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 For always in thine eyes, O Liberty
Shines that **h Baht whereby the «wortid i saved |
And though thov sy ug, we will truct in thee.”
Joux Hay.

On Picket Duty.

Cougressman Tom Johnson declares that. he is
opposed to a repeal of the ten per cent. tax on
private banking. And that’s the kind of a
Ienry George free-trader he is!

Shortly after the perpetration of the Texas
horror invoiving the. burning of a negro at the
stake the London « Personal' Rights” sought to
establish a connecticn in principle between An-
archism and the action of the mob, The letter
of protest from ian English Anarchist, John
Badcock, Jr.. which is ‘printed in another col-
umre, was first sent to ‘¢ Personal Rights” and
declined by the edi r.

As Mr. Yarros points out in his article in this
issae, the editor of ** Personal Rights » has now
distinctly abandoned his old claim that compul-
sory coOperation for defence is consistent with
equal freedom. Liberty has forced hindto do so,
He now admits that it is a violation of equal
freedom, but a violation that is necessary in or-
der to attain the greatest amount of libertv pos-

. sible at present. This admission aholishes all
ethical difference between Mr. Levy’s position
and that of a thousand and one other authorita-
rians who are willing to violate equal freedom in
one or more particulars in order to attain a
maximum of freedom. Many a prohibitionist
thinks mankind would enjoy more freedom if
liguor-gelling were forbidden. Many a believer
in the contagious diseases act would make the
same apology. It is legitimate for Mr. Levy to
show that these people are mist~'~ in their cal-
culations, but it is utterly incc - ustent for him
to seat himself  upon a. pinmacle of absolute

S and den unce these pwlne as im-

n’ chnemuy lust, the 10th inst.,

] ument, headed ‘Inwmv

purport of wlhich wig to obtain

» for o firm known'ag the * British
uppare ]y act agagent in

| the joke a little bit too far,

ple’s luggage and ransack it when they enter this conn-
try, or of keeping men loafing along the sea-coast with
telescopes for the purpose of preveuting freedom of
trade, or of running postal systems under strict mono-
poly, and taxing every letter that is transmitted. Iam
concerned at present with the method of asking for di-
rect payment from people, simply because you guess
they’ve got an income, and charging according to the
amount. .

There is only one other class of men, as far as I know,
who generally adopt the principle of varying their Ices
according to the means of their customers, and they are
the mu]xml men; but I'should hle ta know what medi-
cal man would think of sending’ fiie in an account, or
want me to pay him money without being able to pro-

-duce any record of attendance?” Yet this is what your

firm does, and its managers and collectors still remain
at large.  Your firm may have rendered me some ser-
vice or they may not—but I am quite in a haze as to
the nature of the services rendered, and certainly have
never asked for them. But what is more, whilst I am
not at all clear as to the nuture of any services your firm
lias rendered, Y am conscious that they are guilty of do-
ing me daily injury. By means of money extorted
under threat of violence, they endow all sorts of institu-

‘tions from armies and navies to law courts, school

boards, municipal govermuents, and the like, which in
my opinion are a positive injury both to myself and to
industry at large.

And yet you think I am going to be simple enough to

pay you money, when you can’t for the life of you

make out my account! Why, the thing is laughable on
the face of it! Indeed Ishould take it to be & huge prac-
tical joke, were it not that, in addition to such a ludi-
crous way of attempting to carry on business, you
actually stoop to acts of very gross impertinence and
impudent curiosity. Fancy a set of grown up *‘ gentle-
men,” such as the managers of your firm are supposed
to be,— professing to be filled with the most benevolent
intentions, and even assuming the title of “Right
Honorable ” (1!),— stooping to such {mpertinences as are
contained in the Jdocument you forwarded me, and be-
ing unable to devise any other means of obtaining
money for their philanthropic schemes than that of Mr.
William Sykes! The one firm in the country which is
distinguished by the fact that, of all the £80,000,000 it
receives every year, not a single penny is obtained by
any really honest means, thinking itself so superior that
its directors arc entitled to be ealled *“Right Honora-
‘b]es " and to pocket £5000 a year!

