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** For always in thine eyes, O Liberty !
Shines that high light whereby the world is scved
And though thou elay us, we will truat in thee.”
Joan Hay.

On Picket Duty.

‘¢ Bl Perseguido,” an advocate of violent re-
volution, uses these words in commemorating
the death of a martyr to that policy: ‘* The
comrade whose memory we recall to-day had
understood that we must cut off the head of the
bourgeots hydra.” This is an wneovamonly apt
characterization of the dynamite-and-dagger
programme.

New York moralists are congratulating them-
selves on a decision of the appellate court which
promises to reduce greatly the number of
saloons. Dealers whose places are sitnated
within two hundred feet of a church or school
cannot transfer their licenses hereafter, under
the law which prohibits new saloons frem be-
ing opened near such sacred institutions. "‘'ne
¢ Sun” correctly observes that, *‘ in effect, the
decision is that New York Las a statute which
might be made in a generation absolutely pro-
hibitory of liquor-selling in erowded commun-
ities, provided cnly churches and schools were
built thick enough.” The ¢ Evening Post,”
sneering at this suggestion, exclaims: * Imagine
the awful condition of a community which had
more churches and schools than saloons!”

Yes. it would be awful. The poor people will
not go to charch, and life without the saloons,
which have been described as the clabs of the
poor, would be dreary indeed. Iicw nauseating
this hypoeritical talk about saloons is! The
gentry who indulge in it generally drink more
than those whom they would piously protect
against the influences of saloons.

The ¢ Open ‘Court” is thoroughly right in de-
claring that the Monroe doctrine *‘ is a question
of power, not of right or wrong.” Those An-
archists who deal with it from the standpoint
from which they would deal with disputes be-
tween individuala or voluntary associations for-
get that, in the view of the equal-liberty phi-
losophy, States are outlaws and can advance no
claims at all on the score of justice. It is at-
terly absurd to declare that the people of the
United States may, in the interest of their own
safety, resist a scizere by England of Vene-
zuelan territory, but are forbidden by the prin-
ciple of justice to protect their safety by re-
sisting a purchase by England of such territory.
This assumes the very thing that Anarchists
deny,—namely, the rightful dominion of Vene-
zuela or any other State over a given area.

No matter by what method a division of ter-

ritoty between England and' Venezuela may be

effected, the result must be foreign to justice,
for neither is justly entitled to any territory
whatever. But since, pending the realization
of Anarchism by the abelition of States, the
territory of this hemisphere is bound to be un-
der the dominion of thieving nationalities, the
people of the United States and especially the
Anarchists may very properly do everything in
their power to secure such a distribution of this
dominion as will be least dangerous and burden-
some to themselves.

I was a little too fast in accepting the state-
ment of Mr, Yarros that I am single ¢‘ among
the progressive newspapers and thinkers in the
country ” in my antagonism to England’s at-
titude in the Venezuelan matter. I have heard
no word of protest from any reader of Liberty
against the position which I have taken, and, on
the other hand, I have received several evidences
of approval. .And now comes the ‘“ Open
Court,”—for which Mr. Varros has often written
and which I have always understood him to hold
in higher respect than any progressive news-
paper in this country save Liberty,—and takes
square ground in favor of Cleveland’s policy.
Its entire issue oi January 16 is devoted to the
subject, M. D. Conway opposing the president,
and Prof. E. D. Cope aud the editor, Dr. Paul
Carus, strongly sustzining him. Again,
¢ Paragraphs,” the new Boston addition to the
progressive press, though avowedly anti-Jingn,
approves the Ver zuelan message; tliough I
must add that it does not seem to have a Jlear
appreciation of the situation. It follows Cleve-
laird in his weak contention—a serious flaw in
his policy, which congress possibly will vectify
—that this country should allow European
powers to acquire this hemisphere by purchase,
The Monroe doctrine, so modified, would be a
very barren and uninteresting matter, and
would contribute to the demolition of its own
raison d’étre.  Nevertheless ¢ Paragraphs
counts one on the Cleveland side. Perhaps at
the end Mr. Yarros will be a little lonelx,

