry
James. Horace Ureeley, and Stephon Pearl Andrews. nwludlnﬁ
the final replies of Mr. Andrews, refected by the New York Trl
bune, and a subsequent discussion, occurr!r.g twenty yars later,
between Mr. Jamos und Mr. Androws. 121 pages.  Price, 3
cents.

CAUSES OF THE CONFLICT BETWEEN
Capital and Labor. An essay showing that all the wealth in the
world consists of unconsumed wanges earned b{ scmebody. but
that moet of it is withLeld from tha earners through interest,
rent, profit, and taxes, D. H. Hondershott, 92 pages, Price,

25 cents.

THE IRON LAW O} WARGES. An Esay
showing that wages could not be kept dow to the cost of the
laborer’s subaistence were it n.t for the monopoly b{ . ¥ﬂvlla§ed
clase of the rlﬁht to repres~nt wealth by money. By Hugo Bil-
gram. Price, § centa.

TENDENCY NOVELS.

For auy of the following Romances, e.ddress,
BENJ.R. TUCKER, Box 3364, Bcaton, Mass.

MY UNCLE BENJAMIN, A humorous, satirical,
and philosophical novel, By Claude Tilller. Translated from
the French by Benj. R. Tucker. With a sketch of tha author's
life and works by Ludwig Ifuu. This work, though it has en-
%oyn(l tho honor of threa translations into (erman, has never be-
ore been translated iuto English. It is one of the most delight
fully witty works ever written. Almost ever{ sentence excitesy
laugh. 1f is thoroughly realistic, but not at all repulsive. Its
satirical treatroent of Lumanity’s foibles and its jovial but pro
found phllosophy have won its author the title of ¢ the modern
Rabelais.” My Uncle Benjamin riddles with the shafts of his
good-natured ridicule the shama of theology, law, medicine, com-
merce, war, marringe, and society generally. 312 pages. i‘ﬂco,
in cloth, $1.00 ; iu paper, 60 cents,

THE RAG-PICKER OF PARIS. By Felix Pyat.
Translated from the French by Benj. R. Tucker. A novelno-
oqualled in its combination of dramatle power, pletureaque in-
tensity, crisp dialogue, panoramic effect, ical tendoncy, and
bold handling of socinl questions. Probably the most vivid pic-
ture of the misery of poverty, the extravagance of wealth, the
sympathy and for ance of the poor and despisod, the cruelt;
and aggressiveness of the aristocratic and reeK:rcubia. the blin:
greed of the middle classes, the hollowness of charity, the cunain,
and hyywrlny of the priesthood, the tyranny and corruption o!
authority, the crushing power of x}lgvllcge, and, finally, of the ro-
deomlng beauty of the ideal of liberty and e%;:l“ty that the cen-
;3” h:: produced. 325 pages.  Price, in cloth, $1.00; in paper,

cents,

THE KREUTZER SONATA. B(\; Count Leo
Tolstol. Translated by Benj. R. Tucker. This novel, dealin
with the questions of love and marrisge, uriu A morality that
more than Kuﬂumleal in fts severity, while handling the delicate
subject with all the frankness of the realistic school. This book,
80 far as the central lesson to be drawn from it is concerned, is of
a reactionary character, and shoald not be regarded as a part of
Liberty's propaganda. Yet it is a work of interest, almost s
masterpiece of art, a romance not without locioloacal import-
ance. No lover of independont thought can fall fo admire its
rare unconveutionality, the fearleas way in which the author ad-
dresses polite circles u{:n & subject which they generally taboo.
Price, in cloth, $1.00; paper, 50 cen's.
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THE STORY OF AN AFRICAN
Olive Schrel A f , but of the fntel-

3 not of
lectual life and growth of young English and German people liv-
ing among the Boers and Kafirs; picturing the mcnuI struggles
through which thoy passed in their svolutiun from orthodoxy to

; and rep: advanced ideas on religious and
social questions. A work of remarkable power, beauty, and ori-
glnzlty. 370 pages. Price, in cloth, 67 cents; in paper, 23
centa.

WHAT'S TO BE DONE? By N. G. Tcherny-
chewsky. Transiated by Benj. R. Tucker. With a Portrait of
the Author. Written in prison. Suppressed by the Czar. The
author over twent{ years an exile in Biberia. “The book which
has most powerfully influenced the youth of Russia in their
;rom.h into Nihilism. Whoever comes under its influence will
all in love with high ideals. 320 pages. Price, in cloth, §1.00
in paper, 35 cents.
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Complete files of the fifth and aixth volumes of
this journal, handsomely bound in cloth,
now for sale at

Two Dollars Each.

People who desire these volumes should apply for them early, as
the number is limited. The Arst four voﬂzn{. were ion n{nm
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paying ten dollars for & copy of the first vclume. The others will
soon bo equally high.
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Seeks to destroy the authority and prutlgt' of National Govern-
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