And in return for,this huge mass of public filching
amounting to £80,000,000 what do we get that is of any
solid value? Royal families that hy ‘foundation stongs,
big ugly ships that steam abom;, the world doing no-
thing at all, or clse mischief (fancy a firm keeping its
ships and men doing nothing, or, what is worse, shoot
ing away a lot of money in the form-of gunpowder and
then thinking itself entitled to compel people who have
incomes to pay for jt!)—then there are the red-
conted fellows, wiho are o generil nuisance wherever
they are located : police-forees supposed to protect per-

“son and property, and then not doing it; laws, prying
{nsnectors, tyrannical rngistrates and judges, black Ma-

rlus and ‘gnols!  Faucy paying £19,000,000 a year for
suchalot! Why, if they were putu) foruuction, they
wouldn’t fetch £80,000, as old materia,

In conclusion, Sir, 1 beg to say that I .hink you carry
Daonbiless thore are plenty
' habit are willing to

4 peuple who from ahe«r f.ree
‘ loneern

tions if only for the fun of the thing; but I would sug-
gest that the soldiers be supplied with pop-guns as
being less dangerous than their present playthings, and
rocking horses might be found less expensive than the
present steeds, and perhaps the services of some ener-
getic gentleman like the late Mr. P. T. Barnum might
be secured for the purpose of running the show as a spe-
culation for profit, instead of its being, as it is now, a
gigantic loss.
T am, Sir, yours faithfully, ALBERT Tanx.

West HArTLEPOOL, EXGLAND, MAY 17, 1893,

Didn’t Know *Twas Loadel for the Worker.

Comrade Labadie’s latécommunication reminds one
of the fromtiersinan, whe, in doubt as to whether the
animal in his corn patch was 2 wild beast or a tame
one, discharged his gun *to hit if it was a Dear. but to
miss if it ‘was a calf.” The idiccy of the voting toiler
scems to'consist in thinking that the government gun is
really loaded to hit the boss or cupitaiist, who violates
the laws or plunders the stores of industry. It is not
built that way; but to miss the great wrong-doer, and
to hit the trivial one, or innocent one, whei he gets in
the way of legal privege, or opposes the consumma-
tion of some legalized conspiracy.

Under a sublime delusion that. class-made laws are
likely to right his wrongs, the workingman helps load
up the gun by voting, despite all experience that, when
it is discharged, it is the worker, and not the exploiter,
who gets hurt, But he will go on voting just the
same, for the same »égime if not with the same political
party. Gur recent State law to punish conspiracies to
raise the price of food and necessary commodities has
been loaded for strikers. At least the courts will find
no difficulty in firing ii off that way, as the interstate
commerce law has been. ;

A pig was said once to have found his way into a
cornfield through a hollow sycamore tree, which formed
a part of the fence; one end lying inside and the other
outside of the field. The owner had much difticulty in
finding the place of entrance. When he did, he changed
a length of fence so as to throw both ends of the tree
outside the field, and then, screened from view, watched
procecdings. Soon piggy came seuntering leisurely
along, and quietly entered the log. On coming out, he

d quite ished, but finally went back and re-
peated the experiment. Ou coming out the second
time, however, he gave a swinish grunt aad dashed
away, declining to try the experiment again,

For three-score years, as I personally kuow, work- -
ingmen have been marching ‘up to the voting contri-
vance, — have myself been through a number of tiliws,
—but v is only the managing féw who ever get into
the public cornfield, when the fence is turned, and the
voters find themselves left.  Yet they go on voting.
year after year, always with the same result. )

JURGT

The Moral Frontier.
{B. Pascal.} 5
Why do you kill me?  What! do you not. live on ;
other side of the water? My friend it you lived on
this side, 1 shoulil be an assassin, ¢ wmt!d Ve un- -
Just to kill you; but since you live L
am n brave man, and it is just,

A Joint Responsibility.
[ Vietor mm ]
DBetween the governmen whioh does
people who uoﬂ-pt, it the
rity.
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L windisliogy 2ent gand fuserest. e last vestiges of old-time sla-
rery, the Reroletion abolishes «f one sfroke the sword or the execu-
ticne v, the sead of the mugistrete. hoof bee policeman, the gauge
ixcman, the erasing-k ' the 4 partment clerk, «ll those
1 af" Polities, achich youny Liberty grinds beneath her heel . -
Provnnox,

The appearsnee in the editorial column of arti-
AICS over other signatures than the editor's initial indi-
ates that the editor approves their central purpose and
gone -ral tenor, though he does not hold himself respon-
sible for every phrase or word.  But the appearance in
other parts of the paper of artieles by the same or other
‘riters by no means indicates that he disapproves them
iy respect, such disposition of them being governed
Lirgely by motives o nvenience

-

individualists’ Verbal Ramparts.