In the ‘‘ International Journs! of Ethies,”
Dr. William James tries to prove that in faith
and hope alone can men find the strength
needed to support the hurdens of this earthly
existence. A delicious illustra.ion is given in
the following passage: *‘ A dog whom they are
vivisecting in a laboratory lies strapped upon a
board and shrieking at his exe-utioners, and to
his own dark consciousness is literally in a sort
of hell. He cannot see a single redeeming ray
in the whole business; and yet all these
diabolical-seeming events are usually controlled
by human intention with which, if his poor be-
nighted mind could only be made to catch a

glimpse of them, all that is heroic in him would

religiously aequiesce. It is genuinely a process
ot redemption. Tying on his back on the
board there, he is performing a function incal-
culably higher than any prosperous canine life
admits of, and yet, of the whole performance,
this function is the one portion that must re-
main absolutely beyond his ken.” Dr. Janm <
implies that the only value of dogs is forud in
their usefulness as subjects for the laboratory,
and that they have no other existcnee to hope
for. Their life is only worta living, then, if
they die for us. Would he hold that human
life was worth living if it could be shown tliat
it was designed for the benefit of some other
species of beings ? If not, he is clearly iliogi-
cal. If yes, what ground has he for concluding
that this is not the case, but that a future and
better life awaits us 2. Dr. James’s sublime
faith would probably desert him if he should
fall among cannibals and be roasted by them.
He would not dream of the possibility that he
was performing a function incaleulably higher
than any prosperous professorial life admits of.
Yet there is nothing impossible, from his stand-
point, in that view of the situation.

Comrade John Henry Mackay has been
forced to postpone the realization of his plan
for an Anarchistic reading-room in Berlin,
cwing to the increasing aggressions of the Ger-
man police. A few weeks ago the authorities
prohibited the distribution, just outside the
Berlin university, of specimen parts of
Mackay’s ““ Die Anarchisten,” confiscating 222
copies.  Yet it is stated, on the anthority of
Mackay’s publisher, that the policeman who
confiscated the books had previously tried to
persuade the distributing agent to circulate the
sheets amony the students, assuring him that he
could easily dispose of two thousand copies in
the university. This policeman seems to Lave
heen an ugent provocatenr.  RNo.over, our
comrade is not discouraged. He has just ixsued
in pamphlet form George Schumm’s German
translation of my ‘¢ State Socialism and An-
archism,” which appeared some years ago in
Liberty’s German edition, Libertas. The full
title in German is ‘¢ Staatssozialismus und An-
archismus: in wieweit sie iibereinstimmen und
worin sie sich unterscheiden.” The price is
twenty pfennig, and Mackay’s publisher for
this pamphlet is B. Zack, 45 Oppelnerstrasse,
Berlin, 8. 0. This pamphlet ought also to be
circulated among German-Arviericans.  Another
interesting sign in Germany is the appearance,
in a handsome volnme of over two hundred
pages, of the famous discussion on interest be-
tween Bastiat and Proudhon, translated into
German by Dr. Arthur Milberger, under the
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* In abelishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time sia-
very. the Rer cw/'~n abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu-
tioner, !¢ sec! of the mayiztrate, the club of the policeman, the gauge
of the exciseman. 1he erasing-knife of the department clerk, all those
insignia of Politics, which young Liberly grinds beneath her heel.” —-
PROUDHON.

g%~ 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 teuor, though he does not hold himself respon-
sible for every phrase or word. But the appearance in
other parts of the puper of ar:icles by the same or other
writers by no means indicates that he disapproves
them in any respect, such disposition of them being
governed lurgely by motives of convenience.

The Right to Privacy.

That celebrated Schuyler statue case, involv-
ing the question of the right to privacy, has
finally been decided by the New York court of
appeals.  There is some confusion as to the
precise scope of the decision. Some cuminen-
tators construe it to mean an absolute denial of
¢ the right to privaey,” while others assert that
the decision merely denies equitable jurisdic-
tion, without questioning the existence of a tort
on the part of the defendant and the Jegal right
to privacy.

To briefly recite the facts: Mrs. Schuyler, a
quiet and unostentatious philanthropist, who
was averse to notoriety in any form and shrank
from public comment on her benivolent deeds,
died some years ago. A few of ner associates
organized an association for the purpose of
erecting a statue to her as 2 typical woman
philanthropist, but distant relatives of Mrs.
Schuyler objected, and brought suit in equity to
restrain, by injunction, the erection and exhibi-
tion of the ==-—~<~d memorial. Iu iwo courts
wie complainants were sucuw.eful. The sepreme
coury held that an individual does not forfeit
the right of privacy by becoming a philanthrop-
ist, and characterized as audacious and re-
markable the course of the voluntary memorial
association, which proposed to ignore the
known sentiments of Mrs, Schuyler as well as
the protests of her living relatives. The case
was taken to the court of appeals, with the re-
saiu that the injunction is set aside and the de-
cision of the lower courts reversed.

