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* For always in thine eyes, O Liderty!
Shinea that Mgh Hght wheredy the world is saved ;
And though thou slay ue, we will truet in thes.”
Jonx Har.

On Picket Duty.

The New York ¢ Sun” has discovered Walt
‘Whitman.

Certain labor organizaiions in New York and
Brooklyn have decided to boycott the militia
and admit no applicants who are members of
the national guard. This is the first sensible
step taken by labor in a long time. Nothing is
more disheartening and sickening than the spec-
tacle of workmen perfectly familiar with the
industrial conditions rushing to join their de-
tachments for the purpose of shooting down
other workmen, At least force the plutocrats
to send their own sons to protect them against
the violence of their desperate victims,

From the last issue and the present one other
pressing and valuable matters have obliged me
to omit *‘ The Beauties of Government,” much
to my regret. It now looks as thongh T might
have to omit them from one or two more issues,
But I keep on collecting the material, and the
readers of Liberty have responded effectively
to my appeal for their codperation in such col-
leetion: so that T now have a magnificent
assortment.  Let the collection grow.  Con-
tinue to supply me with clippings. Even those
that never find their way into the paper are
very useful to me,

Explain the Spocner idea of a jury to an
average lawver, or layman pluming himself on
familiarity with legal principles, and he will
sneer at it as chimerical and fallacious. No-
thing but facts vill cure him of this disposition.
Now, it appears tu:t within a few weeks,
among the important cases decided by the
United States Supreme Court, was one hinging
on this old question of whether juries are
judges of fact only, or of law as well, in crimi-
nal cases. It would be uninteresting to state
the involved facts of the case; the important
point is that two of the justices dissented from
the decision of the majority of the court on the
ground that it denied the right of the jury to
judge of the law as well as of the facts. This
goes to show that Spooner’s idea of a jury is
not as whimsical as some of his crities seem to
imagine. T

The loud demands of the jingoists, and of
editora who are patriotic ¢ for circulation
only,” for more ships, soldiers, and territory,
lead the Springfield ¢* Republican ” to make
the excellent suggestion that the government
should impose a special tax on these patriots,

and give them what they want at their own
expense. 'The inceme tax makes Dana furious;
well, then, let him be made to pay a still higher
tax, if he wants a larger army and navy. But
does the ** Republican ” perceive that its sug-
gestion is Anarchistic ? If the jingoists are to
pay for their ships, why should not other sec-
tions of the communiuvy pay for whatever they
demand, leaving others free to withhold pay
and dispense with governmental services ? Let
those who want police pay for them; let those
who want schools pay for them; let those who
want congress pay for it. Unless this principle
is accepted, there is no way of suppressing the
jingoists and busybodies.

How is it that so many of the so-called
‘“sound money ” papers in the East are strenu-
ous in their defence of the greenbacks ? Does
it lie in their mouths to denounce as cranks and
ignoramuses the fiatists of the West and South,
when they themselves are determined. to pre-
vent the retirement of fiat money ? The people
love the greenbacks, say these spzaking fiat-
ists; well, then, why not have more of them,
according to the demands of the government-
currency champions ? It is funny to see these
humbugs trying to reconcile contradictory
opinions. They tell us that the people don’t
pay interest on the fliating loans represented by
the greenbacks. But they are firm upholders of
usury; why, then, is it right for us to retain
money withont paying interest for it ? Again,
they object to issues of bonds because the
country is saddled with interest-paying debts;
but these bonds are necessitated by the re-
demption of greenbacks in gold, and the inter-
est is paid for the privilege of issuing and
reissuing the allegzed non-interest-bearing green-
backs! Really, it is impossible to credit these
self-styled sound-money organs with any settled
opinions, — good, bad, or indifferent. 'This is
not an unmixed evii; we have a case of knavery
tempered by muddle-headedness. It would be
worse for us if they were more consistent in
their plutocratic beliefs.

The vicious spirit of the press is strikingly
exemplified by the following utterance of the
Philadelphia ‘* Telegraph ” (a paper exhibiting
considerable independence in politics) in con-
nection with the Brooklyn strike: ¢ They have
been induced to put themselves beyond the
pale of the law, and in that position they in-
evitably attract all the lower elements of so-
ciety habitnally abiding beyond the pale of the
law. All the thieves, pickpockets, hoodlums,
plug-uglies, robbers, roughs, and rogues; all
the political desperadoes, Anarchists, dyna-
miters, Socialistic speculators, red-revolution-

ists, and disciples of W. D. Howells and Pro-
fessor Ely; in short, all the criminals and idlers
and good-for-nothings within walking distance,
— will be attracted to the scene of the strike
disturbances as surely as crows to carrion.”

One has indeed to be not only vicious, but
blin2 and stupid, to imagine that such brutal
talk will help the cause of the conservatives.
This trick of applying the epithets Anarchist
and red-revolutionist to any one expressing dis-
satisfaction with present conditions has an

effect directly opposite to that intended. The
‘¢ disciples of W. D. Howells and Professor
Ely ” are not terrorized into abjuring their
beliefs and returning to the ranks; but many of
those who feel the outrageous injustice of this
indiscriminate abuse are impelled to leave the
ranks and make common cause with the reform-
ers. The violence and malice of the reactionary
press are doing good work for radicalism. Let
the fanatics continue to undermine their own
citadel.

There is no violation of Egoistic propriety in
distinguishing between inferior and superior
forms of human nature, Mr. Byington to the
contrary notwithstanding. The human being
acquires cew tastes as his organism develops in
delicacy and complexity, and there is no reason
why the fact should not be stated. The Egoist
objects to the assumption of superiority only
where the assumption is false. It is false when
the Moralist assnmes superiority because he is
unselfish, or thinks he is unselfish, the fact
being that the Moralist is precisely as selfish as
the rest of mankind — or brutekind, for that
matter. To the Moralist 2 man is not high or
low according to his loves and hates. He can
only be high unless he loves that which is con-
sidered low and at the same time deliberately
and conscientiously avoids it. Kant distinctly
says that there is no virtue in any act that is
not performed at a (fancied) sacrifice of inclina-
tion. The Egoistic view is just the opposite,
To the Egoist no man is really virtuous save
he who possesses those tastes which belong to a
high degree of development and who is able to
live an admirable life without (fancied) sacri-
fice of his inclinations. If Mr. Byington really
preferred quail on toast, but nevertheless in-
sisted on tackling an Archist half-back in order
to crucify himself, he would be a moral man
according to Kant and not the highest type of
man according to Tucker; bnt since he actually
and consciously obeys his preference in tack-
ling the Archist half-back, Kant would have to
consider him immoral, while Tucker considers
him high (by which remarks, however, Tucker
must not be understood as depreciating quail on
toast).
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s In abolishing rent and interest, the iast vestiges of old-time sla-
rery, the Revalution abolishes at one stroke the s>vord of the execu-
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the gauge
o/ the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk, all thoss
insignia oy Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath her hed." ~-
F'rOUDHON.

¢#™ The appearance in the editorial column of arti-
cles over other signatures than the editor’s initial indi-
cates that the editor approves their central purpose and
general tenor, though he does not hold himself respen-
sible for every phrase or word.  But the appearance in
other parts of the paper of articles by the same or other
writers by no means indicates that he disapproves
them in any respect, such disposition of them being
governed largely by motives of convenience.

Spencer’s Defence of ** Robbery.”

Liberty once charged the cditor of a Spen-
cerian journal with a ¢“brutish admiration for
Spencer,” and T am free to confess that, in
many respects, 1 have been, and still am, open
to the same charge. But Spencer’s treatment
of certain social problems certainly fails to com-
mand the least respect of unbiassed and logical
thinkers, if it does not come perilously near
provoking contempt. The sincerest friends of
Spencer prefer to pass over in silence his amaz-
ing self-stultification in connection with the
subject of land tenure, — a self-stultification
iately again forced by him upon our notice.
the course of a controversy with the English
land-nationalizers, who had inflicted great an-
noyance on Spencer by persistent use of his
name in their propaganda, he wrote a letter to
the London ¢ Chroniele” in explanation of his
change of opinion on the land question, which
was significantly headed ¢ Robbers All Round”
(to the ¢ynie it doubtless irrepressibly suggests
another expressive motto, ¢ humbugs all
round ). The gist is contained in the following
l)ass::go :

In

My argument in ** Social Statics ” was based upon
the untenable assumption that the existing English
community had & moral right to the land. They never
huad anything of the kind. They were robbers all
round: Normans robbed Danes and Saxons, Saxons
robbed Celts, Celts robbed the aborigines, traces of
whose earth-houses we find here and there. Let the
English Land Restoration League find the descendants
of these last, and restore the land to them. There
never was any equity in the matter, and retstablish-
ment of a supposed original equity is a dream. The
stronger peoples have been land-thieves from the
beginning, and have remained land-thieves down to
the present hour,

The inference intended is obvious: it is silly
to dream of, and criminal to attempt, a change
in the system of land tenure apart from the free
acquiescence of the present holders. The fact
that the landlords are not ethically entitled to
their possessions does not invest other classes
of the community with a superior title, since
from the very beginning ¢ they were robbers
all round.” Nothing remains to be done except
persuade the landlords (or force them under

the theory of ‘‘ eminent domain,” recor, ..ed
by Spencer in his latest work on sociolngy) to
sell their estates to the community. No, not
even this remedial plan is left to comfort us,
for Spencer has, by a remarkable appeal to
arithmetie, shown the ruinous nature of such a
speculation. More would be paid to the land-
lords, according to him, than their lands would
ever be worth, and the result of the transaction
would be a loss offset by no advantage what-
ever. The happiest solution is to leave matters
in statu guo and — pray for the best. Mr.
Auberon Herbert eagerly and gleefully seizes
upon Spencer’s defence, and develops it with
keen relish, thus:

If there were a true ““equity ” in taking land from
its present holders, there would be further equity in
dividing up all Europe, and indeed Asis also. If we
are to divide up. why is one race to be worse off than
another race? It will want some very persuasive logic
to convince the Russian — since the faulty origins of
land settlement everywhere are to be made an excuse
for bresking up present arrangements — that he is to
stay in the frosts and the snows. . . . . *“There
never has been equity ” is the true history of the
whole transaction; and how what has been throughout
inequitable could be mended by another glaring act of
inequity only a nationalizer can explain. The free
and open market is the one equitable system, 2'.d
through all past violences and inequities we must
slowly make our way up to that goal.