Whether the editor of ¢ Personal Rights”
wax or was not nnconscrously poaching on Anar-
chistie preserves when he pitched into Lord
Kimberley for hazarding the assertion that gov-
crument, to be sueeessful, must couple order
with hl»crt\' is 4 guestion of no great moment.
Tix connnents produced a certain impression on
I deemed well to share with the read-
How such an impression can be produced

e which
ors,
is 2 matter scarcely worth considering, seeing
that such an impression Aas been produced. 1
willingly grant that, with the editor’s defini-
tions in mimd, there was nothing inconsistent,
nothing Anarchistie in his strictures on Lord
Kimberley. Tt certainly the definition
which T arbitrarily assigned to ¢ order” that af-
forded me the basis for the charge of inconsis-
but since Lord Kimberley

was

gave us no
dtinition of the term crder, it was not very il-
legitimate to assume that ke might, for the sake
of the argiinent, in order to get his critic into a
corner. accept some such definition of order as T

geested. It is plain that the Individualists,
for reazons which they frankly state, refuse to go
to the length of demanding equal liberty with-
out reservation or qualification; for the present,
at least, they desire liberty and something else
with it, just a little aggression on the part”of
the State. Why might not Lord Kimberley
call that little aggression ‘‘ order” (seeing that
liberties Aave been taken with the term order)
and proceed to conviet ¢ Personal Rights” of
coupling order with liberty? At any rate, my
offence was not of a peeuliarly atrocious charac-
ter, thongh, as a rule, T realize the necessity of
iterpreting expositors in the light of their own
definitions,

However, ¢ Pergonal Rights ” is not satisfied
with demurring to my charge of inconsistency,
but insists further that T was wrong in my re-
tation of the Individualist point of view,
It will he profitable to (lW(-ll on this matter
somewhat,

What, was the substance of my allegation?
“Unlike Anarchists,” T said, ¢ Individualists
are not satisfied with absénce of aggression, or
equal frecdom.  Perhaps it is more sorrect to

teney s

sugg

.

’DP'U’"(

iy ﬂmt absetice of ag)

more than the Individualists want;

they are not

only satisfied with luss, but absolutely.refuse to

ask for more than their programme demands.”
The editor of * Personal Right=” pretends that
this is- an unfair or unintelligent statemeirt of
the cade, and lic_essays to correct me, as follows:

Absence of aggression more than we want!  And
this is asserted by the man who almost <olemnly attivins
his thorough comprehension of our docetrine! Newd we

- philosophical ind consistent statesmanship ;

s serving politicians who prate about expediency

suy that absence of aggression, eyuality in rreedom, is

just the one thing we do politically want?  Up to this
point there is no difference between Individualists of
our owu type and Anuarchists of the type of Mr. tucher
and Mr. Yarros. It is when we descend from this ideal
platform to the actual business of life that Individual-
ists and Anarchists begin to differ.  We hold that, al-
though equal freedom pure and untainted is desirable,
it is unattainable except, it may be, in a more remote
future, as the limit of a series of Individualistic states;
that what we have to decide now is, not whether we
will have complete liberty in equality, for we cannot
get it, but how we can approximate to it as nearly as
possible.  We hold that Anarchism, if now putin »-ac-
tice, would result in a less near approximation to that
ideal than would the retention of the minimum of gov-
ernment which constitutes the essential difference be-
tween Individualism and Anarchism.  Let us suppose
government were reduced to what we judge to be Tndi-
vidualistic limits. If Mr. Yarros could then show that
it might be sidll further reduced — 1o the peint of abo-
lition — with advantage to the cause of freedom, we
should be bound, on our own principle, to accept this
abolition of government. If he could not show this,
why should we sacrifice liberty to a mere Anarchist
fad? We hope Mr. Yarros will sce that, when Individu-
alism and Anarchism come to close quarters, it is so
much the worse for Anarchism.

Instead of cursing us, I claim that ¢* Personal
Rights ” has, in the above comments, blessed ns
altogether.  Apparently, when Individualisin
and Anarchism come to clos: quarters, Individu-
alism saves itself from utter defeat by swrren-
dering everything but a few truisms, which,
though by no means its private property, we are
all perfectly willing to let it <hare and enjoy in
peace with the rest of us. If we understand
“Personal Rights” rightly, its ¢“ideal plat-
form” is ungualifiedly Anarchistic, and the
only reason why it does not demand ¢ complete
liberty in equality,” Anarchism, but con-
structs a temporary, provisional, and imperfect
platform of *‘minimum government” (which by
implication it admits to be subversive of equal
freedom as far as it goes), is that we cannot get
absence of aggression by appeals or protests,
whereas *‘ minimum government” is something
which is not unattainable. In other words, In-
dividualism fully admits the logical, philosophi-
cal, and ethical soundness of Anarchism, which
it indeed espouses and from which it draws its
inspiration and its ‘“ideal platform”; but, re-
cognizing that it would be futile to demand the
unattainable, Individualism puts forward a more
modest platform.  If *“ Personal Rights
not mean this, it means nothing; yet, if it does