What the court really decides is that the liv-

_ ing relatives of Mrs. Schuyler have no grounds

upon which to ask for an injunction. The case
is very interesting from the standpoint of prin-
ciple, and may be profitably discussed at som.c
length. The gist of the reasoning of the ourt
is contained in the following passage:

‘Whatever right of privacy Mrs. Schu,.er had died
with her. Death deprives us all of right in the legal
sense of that term, and, when Mrs, Schuyler died, her
own individual right of privacy, whatever it may have
been, expired at the sume time. The right which sur-
vived (however extensive or lHinited) was a right per-
taining to the living only. It is the right of privacy

of the living which it is sought to enforce here. A
woman like Mrs, Schuyler may very well in her iife-
time have been most strongly adverse to any public
notice, even if it were of a most flattering nature, re-
garding her own works or position. She may have
been (and the evidence tends most strongly to show
that she was) of 80 medest and retiring a natura thut
any publicity, during her life, would have been to her
most extremely disagreeable and obnoxious. All these
feelings died with her. It is wholly incredible that
any individual could dwell with feelings of distress or
anguish upon the thought that, after his deeth, those
whose welfare he had toiled for in life would in-
augurate a project to erect a statue in token of their
appreciation of his efforts and in houor of his memory.
This applies as well to the most refined and retiring
woman as to a public man. It is, therefore, impos-
sible to credit the existence of any real mental injury
or distress to a surviving relutive grounded upon the
idea that the action proposed in honor of his ancestor
would have been disagreeable to that ancestor during
his life.

It scems, then, that, if the surviving relatives
of Mrs, Schuyler conld induce the court to
credit the existence of mental distress, an in-
junction would be in order under this very nar-
row ruling.  The court harps on the assumption
that no sane or reasonable person can possibly
be thrown into mental distress by the contem-
plation of the fact that a fitting memorial is be-
ing exhibited by reputable and honorable peo-
ple to a dead relative of his. It is hardly ne-
cessary to point out that there is no principle
back of such a ruling. In each case of the
same kind, the court will have to determine
whether the alleged existence of mental dis-
ivess is to be eredited, and whether sane and
reasonable persons would be injured by the pro-
posed 2¢t.

There is nothing in the decision to warrant
the inference that the question of sanity or rea-
sonableness would be considered, if the com-
plainant were, not a relative of a deceased sub-
ject of a memorial, but the subject herself.
Suppose Mrs. Schuyler had tried to enjoin ad-
mirers from doing her honor in spite of her
aversion to publicity ? The court would ap-
parently have credited the existence of mental
distress in her, notwithstanding the avsurdity
of the claim, from the ordinary point of view,
that recognition of merit induces meatal suf-
fering. Now, if Mrs. Schuyler i dear to her
living relatives, what is there incredible in the
claim that it is intensely disagreeable to them
to contemplate the doing of acts which would
have caused suffering to her ? Whatever was
painfal to her would naturally be painful to
those who loved her and to whom her memory
is dear. If the test is injury to feelings, there
is no distinction between the two cases.

Of course, the decision, in its practical ef-
fects, is good as far as it goes, but the whoie
question of the alleged righy o privacy ought
to receive full consideration. The court tells
us that there is no right to privacy after death,
but is it sure that there is a right to privacy
for the living,—I mean a right consistent with
ihe freedom of speech and non-invasive action ?
Disgust with the sensationalism of the press
leads many into thoughtless and hasty asser-
tions in favor of the alleged right to privacy,
just as disgust with certain types of agitators
leads many to sympathize with actions or pro-
posals violative of freedom of speech and dis-
cussion. 'The throwing of rotten eggs at Ahl-
wardt, the anti-Semitic humbug, is condoned
by many advanced men simply because they

have no patience with his crusade, but it is just
as important (if not, indeed, more important)
to defend Ais right to agitate as it is to defend
the right to free speech of those with whom we
are in full accord. The sensationalism of the
press is detestable, but it does not follow that
i's practices can be properly interfered with,
1’rom the standpoint of equal freedom, there is
no basis whatever for the alleged right to
privacy. This will be admitted even by those
who follow the law in holding libel and slander
to be aggressions. As I am inclined to think
that libel and slander cannot strictly be classed
among invasive acts at all, it is plain that I am
bound to deny absolutely the existence of the
right t-. privacy as a corollary from equal free-
dom. Privacy is a privilege which men ought
to respect fo a number of valid reasons, but
force ma: not be iuvoked to secure its
eniorement. V. Y.

Professor Smal!l’'s Two Principles.