The gratuitous assumptions, transparent
sophistry, and loose thinking characterizing
these quotations from Spencer and Auberon
Herbert are such that a person who was not
aware of the intellectual status of these men
would be abundantly justified in dismissing
them as unworthy of serious consideration. Let
us analyze the propositions and the deductions
drawn from them.

Bear in mind that the problem is to secure,
if possible, equity in land tenure. Spencer
assures us that equal freedom is the first con-
dition of social stability and harmeny, and
equity and expediency are really synonymous
terms.  Now, still according to Spencer, under
the law of equal freedom, men — each and all—
are entitled to certain particular freedoms or
rights, and owe of these rights is that of using
land and other natural media. To tell us that
one of these rights is unattainable, and that we
had better cease our vain agitation for it, is
tantamount to discrediting the so-called law of
equal liberty altogether. A chain is no sironger
than its weakest link, and, if one clear and
unescapable corollary from the law of equal
freedom is invalid, inexpedient, inequitable,
impossible, the whole law is shown to be a
sham and fallacy. It ceases to be a law. There
is no way of rehabilitating it, except by prov-
ing that the alleged right to natural media is
not strictly a deduction from the law, but a
false conclusion illogically drawn from it.

Were this done, it would devolve cn Spencer
to reason out and formulate the proper and
true injunction of equal freedom with regard
to the question of natural media. Since, how-
ever, he still insists that, in the abstract, the
right to the use of nature ¢s a corollary from -
equal freedom, his assertion that men cannot
equitably obtain a recognition of this particular
right under existing conditions involves the
total collapse of the whole edifice. Spencer’s
sociology and political system are a wreck, and
all his talk about justice, equity, and social law
is cant and empty sound.

But perhaps I am too hasty,  Reflection dis-
covers another possible solution of the dilemma,
Let us assume that neither the major premise
or the minor premise of Mr. Spencer can he
successfully impugned, and sce what the
conclusion must be,

Major premise : Under the law of equal free-
dom, — the fundamental condition of society, —
men are entitled to the use of the land, — satis-
faction of needs, or use, being the criterion,

Minor premise: The law of equal freedom
having been systematically violated from the
beginning, it is now utterly impossible to
establish equity in land tenure.

Conclusion : Society must perish as the .
victim of its own folly and wickedness.

Grant the premises, and there is no avoidance
of the conclusion. Socicty cannot long survive
the violation of a fundamental law ; war, chaos,
and savagery must naturally be unchained and
let loose. A glance at the actualities around
us attests the absolute correctness of this con-
¢lugion. Bombs, violent strikes, advocacy of
wholesale massacres, — all are the direct result
of the violation of the ‘¢ fundamental con-
dition,” and all proclaim the existence of a
utate of war. Ignoramuses are appalled at the
spectacle, and rave about the fiendishness of the
poor and working classes; rascals are aware of
the true causes, but pretend ignorance and
strive to get the spoils of war. But the intelli-
gent and conscientious are endeavoring to
secure observance of the fundamental condition
as a means of establishing peace. And what l
assistance do they now get from Spencer? He
virtually abandons the scene of the struggle,
and leaves society to its doom. Such an atti-
tude, however justifiable on the part of a theo-
logian who despairs of enforcing God’s will, is
irrational and inconsistent on the part of an
evolutionist. An evolutionist can never despair
of securing obedience to a social law. It is by ‘
studying human conduct that he discovers the
law, and he knows that the very miser, - pro-
duced by imperfect observance of it is the best
school in which men learn the need of stricter
conformity.

But to recur to Spencer’s reason for discon-
tinuing attacks on the present land system.
Nobody, he declares, has a better title than the
present holders; there has never been equity in
the transaction. Now, this assertion requires
much more evidence than Spencer has thus far
supplied. Some writers on early English
tenures maintain that there existed at one time
in that country a peasant proprietorship which
closely approximated equitable requirements,
They may have robbed the aborigines, just as
the first American settlers robbed the Indians;
but Spencer ought to be the last man to intro-
duce such a qubious and uncertain element into
a discussion of equitable land tenure. No
attempt has yet been made to define, in the
light of justice and equity, the right relation
between civilized societies and uncivilized
tribes. Kindness and gentleness have often
been urged on white invaders of new territory
inhabited by savages, but kindness is not jus-
tice. Expropriation of savages is not neces-
sarily robbery; from the standpoint of the race,
it would seem to be unjust for a few thousands
to monopolize land capable of sustaining
millions.

All this, however, is said mercly in passing,
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by way of showing tbe unphilosophical, un-
Spencerian way in which these assertions are
piled on to prop up a foregone corclusion. Let
us concede that there never has been any equity
in the appropriation of the land, and that,
therefore, there can be no question of restora-
tion. Let us admit that none of the holders

in the past had any better title than those now
owning the land.  Does that relieve us from
the necessity, or deprive us of the right, of
establishing equity here and now, — of making
a new departure ?  Having learned to compre-
hend equity, ought we not to realize it ?  Our
ancestors may have been all both robbers and
idiots; but we, who glory in our abstract con-
ceptions as well as in our strong sentiments,
have eertainly no reason for acquiescing in in-
equity. In our efforts to secure equal freedom,
we are hound to adjust the relations of men to
natural media along with the other changes
cmbraced in our programme. Are we to strive
for all rights except the right to land ?  What
has become of owr right to land ?

Yes, replies Spencer, this is precisely what
we must do.  Equity in land-ownersi:.> is a
dream. 'We cannot justly expropriate p:osent
holders without compensation, while any fair
compensaticn would entail greater burdens
than society could bear. The rejoinder to this
is that, even if the computation yielding such
a curious result were not extremely faulty, —
and it ¢s, — the dilemma would have no terrors
for ns.  The State may be under some obliga-
tion vo compensate the landlords, but the people
are certainly not, acd they are in no way re-
sponsible for the State. They are not endorsers

or guarantors, and are entirely free to repudiate
the State’s promises. In other words, T am
audacious enough to hint at expropriation by

the people without compensation. The land-
lords, you admit, are robbers; well, then, rob-
bers have no title, and those to whom the land
belongs under equal freedom will take it. A
good many sensible and futelligent people are
appalled at such a “ revolutionary ™ suggestion,
1t they may be safely left to the enlightening
inttucnees of time and tide.  Their wrath wil
be great, no doubt, but their children will
recognize the justice of the “ revolution.”  An
amusing and striking proof of this is at hand.
One of the stanchest supporters of the present
psendo-individualist régime, the New York
¢ KEvening Post,” says, in referring to inroads
of State Socialism in France, that ‘¢ one of the
greatest results of the French Revolution,
which must be duly weighed in reckoning up
the good and evil of that mighty convulsion,”
is that ‘it at least broke down the feudal land
laws of France and made land-owners out of
two millions who were serfs.” Should anybody
suggest a ‘“ mighty convulsion ¥ against modern
landowners which might make landowners of
millions of men who are little better, or much
worse, than serfs, of course the ‘¢ Post ” would
foam at the mouth and call for the immediate
imprisonment of the dangerous rebel. But that
need not cause anybody any uneasiness. The
¢“Posts” of the future would praise the mighty
convulsion of the end of the nineteenth cen-
tury, and point to the change of 'and tenure as
one of its greatest results.

Let those who gravely talk about the duty
of compensating landlords explain why the
people are bound to carry out the contracts of

an invasive, corrupt, and inefficient State rest-
ing on violence and living on plunder. Were
the people under any obligation to compensate
the slave-holding class ¥ Yet the State was as
clearly bound to compensate the slaveholders as
it is to compensate the landlords, for every
argument cmployed in the latter behalf can be
applied in defence of the former.

Auberon Ierbert begs the question in saying
that what has been throughout inequitable can-
not be mended by another inequity. By deny-
ing, with Spencer, that there was an original
equity in land-ownership, you do not at all
weacen the ease of those who claim, not by a
title derived from past holders, but by a title
conferred directly on themselves by the law of
equal freedom, It is not an act of inequity to
expropriate the “ robbers” now in possession;
nor is the act intended to mend any past in-
equity, Tt is intended to assert the valid title
of present claimants, who are nét land *hieves,
and who wish to put an end to land-thieving
by recognizing none but equitable titles
hereafter.

A curious contrivance is the humau mind.
Nothing in nature is inore marveilovs than its
capacity for inconsistency and self-contradic-
tion. The wild nonsense, the impossible mental
gymnastics, to which men were driven by their
attempts to reconcile slavery with equity are
now paralleled in the attempts to protect lard-
lordism against the assaults of modern reform-
ers. These attempts, however, excite amuse-
wment rather than indignation. v. Y.

Spencerian Ethics and the Land.