it, how can it advance the ]n‘(']m‘it\‘l'(llw
pretence that Anarchism has reason to fear
confrontation with Individualism?  Since \\'In'n
is a part greater and better than the whole?
Individualism being a practieal politieal move

does

mean

ment depending for its ethical and philosophical |

basis on Anarchism, how can it sneer at or re-
vile its owr “deal amd gnide?  Those who appre-
ciate b aportance of principles, of ideals,
know that it is the ideal platform which invests
the politienl platform with the practical value it
possesses. A practical movement without an ideal
platform back of it commands no respect from

s ally about expediency

7760

the wise, ¢ Personal Rights™” never fails to
emphasize the need of principled conduct, of
and
it and merciless with the time-

I8 vVery severe

and practicability, - Expedieney without prinei-
ple is eart without horse.  Those
principles and an ideal platform can talk ration-
and practicability, about

who have

aradual reform and near approximation.  Those
who lack an ideal platform are totally at sea in
the actual husiness of life, ignorant even of the
proper direction of the first step.

Nince, then, the Individualists recognize the
ethi~al and philosophical soundness of the Anar-
chistie platform, it is manifest that their quarrel
with Anarchism proceeds from the mistaken no-
tion that we contemptuously turn our hack upon
every attempt to attain the attainable and secure
the reforms which the existing state of feeling
and thonght renders possible, — that, in other
words, we refuse sympathy and aid to every
movement that stops short of complete liberty
in equality in its practical and immediate work.

3ut this mistaken notion, being wholly gratui-
tous, ought not to permxt in the mind of so fair
a critic as ““ Personal Rights.”  That it is im-
possible to put Anarchism in practice here and
now nobody realizes more keenly than the Anar-
chists themselves.  The Anarchism of the An-
archists 7s an *‘ideal platform”; when they
descend 1o the actual business of life, they bea:
in mind *“that what we have to decide now is,
not whether we will bave complete liberty in
equality, for we canuot get it, but how we can
approximate to it as nearly as possible.” The
Anarchists would give maximum government in
exchange for minimwa government at any time,
and they are as anxious as anybody to work for
proximate ends. If Individualists do not eriti-
eise Anarchistic ideas and beliefs, then they ac-
cept these ideas and beliefs and are Anarchists
themselves. Certainly Anarchists, when they
criticise Individualists gue Individualists, do not
refer to this or that political move, or to any
particular method; what they refer to are the
ultimate political and ethical ideas of Individual-
ism.  They have been led to believe that Indi-
vidualism deciines to admit that compulsory
codperation for defence against aggression is in-
consistent with equal freedom, — that to coerce
the non-aggressive into codperation for the put-
ting lown of aggressors is ethically wrong; and
they have argued against this.theoretical posi-
tion. If Individualism repudiates this position,
and accepts the ideal platform of complete lib-
erty in equality, absence of al coercion of the
non-aggressive, then Anarchists may and do
weleome Individualists into their own ranks,
whatever differences there may exist as to the
methods of gradually abolishing govern-

hest
mental .1ggromon.

We are glad, of course, to learn from ¢ Per-
sonal  Rights™ that Individualists are veally
Anarchists at bottom, that they really want
complete liberty in equality, and fully recognize
the aggressive character of all compulsory co-
operation,  But eertainly this was not the posis - |
tion ol ** Personal Rights” when its vditor first -
made the acquaintance of Liberty and philosos
phical Anarchism, Passages from his editovials
might he quoted from which it wonld ol

appear that he did n ot at t,hnt tim
as an nggmmon and violat!
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for government to coerce an, inoffensive, by-
stander  into codperation  against an actual
At that time it ‘was scarcely the con-
stiousioss of the impossibility of attaining com-
plete i equality, Anarchism, which
prompted bis denuneiation of  Anarchisme and

invader,
hberty

championship of the system which, he said,
“would not only restrain the active invader up

to the point nee to restore freedom to

others, bui would also coerce the man who wounld
otherwis

» be a passive witness of, or conniver
at, aggression inte codperation against his more
* Indeed, so novel is the atii-
tude taken by “ Personal Rights™ in the pas-
sage above quoted that the editor has been
unable to guard against the admission of senti-
ments inconsistent with his own into the very

aetive colleague.”