In the ¢ Americar Journal of Sociology,” the
organ of the University of Chicago, the editor,
Professor Albion W. Small, publishes an ar-
ticle which appears to many shockingly radical.
The present social order is arraigned by Pro-
fessor Small as inequitable and vicious, and Cer-
tain vague reformatory propositions are ad-
vanced by him which, logically developed,
would lead to State Socialism. It is not my in-
tention here to criticise Professor Small’s philo-
sophy of society, but a study of his methods
and reasoning will be very instructive to those
who imagine that professors of sociology neces-
sarily think or mean something when they dis-
course on their favorite subjects.

Professor Small starts out by pointing out
two principles which serve him as a test in
judging societies. ‘¢ The present social sys-
tem,” he says, ‘‘ or the reorganizations that
may follow each other in its place, will be jus-
tified or condemned according to their success
in providing for at least tliese two postulates of
human association,”—namely, ¢ the essentiul
similarity of all human beings in capacity for
happiness,” and that ¢ private business, like
public office, is a public trust.” Proceeding to
analyze the preseunt order, Professor Small
finds that neither of these principles is duly ob-
served or applied, and hence concludes that
evolution is bo :nd to bring about a radical
change.

To prove that the first of his principles is
violated, Professor Small points to the poverty,
ignorance, involuntary idleness, dependence,
and insecurity of millions of workmen. The
condition of the masses, he says, « loarly shows
that, whatever our creed may be, society Las
not yet learned to recognize the essential sin.il-
arity of all human beings in capacity for happi-
ness. ‘¢ Wage slavery,” according to him, is
inconsistent with this principle, and the modern
social problem is ** how to socialize ourselves
to such degree that, without bankrupting all,
each may have a secure lien upon a minimum
share of nature’s endowment for satisfying com-
mon human wants,”

Let us look into this *¢ principle.” What is
meant by the proposition that all human beings
are essentially similar in their capacity for hap-
piness ? Surely not that all human beings have
equal capacities for happiness; that would be
obviously untrue. Tt must mean, then, that
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we are similar in that each of us has some
capacity for happiness. But, if this 18 what the
impositg phrase really means, it is not true
that so.iety has failed to recognize it. The-
oretically there is no'. a sane individual who
would deny it, while, so far as social practice is
concerned, Professor Small has fallen far short
of proving his allegation *hat society has
violated this principle. i has not shown that
society has done something, o1 as been guilty
of a neglect to do somethin 7, amounting to de-
privation of the masses of | appiness, or of the
right or opportunity to happiness. It is true
that those who are poor, or idle through no
fault of their own, or insecure in their means
of livelihood, are not happy; but whose duty is
it to make them happy ? Professor Small in-
dicts society for maintaining institutions which
make some men dependent upon the arbitrary
will of other men, but he has omitted to prove
the duty of society to make everybody happy.
In fact, he has nowhere displayed consciousness
of the vital distinction between the freedom to
do a thing and the actual doing of the thing.
Back of his principle, there must be a higher
principle from which the functions of society
and the rights of the individual are deducible.
Professor Small attempts to erect his structure
without any foundztion at all.

But let us see wl _ther Professor Small’s
¢ principle ” would be realized in the order he
would substitute for the present one. He
would gnarantee each a secure lien upon a
minimum share of nature’s endowments for the
satisfaction of common human wants. Would
that necessarily mean full recognition of the es-
sential similarity of all men in their capacity
for happiness ? By no means. Who would de-
termine the minimum ?  And wiy a minimum
for some, and more than a minimum for others ?
Who would decide that a particular individual’s
capacity for happiness is satisfied by his share
of nature’s endowment ? Suppose a man is un-
happy in spite of his minimum, and protests
that his case proves society’s culpability in fail-
ing to recognize the ¢ principle” ?  More
questions of this kind could easily be added,
but it would be superfluous. The arbitrary and
superficial character of Professor Small’s dis-
tinctions is sufficiently illustrated.

With regard to Professor Small’s second
principle little needs to be said. That *¢ private
business is 2 public trust” is a proposition so
delightfully vague that any interpretation can
be made to fit it. It may mean nothing, and it
may mean too much, Upholders of the present
order might properly claim that the require-
ments of ordinary honesty and legality fully
satisfy this ‘¢ principle,” while demi.State So-
cialists may claim that an indefinite number of
further restrictions upon private powers and in-
terests is necessary. No test, no limit, is given
whereby we might determine whether any par-
ticular restrictive meusare is justified by the
public interest in private business, Nor does
this ** principle ” enzble one to meet the conten-
tion of the State Socialists that no harmony is
possible between private business and public in-
terests, and that therefore the former ought to
be done away with and r.erged in public
business.