From the Spencerian standpoint the fore-
going artiele is a sound criticisin of Mr,
Spencer.  Mr. Yarros is a believer in Mr,
Spencer’s absolute ethics, and he is successful
in establishing a flat contradiction between Mr.
Spencer’s ethics and his attitude of practical
acquiescence in land monopoly. Readers of
the article, however, should distinetly under-
stand that Liberty, unlike Mr. Yarros, is not a
believer in Mr. Spencer’s absolute ethics, and
consequently does not base its opposition to
land monopoly thereupon. Liberty does not
believe that there is a lee of equal freedom, in
the sense in which Mr. Yarros uses the term
Lo, The contract to observe and enforce
equal freedom is, in Liberty’s eyes, sumply an
expedient adopted in consequence of the dis-
covery that such observance and enforcement
is the best, nay, the only means by which men
can steadily and securely and harmoniously
avail themselves of the highest advantages of
life. This discovery is not invalidated as a
general truth by the siecessity which arises, in
special cases and under peculiar and abnormal
circumstances, of doing violence to equal free-
dom, any more than the general truth that it is
more economical to travel the straight road
is invalidated by the necessity of occasionally
making a détowr. Tt is sometimes absolutely
necessary for the Anarchist to become Archist,
to abandon for the moment the guiding rule of
his life, and to coerce the non-invasive indi-
vidyol.  For instance, a hostile army is march-
ing cu a community of Anarchists. This army
is corcposed in part of would-be invaders and in
part of innocent men conscripted by a govern-
ment and forced to bear arms and march by
the side, or perhaps in front, of the invaders.

The Anarchists nust, in self-deferce and to
avoid being killed or enslaved, open fire upon
this attacking army, knowing well that their
fire will kill or wound, not only the invaders,
but the innocent, the non-invasive. No believer
in absolute ethies, holding that to declare the
expediency of departing in a single instance
from the observance of equal frecedom is to
deny that equal freedom is a iaw, cun confront
the problem which this attacking army raises,
give these hypothetical facts unprejudiced con-
sideration, =n1l still maintain that ¢qnal free-
dom is a law.

Mr. Spencer and Mr. Yarros actually do
maintain this, and they maintain further that,
as a corollary of this law, all men have an
equal right to the land; of course, then, Mr.
Yarros may properly complain wiien Mr.
Spencer refuses to enforce this equal right to
land. Liberty joins Mr. Yarros in charging
this inconsistency, but it does not join him in
advocacy of the dogma that men have an equal
right to land. While Liberty would not hesi-
tate, in case of necessity, to deviate irom equal
freedom, in dealing with the land quustion it
finds itself confronted by no such necessity, for
to Liberty, as has been stated in these columns
before, equal freedom means, not equal freedom
to use land, in the sense that all land or land
values must be distributed equally among all
men, but equal freedom to control self and the
results of self-exertion.

We are here, on earth. Not one of us has
any right to the earth. But every one of us
must use the earth, and means to do so. To
secure ourselves in this use, each contracts, or
will ultimately contract, with his fellows not (o
encroach upon those portions of the earth which
they are actually using, in return for their
agreement not to encroach wpon th=i portion of
"the earth which he is actually using. By this
contract, and by similar contracts pertaining to
otlier matters, each becomes sccure in his per-
son, in his property, and in control of his pro-
duct.  Such sccurity * equal liberty.  But it is
not necessarily equality in the use of the carth,

In Liberty’s view, the occupancy-and-use
theory of land tenure is as inconsistent with
Spencerian ethics as is the existing system of
land tenure. Spencerian ethics requires the
believers therein to adopt some method, be it
Communism, or Land Nationalization, or the
Single Tax, of giving to all men eqnal use of
the entire earth. Of course, no method can
possibly accomplish that result; but that only
shows the absurdity of the Spencerian ethies.
Liberty thinks that Mr. Spencer can answer
Mr. Yarros: 7w quogue. T.

Fruits of the ** Reform Wave.”

Having elected a *‘ reform ” administration
in the State and city of New York, the inno-
cent believers in *‘ good government” expecte:}
to fold their arms and enjoy the fruits of their
arduous labors in the shape of pure politics.
Alas! they are bitterly disappointed. No
sooner was Tammany ¢ crushed ” than a Re-
publican boss and machine stepped eynically
into its place and proceeded to rc-cnact the
Tammany performances under another name.
The great Lexow committee, in obedience to
Boss Platt, submitted a report which made the
reformers froth at the mouth, so lame and im-

potent were its conclusions, so impudent was
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its treatment of the dear, confiding public.
Betrayed, mocked, and defied, the poor re-
formers are now constrained to resort to *“ in-
dignation mass meetings 7 and similar demon-
strations as a means of compelling the ¢ reform
legis'ature ™ to carry out *¢ the will of the
prople.”  Mass meetings have no terrors for
politicians when elections are far oif. The
retorm movement will end in sinoke, and the
only way to punish the bosses will be to return
to power their rivals, recently dislodged. Very
amusing is the solution of the trouble offered
by the New York ¢ Evening Post,” which
traces the power of the bosses and the ma-
chines to their control over the purses of the
wealthy corporations. It says:

So long as the present system is maintained, we
shall be in a constant struggle with the legislature,
sceking to get by popular uprisings and mass-meetings
what we supposed we were getting through popular
elections. A more grotesque method of government
by the people could not be imagined. The responsi-
bilivy for the situation does not rest on Platt, for he is
the mere agent, but upon the corporations that fur-
nish him with the money without which he would be
powerless. A quickening of moral se~<e among the
contributors would be the surest way to avstroy the
system,

This is delicious, If the system cannot be
destroyed except by quickening the moral
sense of the corporations paying blackmail and
buying legisiation or immunity, according to
circumstances, then the ouilook for reform is
gloomy indeed. If the *“ Post” remembers
how difticult it is for a rich man to go to hea-
ven it ought not to be a hard matter for it to
form an idea of the easy practicability of its
remedy. V. Y.

The Law or Mcnetary Jalue.

In comment on Mr. Byington’s letter on
¢ The Value of Mutual Money,” I can say at
once that with him I should eppose any legal
restriction of the denominations of the notes
issued by mutual banks. It is probable that
Colonel Greene himself would oppose such re-
striction, were he alive today. It must be re-
membered that his ¢ Mutunal Banking ” is an
economic rather than a political treatise, and
was written at a time when the philosophy of
Anarchy had been scarcely heard of in this
country.  Nevertheless I consider it an exagge-
ration to say that Greene, to keep mutual bank
notes at par, ‘‘ would depend «holly ” on this
restrietion, or even on the customers’ contract
to take the notes at par with the standard. I
have not a copy of ¢‘ Mutual Banking ” at hand,
and do not remember whether there is any
sentence in it which warrants Mr. Byington’s
statement ; but, even if there is, it is none the
less an exaggeration (by the author himself) of
his real position. For the customers’ willing-
ness to make this contract depends in turn
upon their knowledge that the notes will ulti-
mately command their face value at the bank.
As soon as the general public, through time
and experience, becomes possessed of this
knowledge, the customers’ contract may be dis-
pensed with without the least impairment of the
value of the notes. The restriction and the

contract were, in Greene’s mind, only devices
for making plain to the public thy cruth upon
which he placed his real dependence, — viz.,
ihat, if the original borrower of the notes
should fail to meet his obligations to the bank,

the security for the notes would be converted
into the actual commodity adopted as stand-
ard, and this commodity used in redemption of
the notes. It is this great fact that will always
keep mutual bank notes at par. And it will do
this whether the standard is actually coined and
in circulation, or not. Nothing is needed but
the standard’s presence in the market as a com-
modity. The market quotations of the price of
gold per grain serve the purpose as well as the
actual circulation of coined dollars.

Mr. Byington’s plan for keeping the notes at
par doesn’t make as great an impression upon
me as it did upon his professor of political eco-
nomy. He seems to think he has made a dis-
covery. But all that is true iu his plan is old
and has long been accepted as a matter of
course, while all that is new in it is in flat con-
tradiction with the carainal truth about mutual
money which distinguw.~*...7 it vitally and eter-
nally from all forms ot - . money. Outside of
those who deny the possibility of a standard of
value (a quantity which may safely be neg-
lected), no believer in mutual banking within
my knowledge ever dream«d of appraising the
property pledged as security in anything but
the standard. It is largely for this purpose that
a standard is necessary. A safe ratio of notes
issued to standard valuation of security is an-
other point that the defenders of mutual bank-
ing regularly insist upon. Greene urges two
dollars of security for each dollar-note. Com-
petition between the banks will fix this ratio.
Those banks adopting a ratio which unduly
sacrifices neither safety or enterprise will get
the business. These two points of Mr. Bying-
ton’s plan — appraisal in terms of standard and
ratio of issue to appraisal —are very good, and
they have grown gray 1n their goodness. But,
when he assumes that the value of the notes
issued will be regulated by their supply and
demand, he becomes a financial heretic of the
worst description,

There is nothing more certain (and oftener
denied) in finance than the statement which
Colonel Greene, in ‘ Mutual Banking,” prints
in small capitals, — that mutual money differs
from merchandise money (and, I may add, from
fiat moncy also) in that it is absolutely exempt
frem the operation of the law of supply and
demand. Be there more of it, or be there less,
the value of each note remains the same. The
hypothesis of free and mutual banking excludes
on the one hand any legal limitation of the
supply of currency whereby each note would
acquire an extra value due to the enforced
scarcity of the tool of exchange, and, on the
other hand, any inflation of the ~nrrency to a
volume exceeding the basis or sufficiently
approaching the limit of the basis to inspire an
appreciable fear that the notes are in danger
from a possible depreciation of the security.
Now, within these limits no change in the vol-
ume of the currency can by any possibility
affect the value of the individual paper dollar.
The value of the paper dollar depends not at
all upon the demand and supply of paper dol-
lars, but altogether upon the demand and sup-
ply of the kinds of property upon which the
paper dollars rest. And, unless these kinds of
property themselves depreciate sufliciently to
endanger the notes, each paper dollar is worth
a standard dollar, ncither more or less. Mr.,
Byington’s plan for maintaining this parity by

providing steadiness in the demand and supply
of notes is worthless, then, for two reasons:
first, of itself it could do nothing toward
accomplishing its purpose; second, without it
its purpose is otherwise accomplished, I do not
know how to respond to Mr. Byington’s request
that I describe more fully the method of this
accomplishment. If he will try to point out
just what it is that he does not understand, 1
will try to make him understand it. T.