issue of the paper in which he makes the grati-
fying declaration that Individualists aceept the
ideal platform of Anarchism. e reprints from
another journal an article on *“ Individualism as
a Political Creed,”™ in which the writer (a very
able and fair man) points out that Individualism
is not Anarchism, since it believes in ‘¢ public
foree to protect private freedom,” and not ** lads-
sz foire when it is a question ol repelling ag-
gression, but only wheu the < doing* to be “let
alone” 18 within the Hmits of equal freedom.”
This clearly implies that the refusal to cobperate
in putting down aggressors s a ““doing” not
The incon-
sistency between this assumption and the admis-

within the limits of equal freedom.

sion of the cditor that Individualism, by retaining
this element of coercion of non-invaders, stops
short of equal freedom, is plain.

Thus it appears that the Anarchists werc not
without justification in interpreting individual-
ism as they did.  Now, however, that we are
distinetly told that the theoretical position of
Individualists is the same as that of the Anae-
chists, and that a minimum of government is
retained in the practical platform of the Indivi-
dualists from considerations of expedicency, we
cheerfully withdraw the statement that the In-
dividualists do not want equal freedlom. We
are all Anarchists now. V.Y,

n

The Meaning of Liberty’s Motto.

In recently defending the motto of this jour-
nal, ¢ Liberty, not the daughter, but the mother
of order,” against the assanlts of the editor of
¢ Persoral Rights,” I stated that Proudhon, the
author of the motto, *‘ meant by order, not sim-
ply absense of aggression, but society at its
highest in organization and development.” In
answer Mr. Levy accuses me of trying tou save
my motto by putting a new snd extraordinary
meaning into the word ““ order.”  Not only.does
he declare that T am striving to maintain a verbal
consistency by now giving to the word a mean-
ing which I did not give to it when T adopted
the motto, but he imore than insinuates that I do
not know what I am talking about when T inter-
pret Prondhon as I do.  Now, the fact is that
the ignorvant party in this discussion, the man
wheo does not know what he is talking about, is
My, Levy, as T shall proceed to show,

“Mrl Pucker tells ous,”  writes  Mr, Levy,
‘“that Nt. Peter Joseph meant this, just as we
are told that more ancient prophets meant the
suecessive and not altogether consistent discove-
ries anc predilections of their expositors, ,
. Tt ju necless to make hardy assertions <= with-
ont & serap of evidence —a what Proudlion

meant by ¢order,” If Le meant by it omething
very differentrfrom the sense in which it was
used by thosg” wheni he was_ contradicting,-=

something und¥eanst of by them, —then he was
”

jugaling.”™  Fhis language conveys the idea that
My, Levy knows whom Proudhon was contra-
dicting, and that these parties leoked upon order
e the simple absence of aggression. T am here
A S

better not to kno so muteh than to kno so menny

cemnded of the words of Jozh Billings:

When Proudhen wrote
the phrase which I have adopted as a motto, he
was contradicting, not, as Mr. Levy scems to
think, seme French counterpart of the editor
of ** Personal Rights,” but Louis Blane and the
members of the Provisional Government of 1848.
These men, in varying degrees, were Social De-
mocrats. By order they meant, as Proudhon
did, socicty at its highest v organization and de-
velopment, but, unlike Proudhon, they thought
that order was to be achieved by cotrpulsion
and aithority and that liberty would resnlt from
the order thus realized. Proudhon wrote a
pamphlet controverting this position, and one of
its closing phrases was the motto in question.
So much for the charge of juggling.
- Now for the charge that I wisinterpret Prou-
dhon. T did not offer any evidence in support
£ my “hardy assertion” for the very reason
that such evidence is so plentiful,—a faet which
every one who has read Proudhon with any-
thing approaching thoroughness well knows.
The assertion being disputed, I content myself
with two or three quotations from one volume
only, which will prove amply suflicient. This
volume has the word order even in its title:
¢The Creation of Order in Humanity.” The
first sentence of the book is a definition, not of
“T eall
Order,” says Proudhon, ‘‘any serial or symme-
trical disposition whatsoever.,” On page 4 we
find the social application. ¢ There is an order,
or natural system, of celestial bodies, demon-
strated by Newton; a system of plants, recog-
nized by de Sfussion; a system of zovlogy, of
which Cuvier is the priucip:il discoverer; a sys-
tem of chemistry, which Lavoisier has more or
less comyletely formnlated; a system of nume-
ration, admitted from the remotest antiquity ;
systems of molecular composition, of organic re-
production, of cosmogony, of grammar, of art,
and of literature, still little known, but all of
which tend to disengage themselves from the
veils which cover them and to constitute them-
selves in an absolute manner. Likewise there
exists a natural system of social economy, dimly
foreseen by legislators, who have striven to con-
form their laws thereto: a system which human-
ity is cvery day realizing and which it is my
purpose to investigate.”  On page 390 the state-
ment is still more definite.  ““To cobrdinate or
classify functions necessarily equal; to distribute
the instruments of labor and produets in accord-
ance with individual speeialtics and the laws of
exchange, — sueh is the problem of the ercation
of order in humanity,”  Now, Mr. Levy, hide
your head. : ' :
It Leing-established that T know what Prou-
dhon weant by ovder, it is to be presumed fur-
ther that T kuew what he meant when T adopted
the motto, and that therefore T am not guilty of
putting forward new definitions to maintain a
verbal consistency.  This charge made by Mr,