Professor Small objects to the label State So-
cialist, and asks that he be judged by his own
teachings. His spirit and tendencies are State

Socialistic, however, and he simply lacks the
intellectual acumen or the courage to reduce his
nebulous notions to scientific definiteness,
Thoughtless conservatives regard him as a
radical, but he is entirely harmless. As for the
radicals, they have not tumbled over one an-
other in their eagerness to claim him. They
want clear ideas, definite propositions, while
the new school of American so-called socio-
logists (of-the-Chair) is chiefly remarkable for
emptiness and brainlessness.

v. Y,

For some time Liberty has had, I think, the
distinction of charging for itself a price which.
considering the size of the sheet and the quan-
tity of its contents, exceeds that placed upon
any other periodical of similar circulation.

This distinction it enjoys no longer, having to
yield it to a new pubiication started in Boston
under the name of ** Paragraphs.” That is,

¢« Paragraphs ” is the main part of its title.
Read in full, the title constitutes a considerable
portion of the periodical itself, being: ¢ Para-
graphs of Appreciation and Depreciation,”

The Febrnary namber, which is the first, con-
sists of twelve pages of yellowish blotting-
paper, the page being seven and one-half inches
by three and containing a short and narrow
column of paragraphs. In all there are less
than five thousand words of reading-matter,—
about eqnal to two and one-half pages of Lib-,
erty. As the price is five cents a copy,—
against eight cents charged for Liberty, which
contains about fourteen thousand words,—

¢« Paragraphs ” costs the reader nearly twice as
much as Liberty. I consider this a point in

¢ Paragraphs’” favor, especially if the quality
is satisfartory. And the quality is amply
guaranteed by the fact that the editor and sole
writer of ¢ Paragraphs ” is Mr. W. D. Forrest,
who is well known to the readers of Liberty as
having in the past contributed to its columns
much that was pungent and poetical. If the
work of his pen has not been seen in these
columns during the past year, he can best ex-
plain why. All that T know is that, at the
iime when he sent his last batch of ‘¢ copy,” he
accompanied it with a letter gravely setting
forth the ludicrous charge that I had been
guilty of a breach of trust in having (as he mis-
takenly supposed) stated to another party that
he (Forrest) was a subscriber to Liberty. Re-
membering the brevity of life, I did not trouble
myself to reply even that Mr. Forrest was
wrong in his facts, to say nothing of his ethics;
and since I have not heard from him. The
state of his mind in the meantime may be best
described, I imagine, by a sentence which he
quotes feelingly in his first number from the
Dutch of Vandervood: ‘¢ To live is easy
enough ; but to live and keep quiet, ah! that is
difficult.” So we have ‘¢ Paragraphs.” Iam
glad of it. It is bright, if light. To those
who are fond of eating, as often as once a
month, a literary dinner consisting wholly of
dessert I extend this advice: Take ¢* Para-
graphs.” They can get it by sending fifty
cents for a year’s subscription to W. D. Forrest,
P. O. Box 1593, Boston, Mass.

A recently-published English book on ¢¢ Eco-
nomics and Socialism » makes the claim that it
embodies *¢ the truth ” which had eluded all

previous thinkers. The ¢ truth ” turns out to
be a mixture of Single-Taxism, anti-trades-
unionism, and alleged currency reform. The
author, Mr, Laycock, would tax land values,
abolish labor organizations, and charge for
coining gold at the mint. These reforms, he
says, would abolish peverty and solve the social
problem. The land reform is advocated on
theological and moral grounds, while the other
two ingredients of ¢ the truth ” are favored for
purely economic reasons, It is amusing to re-
flect how many there are who imagine them-
selves to be original discoverers and thinkers
with no better basis for the fancy than a few
platitudes and one or two blunders!

Edgar Fawcett, in writing about Ingersoll in
¢« The Conservator,” resents the disposition of
some persons to emphasize the colonel’s gift as
an orator. He thinks that more attention
ough? to be paid to the substance of Ingersoll’s
teaching. Mr. Fawcett finds the ¢ essence of
wisdom and mental power” in Ingersoll’s mat-
ter, and he is delighted and convinced by it.
Well, how about Ingersoll’s opinions on pro-
tection, government, finance, and the glories
of the Republican party ? Do they contain the
essence of wisdom ? Mr. Fawcett is an ardent
admirer of Speacer, but he seems to be imper-
feetly acquainted with Spencer’s sociology.
Spencer wonld regard Ingersoll’s opinions on
the topics mentioned as the quintessence of folly
and ignorance. Which of these is Mr. Faw-
cett’s real guide and master ?  He cannot follow
both.