A Politician’s Doubts.

In azother column Mr, Labadie quotes from
and very well answers a letter from a friend
who finds difficulties that prevent him, as he
says, from accepting ‘‘some of the extreme
deductione of Anarchy.” An examination of
the letter shows, however, that what he really
refuses to accept is not Anarchy’s extreme de-
ductions, but Anarchy’s fundamental doctrine,
— that of no coercion of the non-invasive indi-
vidual. That is to say, he starts by acknow-
ledging the State, which Anarchism defines as
‘¢ the embodiment of invasion in an individual,
or band of individuals, assuming to act as repre-
sentatives or masters of the entire people within
a given area.” This assumption of mastership
is the prime act of invasion, and stands as such,
no matter how liberal the policy of the State
raay be after its invasive establishment and
nizintenance ; and in accepting this initial in-
vasion Mr. Labadie’s friend abandons the very
foundation of Anarchism and permanently sets
aside equal liberty as a guiding principle.

But he says that it is necessary to do so, —
that life is not possible otherwise. Now, if it
really is necessary to do so, I shall be with him
in favor of doing so; but in that case I shall
frankly recognize that I have adopted the
policy of invasion, and not try to cheay myself
into the belief that I am still libertarian by the
use of any such vain phrase as *‘ compulsion,
not necessarily invasion.” For this initial
tribute-compelling establishment of the State
is compulsion applied, not only to invaders, but
to non-invaders as well, and therefore is itself
invasion,

But it is not necessary to acknowledge the
State’s authority, and, as Mr. Labadie well
points out, the reason his friend supposes it to
be necessary is that he shares the politician’s
incapacity to appreciate the broad view of the
philosopher, and so cannot imagire any realiza-
tion of that view except it come in the politi-
cian’s fashion, — that is, all at once, on some
election day. Now, the method of the philo-
sopher is not the method of the politician or of
the people, and he is not so foolish as to expect
either politician or people to adopt his method.
It is the business of the social philosopher to
exhibit society as it should be, all its branches
harmonizing with a [undamental social prin-
ciple. 'When he has once arrived at his prin-
ciple, he traces its applications, and, having
traced them all, declares. Society, in the main,
should be thus and so.

Now, if all men were philosophers, it would
be perfectly possible for them to make social
action conform to equal liberty, even in the city
of Chicago. Tor this would imply a degree of
intelligence, a degree of appreeiation of the
necessity of narrowing commnnity functions to
those in which the force of competition can
come into play only with the greatest difficulty,
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which, coupled wnh the right te refuse to pay
taxes, would make it unnocessary for dissenters
to insist upon setting up a rival community
power. The work of the municipality would
be so simple, and the slightest abuse would be
so quickly met by a withdrawal of supplies,
that no vther caeck would be needed.

But all men are not philosophers, and hence
things are not done in this way. The politiciun
and the voter do not arrive at a principle which
they then proceed to apply. ‘They have no
power of generalization, and their breadth of
view is ouly sufficient for the comprehension of
the fact immediately befors them. They see an
evil, and they try experiments in search of a
remedy. After many failures, they finally hap-
pen to try liberty in that particular matter. It
works well, and the special problem is solved,
or as nea:ly solved as it is possible to solve one
problem zfone when it is intimately connected
with other problems. But now it does not
oceur to the politician or the voter tbat it
would be a good thing to try liberty in all
matters. They have not brains enough for so
intricate a logical process. They experiment
again at another point, until they finally find
that liberty is the cure there also. And so on,
point by point, until authority has been lopped
away, branch by branch, and only the root is
left. This, which the philosopher attacks first,
the politician and the voter attack last. Con-
sequently, in practice, the central theory of the
‘State itself is not challenged until the State has
been so reduced and simplified that it is then
an easy matter to substitute voluntary for com-
pulsory taxation and to secure the voluntary ad-
hesion of all to the single and simple administra-
tive body that remains. This, however, does
not in the least invalidate the philosopher’s
«claim that it is an invasion for any man or ma-
jority to assume and exercise authority over all
the people within a given area. And.it is im-
portant to insist upon this claim because it is
the theoretical centre of the libertarian or An-
archistic position, by brauching out from
which we perceive that liberty is the cure for
social evils,  And it is because a few find out
this truth by a philosophical method that the
unphilosophical are sometimes induced to try
the experiment of liberty at a particular point.
It may sooner or later cause even Mr. Labadie’s
friend to perceive that there is plenty of
banana-peel in the streets of Chicago, in spite
of the law that prohibits its deposit there, and
that the way to reduce this evil to a minimum
is not to attempt the enforcement of so ridicu-
dous and impossible an ordinance, but to cut off
the salaries of the street-cleaners until they
<onclude to do their work promptly, tho-
roughly, and continuously. But now Mr.
Labadie’s friend, knowing that there is a law
against banana-peel, proudly walks the streets
.of his beloved city wrapped in contemplation of
its manifold beauties, calmly confident that no
treachery can illegally lurk beneath his feet,
and will douhtless continue to do so until some
day his feet slide outward and sundry broken

bones destroy his faith in the omnipotence of
law. T.

Life in Boston grows funnier. Young man-—
theological student — goes to Sunday night
¢ sacred ” concert to secure evidence of its
non-sacredness.  Young man — theological

student — sccures evidence; appears before
sommittee of the Truly Good; questioned
variously, says he heard nothing of a sacred
nature sung at said concert; further questioned,
what did he hear ? says he heard song relating
to the shortness of a pair of pants worn by per-
son named McGilligan; did not think song
sacred ; further questioned by manager of thea-
tre, did he not hear the ¢* Ave Maria” sung ?
says he did; would he not call that sacred ?
couldn’t say; did he know the meaning of

¢ Ave Maria” ? did not. Consternation, exit
of young man witness — theological student.

One More Anarchist.

The Bostcu “ Globe ” of February 3 published a
symposium on the subject: ‘‘ Is It Better to Be Born
Rich or Poor ?” The leading contribution was from
the pen of Mr. J. Morrison-Fuller, who founded and
for several years edited an independent organ of the
Spencerian philosophy, * Today,” —a journal no
longer in existence. Between ‘‘ Today ” and Liberty,
which held much in common, there were nevertheless
numerous controversies, one of which concerned inter-
est on capital, ‘“ Today ” upholding it. Below is re-
printed the article from the ‘‘ Globe ” symposium,
showing that Mr. Morrison-Fuller has become con-
vinced that Liberty’s opposition to interest is well-
founded :

A few years ago, when I had given less attention to
industrial relations than now, I maictaiaed, in con-
versation with a friend, that, if wealth was really in-
jurious to the individual, nature would doubtless
apply its well-known selective prerogative to remove
from our midst those who had either the faculty or
desire for acquiring it. Nature has a way of its own
which in this case does not seem very obscure.

At that time I was ready to beiieve that the only
remedy for the evil of inkerited wealth lay in just
this condition: that, by not being trained in the most
fundamental of all activities, the self-preservative (to
put the question in biological language), the heirs of
wealthy men — generally their descendants — would
be slowly perhaps, but surely extirpated. If, asa
fact, the development of the facuities that fit the indi-
vidual for life requires the exercise of those faculties,
—and no other mcans of development has ever been
indicated, — then it follows that the non-exercise of
these fundamental facultics must lead to their abor-
tion, and that the acquisitiveness of the millivnaire
entails extinction upon his offspring.

To this view there are several rejoinders »i.ich can-
not be examined here. I can only say that I see no
reason to doubt the reality of the correlation above in-
dicated, — that inherited wealth is injurious for the
individual by exempting him from the activitics
which alone give exercise to the most fundamental of
all faculties, and that the dispersion of the wealth is
the sine gua non of the survival of the family.

For reasons too complex to be sifted here, I do not
any longer regard this correlation as the only remedy
for the evils of inherited wealth. When all is said, I
hark back to the reply made by my friend several
years ago, when I knew less of industrial relations
than now: Men will cease to accumulate fortunes, and
hence to transmit them, when they are no longer able
to accumulate wealth.

‘Wherever the Anarchist starts in, he naturally comes
round in the end to his eternal Delenda est Carthago:
Cut off the sources of wealth at the twin fountain of
monopoly, rent and interest, and then we shall not be
vexed with deciding whether inherited wealth (read
exemption from remunerative labor) is or is not injuri-
ous for the individual.

The Nucleus of a Mutual Bank.

The following extract from the St. Louis *‘ Chroni-
cle ” of February 12 is only the more interesting and
significant because the Mr. Clarke who takes the initia-
tive in the financial experiment described is in no way
connected with Liberty’s work. Mr. Clarke’s begin-

ning is necessarily crude and simple, but the principle
upon which his enterprise is based is thoroughly
sound.

If Uncle SBam will not increase the currency, there
are other ways of doing it, as F. F. Clarke, of 7115§
South Broadway, says he will show,

Treasury notes and greenbacks, silver and gold, are
alike unimportant to the Carondelet financier. The
thousand perplexities of bimetallism will never bother
him, He is a single standard advocate of *he most
pronounced type. His standard, however, is some-
what unique, being labor or the products of labor in
their most elementary form.

Mr, Clarke is organizer and first president of the
Carondelet Labor Exchange, which embodies his finan-
cial visws. The Exchange received its State charter
December 18, but just held its first meeting.

Its membership may consist of all true workingmen,
— that is, those whose work is productive, and not
speculative. On joining, each member deposits some
article of value, such as a chair, table, etc., for which
he receives a certificate or due-bill naming the article
and its appraised value. This article may be recovered
at any time by a holder of the certificate, or, if it has
been sold, its value will be returned in legal tender.