things that ain’t so.”

social order, but of order in gencral,

evidenee.” I demand the evidence,  And at
the same time I challénge Mr. Levy to state spe-
cifieally how many of the fifty volumes written
I do not
say that it is his duty to read any of them, I
simply say that as a public eritie it is his busi-

by Proadhon he has thoroughly read.

ness either to read them or to keep quiet about
them and their anthor.  Anarchists will listen

at ¢ 8

. Peter Jo-

with more patience to sicers
,

when the man who sneers skl show that
he has made himself competent to  seer. .

seph”’

L
A Suspense of Government?
Tothe Bditor of Personel Rights :

In your March issue, under the above heading with-
out the 2, you {21l into a grand mistake regarding An-
archism.  Anarchism, as I understand it, is a doctrine
in oppesiiion to «l/l forms of government, as might be
inferred from the word itself. It is not only directed
against kingly and representative government, but also
against mob government (such as that which tortured
the negro Swmith) and also against private-individual
government (such as that of Smith against Vance's
child). Al invasive acts are sach by renson of the
government of some individuals by others. The most
valuable part of Auberon Herbert's teaching, to my
mind. s the destruction whicl he gives to the artificial
distinctions that have been set up between the acts of a
goveinaent and the acts of individuals, and the placing
on a par of all aggressions, whether individually or col-
lectively perpetrated, whether sanctified by statute law
or not so sanctitied.

When 4 regularly constituted government is ignored,
it by no means follows that a state of Anarchy follows.
That could enly be the case when aggressions ecose.
Herbert Spencer mentions various tribes in India and
elsewhere, in which the individuals are the most peace-
ful on the face of the earth,— in which, in other words,
there is a fotal absence of individual or colleetive ag-
gressions; or, to put it shorter, #n which Anarchism
prevails. .

To call the Texan mob, which 2 wed a wild human
beast to be tortnred, which caught the said beast and
handed him over to Vaice that vengeance might be in-
flicted, —to call that mob Anarchistic is an abuse of
language comparable to the application of the word
Atdeist to designate all who do not believe in the popu-
lar God. To show that the Texan mob were actuated
by their gor-rning propensities, it is only necessary to
compare their acts with the acts committed by recog-
nized governments. There is the cruelty of the Rus-
sian government, for example. Or, take the sentence
passed and carried out upon the regicide Ravaillac for
the murder of Henry IV. of France in 1610: *“ After
undergoing the most horrible tortures, he was taken in
a tumbril to the Place de Grdve and there, i the terms
of his sentence, the flesh was torn with red-hot pincers
from his breasts, arms, thighs, and the calves of his
legs; his right hand was scorched and burned with
flaming brimstone; on the places where the flesh had
been torn by the pincers were poured melted lead, boil-
ing oil, scalding pitch with wax and brimstone melted
together; after which he was torn in picces by four
horses, and his limbs burned to ashes. The perform-
ance of that part of Lis sentence which consisted in his
being torn by horses occupied an hour, and was only
ended by the mob rushing up and cutting the body
with knives.”  (From Chambers’s tracts.)