Professor Small, of the Chicago University,
has an article in the official journal of that in-
stitution, in which the present society is ar-
raigned and condemned as inequitable and re-
volting, and reform along the lines of some
form of collectivism is declared inevitable.
Many superficial people see in this radical ar-
ticle evidence of absolute freedom of teaching
in the Chicago University. But it proves no
such thing. Bemis was not dismissed for
radicalism, but for explicitness and definiteness.
Reform talk, if but sufficiently vague, is not
offensive.  Prof. Small does not indicate any
practi-al steps towards reform, and, in fact,
does not know of any, according to his own ad-
mission. Plutocrats do not quarrel with merely
pious opinions and wishes.

Another huge corporation, the Tobacco
Trust, is in trouble. What government pro-
secutions and judicial anathcmas have utterly
failed to do, the ordinary laws of trade, even
under the present highly imperfect conditions
as to competition, have tinally brought about.
Trusts are not as formidable even to-day as they
are popularly supposed to be, while under real
freedom they could not exist, literally, for a
single day. The certainty of competition
would cripple them at the start.

¢ Freedom ” welcorues that ‘¢ excellent little
paper,” the ¢ Firebrand,” and hopes that its
appearance indicates a revival of Anarchism in
the United States. Well, ¢¢ Freedom ” is not
much better than the ** Firebrand ” nowadays,
and the compliments are natural. How any
man of sense can read either, or how any move-
ment can be proud of such exponents, passes
comprehension,
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Occupancy AND Use.

After the usus! intermission for refreshments,
My Byington and I renew in this issue our
discussion of the lanil question, which the dis-
concerted reader may trace back, if he chooses,
throngh Nos, 324 and 308, to a much remoter
past.

I can readily forgive my friend for mistaking
B for A inmy answer to his question,  Such a
slip the most caretul man may make at any
tinie.  But his more fundamental misconcep-
tion of what the occupancy-and-use doctrine
really is I find it more diflieult, it not to par-
don, at least to account for. Certainly in no
writing of mine have I given him warrant for
supposing me to hold that a man should be al-
lowed a title to as much of the carth as he, in
the course of his life, with the aid of all the
workmen that he can employ, may succeed in
covering with buildings. It ix occupancy and
use that Anarchism regards as the basis of
Land ownership,—not occupaney or use, as Mr,
Byington seems to have understood. A man
cannot be allowed, merely by putting labor, to

the iimit of his capacity and beyond the limit of
his perscnal use, into material of which there

is a limited supply and the use of which is es-
sential to the existence of other men, to with-
hold that material from other men’s use; and
any contract based upon or involving such
withlolding is as lacking 1 sanectity or legi-
timacy as a contract to deliver stolen goods.

As I have never held that freedom of contract
includes a right to dispose of the property of
others, I do not, in denying such right, * yield
the sanctity of contract,” as Mr. Byington puts
it.  Yes, the object of Anarchism is, sure
enough, to let every man * contvol self and the
results of self-cxertion™; but this by no means
implies that a man may store upon another’s land
the resuits of hix self-exertion.  If a man exerts
himsclf by erecting a building on land which
afterward, by the operation of the prineiple of
occupancy and use, rightfully becomes an-
other’s, lie mnst, upon the demand of the sub-
scqlicnt occupant, remove irom this land the re-
sults of his self-exertion, or, failing so to do,
gacrifice his property right therein, The man
who persists in storing his property on another’s
premises is an invader, and it s his erdnee that
alienates his control of this property. He is

¢¢ fined one house,” not ¢ for building a house
and then letting another man live in it,” but
for invading the premises of another, If there
were nothing in the ¢ Beauties of Govern-
ment 7 to beat that, then indeed would gov- ’
crnment be a really beautiful thing.,

The objection advanced by Mr. Byington
that adherence to this principle must cause a
degree of embarrassment to persons desirous of
using an entire edifice for a period too short to
warrant building or buying has some validity,
and should be accorded all the weight that
properly belongs to it.  But its gravity is in-
suflicient to balance that of the considerations
in the other scale. It must be remembered
that comparatively few persons desire to rent
an entire building for a short time. As a rule,
those who want quarters for a short time prefer
parts of huildings, and there is nothing in the
oceupancy-and-use plan to prevent them from
realizing their desire.  As a rule, again, those
who want an entire building want it for a long
time, and therefore can afford to build or buy.