In order to give the certificates a circulation, each
member pledges himself at all times to accept them at
their face-value in the payment of debts. Besides the
members, a number of the largest stores, emong them
being Humphrey’s, Blanke Brathers, Rice-Stix, and
others, have agreed to receive them.

‘. ‘e advan.ages of the Exchange,” says Mr. Clarke,
““ are apparent at first sight. A stable market is fur-
nished for all the producsts of labor, aud a curreucy is
floated which cannot fluctuate at the will of money
brokers. We will be able to dispose of the article we
receive more easily than the workmen themselves,
because we will be more widely known and will know
just exactly where to go with our wares. As the Ex-
change grows larger, we expect to have a wood yard
and issue certificates for the work done.

¢ Some of the other unions have even gone to the
extent of building heuses by paying the workmen
with certificates. 'These houses are sold at a good
profit, and at the same time work has been furnished
to the needy.

““ We have received more encouragement in 8t. Louis
than I expected. Grocers, butchers, photographers,
bakers, and dry-goods men are all numbered among
our members.”

The Rule of Behavior.
[George E. Macdonald in the Truth Secker.]

The prophets of the old and the prophets of the new
are 2il at sea when they enter the domain of behavior.
(1) The servants of Christ hold that immortality is the
foundation of morality; but upon this it ensues that,
immortality not being of this world, there is no
carthly basis for morality. (2) The enlightened ones
instruct us to do right because it is right to do right;
in saying which they aie as lucid as the philosophers
who explained that cold was cold because it was cold.
They might avoid tautology without sacrifice of
clearness by contentiny, themselves with saying we
should do right becau e. Prcceed, O Ananda, to fol-
low the line of condu t which experience has proved
to be conducive to hvman well-being, but fortify
yourself for intelligent defence, whether accused of
doing wrong or right,

in Praise of Liberty.
{The Conservator.}
We celebrate thy glory, Liberty,
In stately periods; we fill the air
‘With sheuts; to what is highest and most fair —
A star, a sun, a goddess, or a sea — *
We liken thee, oh Heart’s Desiie; but thee
Thyself — wild, strong, and brave, thy floating hair
A flame among the hills which some, who dare
Thy joy and peril, follow ard are free,
Free in their free souls which no chain can bind —
‘We know thee not — 'tis but a bloodless ghost,
But let me know thee, goddess; let me find
That star, that sun, that strange sea’s farthest coast;
Let me tread all thy ways with steadfast soul
That knows no bonds save its own sirong control,

Wayland Hyat¢ Smath,
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A Disconnected Preface.

Shall the business man be allowed to praise his
work, and shall the artist not be allowed ? Doubtless
Art should be av.-ve the market; but, if it be not,
what then ? The inventor may say of his machine that
*'it is the best in the - =1d " (every machine has at
least that small me..: ¢« the artist must Geprecate
and depreciate and hiac nis face with much modesty
and hire some other man to magnify and explain!

In all this the element of hypocrisy is not lacking, I
think; and at any rate I run my risk and set a new
fushion herewith.

In all frankness, reader, I am going to talk to you
wbout my songs, andd the book of them that 1 wish to
pritit and for which [ wish you to subscribe,

Not till T was almost a man did I write verses. 1
stumbled upon the art in svrart, — an aceidenr, as it
were, — but, once found, I could not lose it.  The new
delight thrilled me, the new expression enlarged me.

1 was listening, and here was music; I was athirst,
and here was nectar; 1 hungered, and with this I could
feed myself. My failures tempted me more than my
suceesses. I could not desist till I had done better
work, — till the inner music rang true to the outward
ear.  And my victories flushed me with triumplh.

The art grew upon me and became & habit, and as
the years went on it was the solace of my care, the
safety-valve of my emotion, the one interest which
never flagged, the magic which translated every ex-
perience, dark or fair, into a picture and a song.

Long before I knew that Emerson bad ever written
*the poet also resigns himself to his mood,” I had
learned to thus resign myself, and my poems became,
as I have described them elsewhere, ““man,* songs in
many moods.” I learred to respect my ins incts and
innate impulses. I guided my life by reas: m, but not
with too much faith. In my moods, when niy spirit
was fluent with music, I recognizeu that the inherited
experience of my ancestors was moving alsc to ex-
pression, and often I gave it room and voice as one
might respectfully give place to tle spirits of his
fore-elders, should they visit his m.dnight fireside.

For who knew the truth and this also was of life.

Burns wrote short songs, and so I, and for the same
reason. A wandering and broken life, £ of failures,
chastened by poverty, with days of toil caiiing for
nights of sleep, gave no time for applied devotion to
prolonged themes.  When the golden moments of rest
and passion came, then I wrote,

Says the Fore Word: Songs of my winged thoughts,
of life, nature, 'ave and liberty; composed, not for
the public, out my own pleasure — on the plains, in
the forest, in the wake of the plough, on horseback, on
the erowded street, by the bedside of death, in the
storm, the silene. of midoight, and when the face of
che God of M-.cning blushed through the golden
tresses of I wn.

The fire luraed within, tLe flames sang, and the free :

winds fanned them to music.

From the harp of fire, with the wind's touch, came
these, and tle writing of them was my joy and
easement,

Qnly lately did the thought of publication come to
me as other than a remote possibility, but now I have
selected, from the hundreds I have written, one hun-
dred of the most representative of my poems to be
placed in oue book with the title, ** Wind-Harp Songs.”

Now, I am sure that [ am not alone in life and ex-
perience, and that my thought, whatever, must be the
thought of many others. As I read books chicfly for
the insight chey give me into the lives of their authors,
and care more for the emotion of the poet than ev n
for the song itself, so I am sure, if I say something
about a few of the * bit sangs ” in my book, I shali not
tire, but shall even interest,

And the same faith and the same interest have con-
strained me to make all my songs egoistic. I write of
myself, but I spepk perchance for the race.

1 know that every poet, voiceless or spoken, will
understand my proem end its aspirations:

Give me udﬁuding thought, a subtle state, a vivid
word.

Let me within the veil, and let me learn!

With every su1 that burneth to its hills of sleep I

urn,
With every leaj ing lightaing flash I yearn; —

Ab, would that I might be a singer, tool
That this haif-kindled music in my soul

Might burn melodiously athwart the scroll
Of human memories, .a fadeless view !

I would my song could kiss with lover's lips!

Could weave all charms whereby men’s thoughts are
drawn,

And speak to shaken hearts a guiding word!

My lay could paint the sea with wind-sped shins,

Paint waiting skies with herald fires of daw:,

And breathe a bugle-note to souls unstirred!

The title of the book is from the first poem: * The
Wind-Harp Song.”
I sing a wind-harp song,
Dreamily musical,
Strange and faine and clear;
Beneath the stendy stars
Thro’ the dim, sweet night
Floating,
Mystically floating,

Nature is full of music to me, mental and audible,
of weird psychometric tales and associations, one after
one to infinity, and it is with this melody and mystical
romance that this song is charged and of which many
others in the book treat. To catch this music of
Nature, perfect, ineffable, forever elusive, is the deep-
est yearning of the true poet. To read that music
aright is to know all truth.

This little thing I find every woman endorses:

This is the secret w':h,
The prayer of womanhood:

“Give me a friend who reads my heart!
Let me be understood!”

And as the poet’s realm is the emotional, and as
woman is the incarnate poem, it is not strange tist
many of these songs treat of Woman and Love. The
love of her whose companionship was to me so perfect,
whose death was the closest touch of tragedy I have
yet known, inspires three of them, — My Lady
Gentle-Wonderful,” ¢ Only a Memory,” s0d ** My
Dead.” The death of my wise and gentle mother
names another, thoughtful and questioning of future
things. Love proper I bave treated of in almost every
phase, from the melancholy of ‘“ A Song of 3ad Love,”
*“ A Sonnet to v White Lady,” and the tenderness of
** You Stood!" to the playfulness of ““ Cup:id,” the
ecstasy of ‘“ Twenty Kisses,” and the amorous passion
of ‘I Love My Love in the Morning,” which last Dr.
Aikip likened to a song of Hafiz; from the rude
romance of “ O Love Was Red ” to the caressive
daintiness of ** Wild Roses and Maiden Hair ” and the
triumphant enjoyment of * Chocolate.” And, of
course, my peculiar views of love and sex tint many
poems, as ““ My Women,” * True Love,” * Love Is a
Riddle,” and others. Scme of these love-songs are of
experience, some of c'sservation, some of hearsay,
some of pure imagination. I cannot distinguish; the
reader must guess. In *Emily Dickinson ” there is a
tribute of admiration; in *“Cleopatra ” the only touch
of the dramatic; in *‘ Remember” a reminiscence; in
“ A Knife of Agate” a grateful response; in the latter
parts of *“*So We Care Not ” cynicism,

The songs are in all styles, in nearly every meter and
manner. Almost every one can find sometbing that
suits him, but the purist will be aghast at license and
perversity, at wilful variations and faults in the midst
of almost conformity.

Of Death, the Great Contrast, there is the song of
*“The Valley of Silence,” “"Mother,” “In a Ceme-
tery,” and others.

Of distinctively radical and free-thought poems
there are not many in the book. Oanly enough to
clearly but not aggressively express my views and
position.  Art, after all, is the mair business of the
artist, not polemics; and art relates to pleasure and
charm. Yet, if not aggressively present, liberty tints
everything in the book, ac might be expected of a vol-
ume whose dedication is ** To the Free Spirit.”

As Tam more of a savage than a civilizee, a primi-
tive man in essence, it is not strange that many of
these songs are of nature, and in these I, myself, take
chief delight. .

Among these, one of my most dainty and fastidious
critics has given first place to ** Nature and { Are
Glad.”