However diflicu’t the question of the best defence
against aggressions may’ he, you certainly do not get
over the difffeulty by relegating the defence to a power
which, by its very constitution, is able to be the arch-
aggressor above all others. Years ago “he jury system
was invented to resist the aggression of government,
and it is but natural that the free and unfettered jury
should be again advocated as a means of defence.  To
the Texans it should be pointed out that the infliction
of torture wis no part of necessary defensive opera-
tions (however mueh the killing of a wild heast may be);
that, therefore, such torturing was direct aggression,
and to pander to their aggressive instinets under the
thivst for revenge rendered individual liberty more re.
mote and ditficult to attain than it would be if citizens
cultivated their social instinets instead,
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HE SOCIOLOGICAL INDEX is a classified weekly

catalogue of the most important articles relating to

sociology, as well as to other subjects in which stu-
dents of sociology are ususlly interested, that appear in
the periodical press of the world.

The catalogue is compiled in the interest of no sect or
party, the choice of articles being governed solely by
their importance and interest.

The articles thus catalogued are clipped from the pe-
riodicals and filed, and these clippings are for sale in ac-
cordance with the following schedule of prices:

Ordinary articles 45 cents each.
30 “

Articles marked * 30
Articles marked 4 45 ‘e
Articles marked § B o

8 . .
Any person can obtain as many of these clippings as
may be desired by sending an order, accompanied by
the cash, *o
Bexg. R, Tocker, Box 1312, NEw York Crry.

In ordering, be sure to : pecify the CATALOGUE NUMBER
of the urticle desived, not s 7itle simply.

COUPONS FOR ORDERING CLIPPINGS.

To facilitate ordering and to make frequent remit-
tances of cash unnecessary, coupons are for sale to those
who desive clippings.  Fach of these coupons is geod
for a 13-cent article. coupons will procure a 30-
cent article, three u 43-cent article, and five a 7H-cent
article.

Corrox Price-Lisr.

One Coupon . £0.15
Seven Coupons . 1.00
One Handred Coupons 12.50

Holders of coupons have only to fill in the blanks
with name and address, and the number of the article
wanted.  Coupons thus filled out ean be mailed, singly
or in quantities, to Benj. R Tucker, and he will send
the desired elippings in exchange for them.  Purchas-

ers ure sivongly advised to use the coupons, thereby
saving time, trouble, and money ’
BELLES-LETTRES.
1416, Andrew Lang’s “Homer.”  Review in N Y,
Suu, June 11,5000 words.
1434 New Humor and No Humor Editorial in Sa-

turiday Review, June 3. 700 words.

1435, The Merits and Demerits of Art Study Abroad.
By Darius Cobb.  Kate Field’s Washington, June 14,
1200 words.

#1452, Don Quixote. By Sidney T.Irwin. Monthly
Packet, May. .

+ 1453, Romance of the National Gallery, By Em-
ily C. Cook. National Review, May.

*1459.  Early Women Pocts of America. By Mary
Marned.  Poct-Love, June-July. 10 pages.

#1460. American Patriotic Poeins. By Charlotte
Porter. Poet-Lore, June-duly. 11 pages.

#1462. Emerson as an Exponent of the Beautiful in
Poetry. By Helen A. Clark. Poet-Lore, June-July. 10
pages.

*1463. A Study o! Ibsen’s Master-Builder. By Lily
A. Long. Literary Northwest, June. 8 pages.

BIOGRAPHY.
1410. Socrates: A Sketch. By W. D. Harriman.
Unitarian, June,
1414, Edwin Booth. Critic, June 10. 3000 words.

1415. Cesare Lombrosv. By Helen Zimmerman.
N. Y. Sun, June 11. 4000 words.

1426,  Cowper’s Insanity (and Religion). By J. M.
Wheeler, London Frecthinker, June 4. 1400 words.
1482,  Leigh Hunt. By George Julian Harney.

Neweastle Weekly Chronicle, June 3. 2000 words.

1443, Dyer D. Lum. By Voltairine de Cleyre.
Freedom, June. 1200 words.

#1457, Emma Luzarus, Wrraan, Poet, Patriot. By
Mary M. Cohen.  Poet-Lore, June-July. 11 pages.

*

1458, Walt Whitman, By Osear 1. Triggs.
Poet-1ore, J

une-July., 16 pages,
ETHICS.

+ 1408, The Triple Standard in Ethics, DBy George
Batchellor.  New World, June. 18 pages.
1440,  Shall We Pasture on Our Parentst  Editorial

1800 words.
By C. H. She-

by G, in Egoism, June 10,
#1455, The Greater Temperance.
pard.  Jonrnal of Hygiene, June.

FINANCE:

I .gal Tender Money.  Shall it be abolished?
. ();flcnhy,,’wit “reply by Carl Gleeser.
June 10, 1800 words, )
Other Medinims of Exchanges,
C !