The exceptional person who does not come un-
der these heads will undoubtedly have to pay
something for the realization of his exceptional
I'e will have to make it worth the
while of the occupying owner of the desired
building to part with it; that is to say, he will
have to buy the building at something above
its normal value. Perhaps, to avoid the em-
barrassment of looking for a purchaser at the
expirations of the time for which he desires the
building, he will be able to etfect a contract
with the seller whereby the latter shall agree
to buy back the building at a given date ac its
normal value, If the seller should fail to keep
this agreement, the building would still be the
property of the buyer, and he could seil it to
another party. The difference Letween the
buying and the sclling price might not exceed
the rent exaeted for such buildings under the
present rdydine.  But, assuming that these ex-
ceptional persons would be, for occasional brief
periods, under a greater burden in this respect
than at present, this could not offset the far
more important fact that the great body of peo-
ple would be occupying their own buildings,
paying no rent for their use and no interest on
the money with which they were built.  The
entire race’s steady and imperative need of free
access to the land cannot be subordinated to the
oceasional convenience of a small fraction of the
race.

The adjustment of the conditions upon which
an occupant and user can secure his premises
against being considered as abandoned while he
is on a vacation or a visit, or of the conditions
upon which an occupying owner who desires to
sell may hold his property while seeking a pur-
chaser, or of the conditions upon which a man
who builds houses, not to rent, but to sell,
may likewise be accommodated in his search for
purchasers, is a mere matter of human device or
administrative detail, not to be discussed in
these columns unless the attempt be to show
that such device is impossible,

Probably my language regarding ground-floor
occupants was not sufficiently clear. In my as-
sertion that they would own both land and store
the intended emphasis was on the words here
italicized, and I neglected to consider the fact
that not all oceupying owners would, on erect-
ing a building, prefer to occupy the ground
floor themselves, my view being colored by the
knowledge that retail druggists, apropos of
whom my point was made, so far as I have ob-
served, do business on the ground floor. It
was not in my mind at ail to deny that a regis-
tered occupying owner would lose his claim to
protection of his title should he choose to per-
sonally occupy only the attie of his building.

It would be required enly that he should oc-
cupy and use some portion or portions prac-
tically cqual to the ground tloor in area. It is
probable that in an occupancy-and-use system
there would bhe many cases of rent-paying by
tenants of rooms or tloors.  Buat the amount of
this rent would be greatly influenced by the
competition that would prevail in consequence
of the freeing of unused land, and the ability
to build with non-interest-bearing capital that
free money would insure, as well as by the non-
intervention of the protective arsociation in the
relations of owner and tenant. I question
whether, under such circumstances, the rent
that could be obtained would often much exceed

desires,

the loss through wear and tear angd care of the
premises rented,

In his present remarks about price-cutting
and its relation to rent Mr, Byington leaves en-
tirely out of the account the element of com-
petition on which iy argument rests,  Does
Le suppose that there is any sharply competitive
trade in existence in which the tradesinan does
not constantly ask himself the question how he
can manage to lower his prices in order to se-
cure some of the patronage that is going to his
competitors 7 And does he suppose that, in
considering this problem, this tradesman fails
to ask himself if he cannot reduce his expenses
and therehy manage to lower his prices ?  And
is not rent one of these expenses ?  And, if it
were lifted from his shoulders, would he not
lower his prices at onee ?  And, if he did,
wonld not his competitor, who has all the time
been doing business in a building of his own
and paying rent to nobody, be forced to lower
his prices also in order to retain his trade,—a
thing which now he does not have to do hacause
his rent-paying competitor cannot lower his
It is as clear as daylight.

The man who builds a cage over a sleeper
prevents the slecper from exerecising his unques-
tionable right to step off’ of premises that be-
long to another, and therefore is an invader.
The man who becomes by occupancy and use
the owner of a previously unoccupied, unim-
proved, and unused passage, and in the exercise
of his ownership blocks the passage, simply pre-
vents other men from doing what they have no
right to do,—that is, step on to premises that
belong to another,—and therefore is not an
invader,

Myr. Byington’s answer to my contention that
there may be circumstances under which it is
advisable to do violence to equal freedom
amounts in its conclusion to a statement that no
cvil can be as disestrous as an act of invasion;
that justice should be done though the heavens
fall, for a precedeat of injustice would lead to a
worse disaster than the falling of the heavens;
and that, if he were the guardian of a city most
of whose inhabitants found themselves under the
necessity of a choice between death by fire on
the one hand and death by drowning on the
other, he would not velieve them from this
choice if he could do so only by violating the
property rights of a portion of his fellow-
citizens. Discussion is hopeless here. 1.

prices ?