The days are leaden and purple in stain,

And lnced with bars of a sweet, dark rain,

And the brows of men are heavy with pain,
But Nature and I are glad.

The fizids are sketched and etched in gray,
With charcoal shadows of night-in-day —

O why do men hate such ? — tell me, pray!
For Nature and I are glad.

"But I, myself, like better *“In a Prism.”
1 sat on the ground,

ay,
‘With a hound;
And he was the brother of me.
Exceedingly
Beauntiful were his eyes,
CGentle and meiry and brown.
Ab, it was sweet to be down
On a Jevel with him and ail things there,
In the grass.
We, wno are tell,
How much of pleasure we pass!
Of the joy which the little and carth-close know ! —
Is it not so ?

G soul,
There is room!
We are free!

In the inness of things there is room,
There is room in the wind and the sca,
There is room in the crowds of the tree,

In the multitudes of the grass.
There is welcome for e
In the beauty of things;
In the sunset
I am home.

I have not escaped the fascination of the majestic
procession of the seasons, and their impression is here
recorded in such songs as ‘‘ The White Swan of
Winter,” * Cherry Blossoms,” *‘ Fireflies,” and *'I
Dream in the Amber Autumn,”

This is the sestet of *“ A Winter Morning Walk,” —
and I feel sure it will please those to whom I cow
write:

Hold we but hope of souls untoucked of tether,

And pace in step with Nature’s mood alway,
For health and wit and happy-thought and love,

No matter be it fair or falling weather,

Or skies be black or skies be bright above,
The morning is our youth and Spring of day.

I have always been a passionate lover of the fall.

‘When the palette is painted with sadness,
Fire, sweet , and ionate breath,

On a background of purple distance,

* With the blood tints and ashes of desth,

I am tranced in the mellow misting
Of the amorous atmosphere, )
And the slumberous warmth and languor
Of the smoky and golden air;

And I dream in at-one-ness with Nature,
Stained through with her beauty and pain;

I am drunk with the wine of her color,
‘With the pangs of Ler deaths I am slain.

Many of the poems ~elate to my sojourn in Florida.
When I read ‘“ The Vuice of the Turtle,” I once more
find myself in the cotton field among the yellow blos-
soms of the ‘‘long staple,” while the old mule jogs
before, the sand parts before the shovel plough, the
gentle breeze sways the Spanish moss on the girdled
trees, the sun flashes from the still waters of the
bayou, and the * piney woods” are musical with the
incessant piaint of the cooing doves.

** The Mock Bird ” calls up visions of dazzling
moreings and of groves of waxen-leaved orange trees,
where this bold and musical mocker, secure in man’s
love and his own dauntless courage, lived without fear
or care.

In ““The Whoop-Crane's Clangor ” the reminiscence
is more savage:

Along the looe Floridian fens,

‘Wild, scrub-wreathed sands and hammock Edens,
Croaks the importunate, cianging cry,

From out the , ainted, sunset sky,

Of whoop-cranes, as they roostward fly.

And in ‘‘ Hail Comrade!” I salute my true and
gentle neighbor, Evald Hammar, who left Florida
before I did, for **the land of grass, snow, aud
Swedes,” as he happily described Wisconsin. Dear
old Hammari modest, big-brained, soft-voiced, great-
hearted, do you remember how you used to sit across
the heurth i * Overlook ” and play the ** Frithiof
Saga” and * Torgney ” on the violin, and sing of the
*“Skiirgards Karlen " and * Fredman’s Epistles ” ?

Do you remember our standing ankle-deep in the
black mud by the Ocklawaha, from which we had
been ‘‘toting " the *alligator beer ” all day to water
Joe Blodgett’s cabbages, and how you looked at me
with comical gravity, all tired, wet, and muddy as we
were, and said in your quaintly-accented English,
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< Don't we look like two fee-losophers ?” I remember,
and how the sun went down behind the cypresses of
““the Island,” and the alligator chuckled to her young
among the bulrushes,
But there are limits even to the vanity of a poet,
and I stop.
O Poetry, thou art to me
As destiny !
Whoso sends me his name I will thank.
J. WM. Lroyp,

Is Tyranny a Necessity ?

**For a long time I have turned over in my own
mind some of the extreme deductions of Anarchy, and
have come tc the conclusion they wiil not stand. In
other words, I have come to the conclusion that the
question of social organizatfon is as much a question
of geography as of numbers, and that therefore com-
pulsion, not necessarily invasion, is unavoidable; that
is to say, I cannot think of Chicago as a mere volun-
tary society. There she stands, with her splendid
harbor, her many public streets, with her million and
a half of citizens crossing and recrossing each other at
a thousand points. I cannot think life possible under
such circumstances except by recognizing the munici-
pality, the corporate body which has the power over a
«certain territory, to enforce order and secure protec-
tion. Mind you, I am willing to admit that perhaps
nine-tenths of the political functions might be
dropped, but after that there is still a sentiment at the
bottom of the problem which refuses to yield to purely
voluntary influence. Take as simple a question as
throwing 2 banana peeling on the sidewalk, thereby
jeopardizing the limbs and lives of pedestrians. . . .
1t seems to me that among our rights is that of fiee
Jocomotion accompanied with the smallest possible
amount of danger. If this be true, then why should
the municipality be restrained from passing an ordi-
nance prohibiting careless people from throwing their
perlings on the sidewaik ?

““Tell me, have you never had any doubts lately
along the same lines as that expressed above ?” |}

The above is an extract from a letter to a friem{.
The questions which the extract contains, however,
need, it seems to me, to be discussed by Anarchists so
as to clarify the atmosphere and make plain the how
and the when of the establishment of Anarchism.
Following is the answer which I make to my friend.
It does not cover the whole ground, but other readers
of Liberty may do that more fully.

+* No, my views about Anarchism have not changed
for several years. 'The doubts you indicate never
entered my mind, because I am a firm believer in pro-
gress, and that progress, to insure social harmony,
niust be towards individual sovereignty, towards An-
archism. The reason why, probably, I have had no
doubts of the soundness of the doctrines of Anarchism
is because T have not assumed that its ultimate reali-
zation would be in your day or mine, but that by
gradual and, I hoped, easy steps it would be attrined
sometime; when, I have never dared to predict.

“The fundamental concepts of Anarchism are abso-
lutely soucd.  To me they present three things, —
viz., thut each individual should exercise the right
of complete sovercignty, that each individua) should
own absolutely all the results of his own effor <, and
that nothing which is not the result of human effort
should be subject to unlimited ownership, or, iu other
words, that the results of human effort only should be
property.

I pever assumed that with our limited knowledge
of today any Anarchist could, or would, dare attempt
to settle all the objections, real or hypothetical, which
might be made. Only the State Socialists, the authori-
tarians, cain do that. The Anarchist is frank enough
> admit that e is not gifted with supernatural fore-
sight. 1ile Is willing to leave the problems of a hun-
dred years hence to those who will live then. What is
it they say about sufficient unto the day are the evils
thereof ?

“To me Anarchism is not a dream; that all we have
to do is to go to sleep and let it come. Come it will,
of course, in obedience to the law of necessity. A
sphere will roll down hill in obedieace to the law of
gravity, but its speed may be accelerated by human
cffort,

** Anarchism is the most practical problem of today.
V¢ are now writhing in misery and in mental agou,

over the injustices that are practised on every side
due to laws that invade our social and industrial
rights. What more practical thing for relief than to
remove these laws 2 ¢ Ah! but how 7’ I am asked ?
‘Any way,’ is my reply. Each individual must him-
self choose his own way. The democrat (not the
political bastard who throws up his bat for the party,
but the real democrat, he wio believes that the best
government is that which governs least), who strug-
gles for the repeal of bad laws; the dynamiter, who
resists the encroachments of governments with vio-
lence; the non-resistant, who believes that evil cun-
tains the germ of its own destruction; the plumb-line
Anarchist, the practical opportunist, who accepts
every opportunity to give government per g a blow
near its vitals, —are all factors in the struggle for
liberty and equity.

““The admission you make — that nine-tenths of the
political functions might be dropped — may bring us
so much relief that the other tenth would be of very
litt’e concern, provided the nine-tenths included those
things which zre invasive and meddlesomz.”

JosepH A. LABADIE,

The World Waits for a2 Real Altruist.
{George E. Macdonald in Truth Secker.]

Faith, hope, and charity are not greater than duty,
humility, and self-sacrifice. (1) By working the Duty
racket, conscientious persons may often be induced to
assist the undeserving, who are as a rule the persons
most profited by the exercise of that virtue; for which
reason they are the most persistent in pointing out its
demands. (2) In the practice of Humility we assure
the author of our being that his works are imbecile,
which must be somewhat humiliating to him. Itis
well that the Most High should occasionally be called
down, (3) Self-sacritice means that we must deny
ourselves small favors and temporary pleasures in
order that we may enjoy those which are great and
enduring. It follows, then, that he who most sin-
cerely desires to exercise the virtue here discussed
will content himself with the lesser benefits, and, by a
supreme act of self-sacrifice, forego the &verlasting
reward.

The Value of Mutual Money.

To the Editor of Liberty:

In No. 305 of Liberty you raise the topic of how
mutual bank notes are to be kept at par, which needs
ventilating. Greene would depent wholly on che cus-
tomers’ contract to take them at par with silver. But
this covld not do the work unless plenty of silver
were circulating alongside them. Greene recognizes
this, and would maintain a silver circulation by hav-
ing the bank issue no note for less than $5 (‘‘ Mutual
Banking,” p. 52). But I doubt whether people can
thus be forced, under freedom, to use coin wholly or
mainly for the denomirations between 50 cents and
$5. Neither do T think, if ail this circulation were in
coin, that there would be enough of it, compared
with the amount atloat in notes, to compel the notes to
measure themselves by it. ’

I confess that I do not guite understand your pre-
sent description of the way it is to be done. I wish
you would explain more fully.