1420,
Letter by
Flaming Sword,

(423, Money and

By A. H. Cottos N

ociological

rency.) Editorial in National Economist, June 10. 1000
Wo!

1429. ‘The Currency Swindle,and Greenbackism. By
N. S. Mathewson. National View, June 10. 3500

words.
1436. Power of Usury. Editoriz]l in Twentieth
Century, June 15. 1000 words.
HISTORY.

Review of E. E.

1417. Boston Sixty Years Ago.
3000

Hale’s ““ Rerollections.” N. Y. Sun, June 11.

words.

INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATION.

Labor Unions and Wages. By W. H. Van

Ornum.  New Occasions, June.

1431, The Uplifting of the Proletariat,

German of K. Kautsky. The People, June 11,

words.

*1449. TLabor »s. Capital.

die.  Capital, by J. A. Pease.

June.
11450,

In French.

tigue, May.

1424,

From the
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Labor, hy J. Kier Har-
Pall Mall Magazine,

Work by the Piece and Work by the Duy.
By L. Villey. Revue d’Economic Poli-

LAND.

Land Ownership.  In German.
Die Gegenwart, No, 20,
POLITICS.

1425, True Democracy. By Edmund Montgomery.
New Oceasions. June.

1433, The Modern Martyrs.  (Taxpayers, and muni-
cipal interference.) Kditorial in Neweastle Chronicle,
June 2. 900 words.

1447, White Supremacy in the South,
Pitman.  American Journal of Politics, June.

1448, A Remonstrance Against Woman Suffrage.
By Katherine Parsons. New Jerusalem Magazine,
June.

#1464, The Last Campaign - Its Management.
W. H. Smith.  American Journal of Politics, June.
pages.

*1465. *“ Our National Defeat.” 'Tne last campaign.
By C. H. Reeve.  American Journai of Politics, June. 7
pages.

+ 1467,
Raiirouds.
Deux Mondes, May.

#1451,
Siegiried,

By Paul

By J4. H.

By
7

Faithless Use by the State of the Prussian
In_ French. y A. Mange. Revue des
27 pages.
RELIGION.
Col. Ingersoll and the Religious Problems of
By Howard MacQueary. Unitarian, June.
t1412. Religion, Reason, and Agnosticism. By A.
Bodington. Eclectic Magazine, June.
1439.  Christ and the Christians. Editorial in Open
Court, June 15. 2000 words.
+1456. The Sects in Russia.
Luth. Kirchenzeitung, No. 8.
*1469. Modern Pantheism. In German.
Kronenberg. Die Nation, May 27.
*1470. The Present Religious Condition of the Ne-
rro in the TTnited States. By A. F. Beard. Missionary
Review of the World, June.

SEX.
1418.  Shop Life (of Women). By Margaret McMil-
lan.  Labor Prophet, June. 1400 words,
*1466. Woman’s Sphere Not in Politics.
Phelps. American Journal of Politics, June.
SOCIALISM. )
1441.  Anarchist Communism. I By Peter Kro-

1400,
Today.

In German. Evangel

By M.

By W.W.
3 pages.

potkine. Freedom, June. 1000 words.

1442. The New American Revolution. By W. C.
Owen.  Freedom, June. 1000 words.

1444.  Anarchism. I By J. M. Brown. Freedom,
June. 700 words.

TAXATION.

1411 Our Nation’s Pathway. (Single tax.) By
Ernest J. Foord. St. Louis Courier, June 8. 1500
words,

MISOELLANEOUS.
*1407.  Undiscovered Wealth of the World, By N.

8. Sha'er.  Donahoe’s Magozine, June. 6 pages.
*1413.  Arc They Hallucinations? (Spiritism.) By
M. M. Dawson. Belford’s Monthly, June,
1419. Labor and Law in the United States.
William Bailie.  Labor Prophet, June. 1500 words.
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rfal in Church Reformer, June. 1600 words,
1422, Recent Advances in Penological Reform,
Lewis G, Janes, New Occasions, June,
1427, The Value of Great Names, By Charles

By

By

Index.
1437.  Material or Psychicel, or Neither?
Underwood. Twentieth Century, June 15
words. 4
1438.  Still Open,
Open Court, June 15.
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By M. C. O'Byrne. New Occasions, June. 4 pages.
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Robert Adams.  New Occasions, June. 4 pages.

11454, The Possible in the Actual World. By A.
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By B. F.
1600

(The Fair.) By F. M. Holland.
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