A few weeks ago I undertook to expound and defend
mutual banking before an economic club.  In pre-
paring for this, I for the first time persuaded myself
that there was a clear and comprehensible way for
keeping those notes at par. At the cinb meeting I
made such an impression on a professor of politieal
economy as I hadn’t expected to. He said that people
ought to have a chance to try it, and that the notes
might be expected to be good: only he insisted that
they must depend on inutual confidence among the
people, while I thought they had something behind
that to fall back on. But he was specially pleased
(he volunteered the statement) with my doctrine of
the re'ation between the notes and the standard of
value,

I proposed that, supposiag the standard to be gold,
the property pledged to the bank as security should
be appraised in gold, not in currency; and that the
loans offered should never exceed a certain ratio to
this appraisal — so many dollars in notes to so many
ounces or dollars nf gold value in the securlty, Such
a uniform ratio could best be meaintained by agree-
ment among the banks. Then, 8o long as the ratio is

uniform, the supply of notes will bear a steady rela-
tion to the nmount of property held by those who use
tho notes.  Their need of money will furnish a simi-
larly steady demand. This steady supply and demand
will keep the value of the notes at a steady ratio to the
gold in which the property was appraised. By careful
adjustment of the ratio between notes and property
an exact par with gold could be had; but this seems to
me so unimportant that I should not think it worth
the trouble of adjusting the ratio. What we need is
not money at par with anything clse, but money
whose value, measured by a definite commodity
standard, is uniform, Paper that is always at thirty
per ceut. discount is as good as paper that is always
at par,

My plan, as you see, is quite independent of whether
any other money fs or i8 not to circulate alongside the

mutual money.
StePHEN T, BYINGTON.

Is the Typewriter Girl to Blame for This ?
"Hudor Genone in Open Court.]

Bewail his fate as much as you please who strug-
gles with adversity, ard moralize over the happy tho’
humble home and the tender welcome and the sweet
kiss at nightfall to the weary toiler, I tell you more
men than one would think go from the bosom of their
office where all is peace to a cold, heartless, and
ceasorious family.

Wait for the Overt Act.
{Chicago Times.]

It is hardly worth while for tLe legislature to pass
& law to define Anarchy and punish Anarchists, A
man has quite as much right to say that he believes
no government better than any government as one has
to say that this country would be better off with a
king or emperor than as a republic. If the merely
theoretical Anarchist tries to become practical, the ex-
isting laws for the punishment of conspiracy, riot,
murder, manslaughter, or arson are quite enough for
the protection of society. Senator Hamer’s bill is
wholly unnecessary. '

The Politician.

I’m a statesman, I'm a shouter,
A spell-binder, and a spouter;
I can talk nine ways for Sunday in a minute.
I can conjure up the voters,
The lunatics and floaters;
When there’s any dirty scheming, I am in it.

I cajole with Hans and Mike,
And do exactly as I like;
My friends all come to me to grind their axes;
I fix them for a fce;
It’s all the same to me;
For the people think it's fine to pay their taxes.

When we’ve had our costly *‘ go,”
And the treasury ’s getting low,
All we have to do is simply raise the rate.
With more of joy than woe
They to their.pockets go;
For the mulligrubs admire the glorious ‘ State.”

I promise them protection,
High wages, and perfection,
And tell them of our lovely * Yankee Nation.”
1 never heave a sigh,
But live exceeding high,
While they bump themselves to get a half a ration.

T of patriotism brag,
And wave the striped rag.;
At the numb-heads I am laughing in my sleeves.
I am always for myself,
For oftice and for pelf;
I'm a member of the * Brotherhood of Thieves.”

I control the people’s money,
aad they think it very fuany;
I help myself to either more or less;
And, beside this money-raking,
What other bribes I'm taking
I leave you howling Anarchists te guess.
Anna K.
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Anarchist Letter-Writing Corps.

The Sceretary waits every reader of Liberty to send
in his name for enrolment. Those who do so “hereby
pledge themselves to write, when possible, '« letter
every fortnight, on Anarchism or kindred >ubjects, to
the © target ¥ assigeed in Liberty for tha’ fortnight,
and to notify the secretary promptly in case of any
failure to write to a target (which it is hoped will' not
often occur), or in case of temporary or permanent
withdrawal from the work of the Cerps.  All,
whether members or not, are asked to lose no oppor-
tunity of informing the secretary of suitable targets.
Address, STEPIEN T, ByincrtoN, Bordentown, N. J.

Members and friends will note the change in my
address. :

To the man who doesn't join tF : A. L. W. C. because
he doesn’t care enca_h for Anarchism to take the
trouble.

DEeAR 81R, — Do you mean to say vhat you do not
realize the great impertance of the Anarchistic idaa ?
8it down and figure a minute on the economic side.
Make an estimate of what is directly stolen from the
people by goverument. That is the smallest part.
Then see how much the private monopolies maintained
by gevernment get; that is the next smallest. Finaliy,
add to these the amount which governmertal opnr
sion absolutely prevents the people from producing,
and which not even the thieves get. Then see if in the
grand total there is not money enough at stake to im-
press the mind of any one who has a proper American
respect for the dollar.

Then consider what there is in Anarchism besides
money. Remember that the ability to command a
pecuniary competence is not the most important or
most necessary of the couditions of human well-being.
(That is the most in:portant thing that Single Taxers
den’t know.) See what you know about the influence
of government on general intelligence. See what you
know about its influence on morality, in hovw many
things it promotes a groundless and pernicious strict-
ness of practice, in how many other things it sustains
a vicious laxity. Think of the thousand and one mis-
cellaneous little things which Lave so much to do
with any man’s happiness and useulness, and what
govercment does toward increasing the vexations and
cutting off the reliefs.

Now put down the items in government’s favor, —
start with the good fun one has in laughing at it, and
go on to whatever else you can think of on that side, —
twlie a fair balance, and see if the business of over-
throwing government can fairly be classed among
things of little importance,

But perhiaps you acknowledge all this, and ask me
what of it.  As an Bgoist, you propose to consult your
own comforr. You quote Carrard Auban’s wife, who
was asked whut she had done to make the world hap-
pier, and answered: I have been happy.” Tou
choose to work in the same department, you say; why
rot Y

That is all good Egoism, so fe.. But there is no-
thing contrary to Egoism in my expressing my opinion
of you. Let me say, then, that I don’t much like you.
I am glad of your happiuess, but I can't appreciate a
man who, when he sces things going wrong, is happier
in letting them be than in trying to set them right. I
don’t sympathize with a man of such tastes. Iam
sure I should be bored if T had to spend much time in
your company. My conscience, as a Moralist, will not
allow me to call you “mean” or ** low ” or anything
of that sort when I profess to be talking Egoism; but
Mr. Tucker, wbo, as an Egoist, has no conscierce, is
probubiy ready to supply you with suc. and stronger
cpithets, at whatever expense of Egoistic propriety.
At any rate, I can be sure of my ground when I say
that your tastes do not harmonize with mine.

For I assure you, on my conscience, that for my own |

part I find great sat. faction in fighting for the cause
of logic and of general happiness. I wouldn’t take
your comfortable ease as a gift, while this foot ball
field is within my reach. I would sooner tackie au
Archist half-back than cat quail on toast; ang, if I get
a nose-Mleed by bucking againse the government’s
center rush, I doa’t carc a cent as leng as we gain two
yards. If you will take any advice of mine, just give
the game a fair trial,

Target, section A, — “ The South-West,” Cincinnati,
Ohio. An item in the *‘ 8ingle-Tax Couricr ” for Janu-
ary 24 says: ‘‘*The South-West’ recently stated edi-

torially thiat its columns were open io a discussion of
the Single Tax, but so far none of our opponents see.
disposed to present their side.” Give Lhe Bingle
Taxers a little opposiiion, if they want it.  1f any ane
objects to writing against the Bingle ‘[ax, lctters sup-
porting the principle of liberty in any respect onght to
be wuil received, and any opr.osing the prohibition of
the liquor trade will specially harmonize with the
policy of the paper. 'Those whose letters are printed
will probably get several sample copies, of whick I
should like to see one, if convenient.

3ection B. — The * Evering World,” N. Y., is pub-
lishing letters for and against the Single Tax. I under-
stand that letters of not over two hundred words are
preferred. Sharp letters on any subject of interest,
not excecding thic length, are likely to be printed; but
the Single Tax (iscseion is the point of special inter-
est there jusi now.

Sectien C. —- The ** Richmead County Advance,”
Vrest New Brighton, Staten Island, N. Y., hasa
department for the discussion of ‘‘subjects bearing on
pclitic! economy and social science,” and invites
brief letters. It professes 1o be ready for free and
progressive discussion. Cive it whatever you have
that is good, brief. and clear, especially pointing o the
causes of foverty. StEPAEN T. BYINGTON.
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By John Badcock, Jr.

A unique addition 10 the re of A chism, in that
it assails the mora: %y superstition %3 the fotindation of the varions
schemes for the exploitation of m-nkind, Max Stirner hiragelf
does nci expound?<he doctrine of Egoisiv in bolder fashion. G50
pages.

Pricg, 15 Cenrs,
Mailed, posi-peid, by
. BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 1312, New York (1y.

MODERN MARRIAGE.
BY EMILYK ZOLA.
7 ranslated from Che Frenck by Benj. . 1% cker.

In this his latest story Znla iikes four typical marriagee, — one
from the nobility, one rrom tue dowrgeoizie, one from the petty bour-
geoisie, and one froui the working-people, —and describes. with all
the power of his wondrous rrt, how each originates, by what inotive

each ig insvired, how each is congummated, and how cach resulte.
Pricg, 15 CENTS.
Mailed, post-paid, by the Publisher,
Bexg. R. TUerER, Box 1312, Nxw Yorr Crty.

Wind-Hazxrp Songs;.—-One Dollar.
If you will take n colpy of my book of pocins when printed, pleace
gend me your name. I waut 00 subscribers,
J. Wm. Lloyd, Westfield, New Jersey.

LIBERTY’S LIBRARY.

For any of the following Works, address,
DENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 1312, New York, N. Y.

BOMBS: The Poetry and Philurophy of Anarchy. By William A.
‘Whittick. 187 pages. Price, cloth, 75 cents; paper, 5¢ cents,

S0 THE RAILWAY KINGS ITCH FOR AN EM-
pire, Do They ¥ By a *‘ Red-Hot Striker,” of Scranton, Pa. A
reply to an article by Wiiliam M. Groevenor in the International
Reveern,  Price, 10 cents; per hundred, $4.00

WORK AND WEALTH. By J. K. Ingalls.

Price, 10 cents.

THE WIND AND THE WHIRLWIND. 3y Wilfred
Scawen Blunt, A poem worthy of a place in every man™. library,
and cspecinllij interesting to ail victims of British tyranny and mis-
ruie. A red-line edition, prirted beautifully, in large tyjpe, on fine
popor, and bonnd in parchment covers. Elegant and cheap., 32
puges. Price, 25 vents.

CAPTAIN ROLAND’S PURSE: How It is Filled and How
Emptied. By John Roskin. 'The first of 3 projected serics of La-
bor Tracts. Supplied at 87 centg per hundred.

THE QUINTESSENCE OF IBSENISM. PRy . Bernard
Shaw.  Pronounced by the London Saturday Reciew a *most di-
verting boox,” and by the author * the moset complete assertion of
the validily of the human will as against all laws, institvtions,
{eme, end the lke, now procurable for a quarter.” Ibsen's works
have been read very widely in America, eud there have been almost
s many Interpretations as readers. This conflict of opinion will
cause the liveliest curiogity to know what view is taken by Mr.,
Bernard Shaw, who is nof ouly one of the keenest students of
Thsen, but one of the wittiest writers in England. He takes up the
plays seriatim, subjects each to seurchl):x)g nnalysis, snd extract the
quintessence of the whole. Nearly 200 pages. Price, cioih, 75
cents; paper, 25 cents,

13 pages,
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For any of the following Works, address,
BENJ. R. TCCKER, Box 1312, New York N. Y.

ANARCHISM: ITS ATMS ANDI METHODS., ‘nad-
dresw delivered st the st public 1neeting of tne Bosiun anns,
chists’ Club, and adopted by that organization as its authorize
expoeition of its principl With an appendi ving the Consa
tution of the Anarchists’ Club and exp'anatory noive regarding it
By Victor Tarros. 30 pages. Price, o cenis; 6 copler, 25 cetts;
&5 copise, $1.00; 100 ccples, 83.00.

OD AND THE STA'TE, ‘Oneof the most elognent ploas:

for liberty ever written, Paine's ' Age of Reason* and * Rights of

Map ' consolida und isnproved. It stirs the pulee like s tr. -
e call,”” By Michsel Bukouniae, from the Fres :b
y Benj. R. Tucker. 82 pages. Price, 15 centy.

MUTUAL BANKING : Showing the radical deficiency of
the exjuting clrculuﬁr-g medium, and how interest on money can
be sbolished. By William B. Greene. Price, 25 cenis,

FREE POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS : Their Natore, Ks-
sence, and Yaintenance, An sbridgment and rearrangement of”
Lyeand-:r Speoner’s * Trial by Jury.” Edited by Viewr Yarrod. '
47 puges. Price. 25 centa.

WHAT I8 PROPERTY # Or, an Inquiry into the Principle:
glk Right and of Government. By P. J. Proudh: Prefaced by a
ete! |
y Benj. R. Tucker. A syste!

discussion of the institution of pronerty, —its
its present status, and its Gestiny, -— er wi
startling exposé of the crimes which it commnits, and the ey
:mch t engenders. 500 pages octavo. Price, cloth, §7.00; nipes,.

SYSTEM OF ECONOMICAL CONTRA ' [CYIONS:
Or, the Philoaoghg of Misery. By P.J. Proudh . -" Transiated
from the Krench by Benj. R. Tucker., This wor! comstitutes the-
fourth volume of ihe Complate Works, and is pnb, ighed i & style
unifor: with that of * P ft diecueses, in 8
style as novel as profuund, the problems of Value, -Y.viglon of La-
hor, Machinery, Competitior, Monopoly, Y'axati.n, and Provi-
dence. showing it mfrogteea I8 acl gﬂ\e pp
ance of & succession of sconomic forces, each of which counteracts
the evils d ped by its pred , aud then, by deveioping
#=ile of its own, De vits to i
u.til a final force, correctis of the whole, shall establish u siabic
economic eqnilibrium. 4690 pages actsvc, in the highest style cf the
typographic art. Price, cloth, $2.00.

A POLITICIAN IN BIGHT OF HAVEN: Bein,
test Against Government of M«u U7 Man. iy Anberon
Price, 10 cents.

INVOLUNTARY IDLENWESS. An axposit'sn of the causes
of the discrepancy existing Letween the snyply of and the demand
for 1nYur anu its products.” By Hugo Bilgram. 119 pages. Price,
cloth, 50 ceuts.

a Pro-
erbert.

LETTER TC JBOVER CLEVELAND CN HIS
False Inanural Adc.ess, . Usurpations and Crimes of Lawinakers
snd Judges, and the Conceynent Poveity, Ignorance, and 8+ vitude
of the Peopie. 1886, By Lysander Spoomer. 110 page: Price,
85 cens, n

ANARCHISTS: A Picture of Civilization at the Close
of the Ninetecnth (,‘em.urg. t's: proe contribution to-the
liternture of phiivsophic and eguistic Anarchisra. The author traces
his cwn mental develonment in London amid the exciting ~venta
of 1887, — the manifestatiors of “hic uacmpioyed, the rioting at Tra-
falgar Square, and the exceutions at Chicago. The antagonism be-~
tween Comzuanism and Anurchism sharplv brought out. By Johm
Henry Mackay. ‘I'ranslated from the German by George Schumm.
315 pages, with portrait of the author, Price, cloth, $1.00; papes,
50 centa.

LFAXATION OR FREE TRADE? A Criticism upon
Henry George’s ** Protectioa or Free Trade # By John r. Keily.
16 pages.  ¥’rice, 5 cents; 6 copies, 23 conta; 100 opies, $3.0u.

SOCIALISTIC. COMMUNISTIC, MUTUALISTIC,

and Finuncial Fragments, By W. B. Greenc, Price, 81.25.

CUO-OPERATIC: 1TS LLAWS AND PRINCIPLES.
An essay showing Uiberty and Fauity 2s the only couditions of
true en-operat 1 wposing the violations of these eg
by Re s, Interest. "ot and Majority Rule. By C.
Coul: ning a portraic of L erbert Spencer.  Price, 6 cents
10 cutins,

PROH1BITION. v ussay on the relation of govermment to
temperane howing tiat prohuition canvot prohibit, 4 would
be unnec ry if it coud. 'y ¢ T. Fowler, Price, 6 ccnts, 2

copice, 10 cents.,

THE REORGANIZATION CF BUSIN&ESS. .An essay

showimg how the principies o1 co-operation may be realized in the
Store, the Bank, and the Factory, By C. T Fow! Containing
a portrait of Kaiph Waldo Emerson. 1 2 copies, 16
cents.

CORPORATIONS, An essay ahowing how the monopoly of
railroads, telegraphe, cte., may be sbolished without the interven-
ticn of the State. By €. T. Fowler. Coniaiaing a iortruic of
Wendell Phillips. Price, J cents; 2 copies, 10 cents,

CO-OPERATIVE HOMES. An essay showing how the kit

1 way be abolished and the in lependence of woinui secured by
‘A \ring the Stae from the Home, ihereby introducin £ volun-
tary principle into the Famiiy and 2 its relntionsl, By C.T.
Fowler, Containing a portraitof Low..e Michel. s4ice jcentsy 2
copies, 10 cenis.

LAND TENURE. An essay showing the sovernmental hasig of
laud monopoly, the futility of governmentai remedies, and a na-
tural nud peaceful way of starving oui the jandlords, Ry €. T.
Fowler,  Coutaining a portrait of Robert Owen.  Price, 6 cents; &
copies, 10 zenta,

THE UNCCONSTITUTIONALT™,
of Congress Prohibiting Private Muis,
24 pagea. Price, 10 cents,

NO TREASON.~No.IL 1867. Bv LysanderSpaonel. It jagen.
Price, 15 cents,

NO TREASON,--No. VI. Showing that the constitution is of
no awtherity. 1870, By Lysander Spoonei. 3% pejes. Price, 25
cents.

ILLEGALITY OF THE TRIAL OF JOEN W, WEE-
ster, - Containing the substance of the author’s lavger wors, 'L
by Jary,” now out of privt, 18W. By Lysander Spoouer, 16
pages.  Price, 30 cents

NATURAL LAW: Or, tae Scivnce of Justice. A treatise on
natueal law, natural instice, paturai rights, natural lidberty, and na-
taral society; showing that alt legnistation whatsvever x an ab-
surdity, a usurpatiox, and a crime.  Pare s, 1892 b, wasane Yap
Spoouer, 21 puges,  L'rice, 10 cenvs,

LETTER TO THOMAS F. BAVARD. Ciuiivnging
his right-—anc that of ail the other so-culled senatos auu e
sentalives in Cong @ psa — to cXercize any legistative power whatever
mv llxw people of the United States. "By Lysavder Spooner,

ce.
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2 copies,.

Price, & ce
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1. By Lysander Spoouer..