George Bernard Shaw carries his censtitu-
tionalism a little too far. In discussing, in his
own happy fashion, the conventional methods
of solving dramatic situations involving the
question of marriage and adulterous love, he'
says, after pointing out the growing practicabil-
ity of unconventional relations, that he must
not be understood as suggesting ¢ anarchical
violations of our marriage laws rather than an
orderly agitation for constitutional reform of
them in harmony with the higher morality of
our own time.”  Why this disclaimer 2 Mr,
Shaw has repeatedly stated that his sympathies
are Anarchistic, and that he would abandon
his State Socialism if he was convinced that
‘“rent ” could be equitably distributed under
cconomic freedom.  Tlaving no faith in com-
petition as a solvent of monopoly and inequal-
ity, it is not unuatural for Mr. Shaw to favor
State interference with industrial velations,
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Buat what has ¢ rent ” to do with the freedom
of love and sexual relations ? Why should he
deprecate ““anarchical violations of our mar-
riage laws” 2 Surely he has no superstitious
reverence for mere legal forms and fietions.
And yet from what other standpoint does he
deride what he calls the ¢“aimlessly rebellious
crusade against marriage altogether ” ?

When the Philadelphia strike was at its
height, the director of public safety requested
the saloon-keepers of the city to close their
doors, and they obeyed him, notwithstanding
the fact that he could not have enforced his
request. A number of sapient editors see in
that incident a great argument in favor of high
license,—that being the Philadelphia liquor sys-
tem.  Under low license, they say, it would
have been impossible to secure obedience to
such a request.  This is a fair sample of editor-
ial acumen.  The deeper and wider aspects of
the question are entirely lost sight of, and the
many serious objections to high license which
have long been familiar are passed over. This
is the way all our problems are settled by
newspapers: what wonder is it that the country
is in a state of political and economic chaos ?

Tt is rather strange that editor« are not demand-
ing a law compelling saloons io close on strike
days, Here is an excellent cLance for a Pro-
hibition organ. It cannot be shown, perhaps,
that ‘‘ ram ” has defeated any particular strike,
but that is immaterial.

A few weeks ago the ¢ Evening Post ” was
confidently asserting that our currency troubles
were due to a redundancy of money which
pressed down rates of discount and interest and
drove gold out of the country. Now it tells us
that the new government loan is a forced loan
in reality, since the banks do not want to in-
vest in the bonds, being able to employ the
money more actively and profitably by dis-
counting commercial paper and accommodating
their ordinary customers. How about the re-
dundancy of tie currency, then ? And, if the
currency is not requndant, what is the cause of
our financial embarrassments # Godkin and
White are the leading champions of the gold
basis, and the editor of the *‘ Engineering
Magazine ” thinks that they have said the last
word on finance. How does he explain their in-
ability to remain consistent for a single week ?
In the last few months they have advanced
half a dozen contradictory and mutually exclu-
sive explanations of the present financial
situation. :

An investigation of the police department i1
Philadelphia resulted in disclosures fully as
startling (to the innocent) as those of the mem-
orable Lexow investigation in New York. Cor-
ruption, alliance with crime, protection cf vice
for pay, and so on, were proved against the
foree, and the Republican papers of this over-
whelmingly Republican ¢ity have not ventured
to challenge the general verdict. It is safe to
say that no city of any size can be found whose
police force is not equally treacherous and crim-
inal. Yet the faith in the necessity and utility
of the pelice secms to be as firm as ever.

A Vill has been introduced in congress to prc-
tect American workmen by prohibiting im-
migration of all laborers, skilled or unskilied:

The Republican party of California is said to
father this extraordinary measure, It cannot
be denied that it is a logical extension of the
protectionist idea, and it would not be strange
were organized labor to demand the prohibition
of immigration. It is to its credit that the idea
receives no support in trade unions, A coun-
try which has excluded Chinese labor may sec
fit to go to the length of barring out all foreign
Such an act would not, however, pre-
vent the fools and the hypocrites from claiming
that this is the freest and most enlightened
country in the world. The bill will not pass,
simply because labor does not clamor for it and
there is no politics in the thing.

labor,

A movement for the reduction of street rail-
way fares in Chicago is antagonized by the
Single Taxers on the ground that no benefit
would accrue to the people, such reductions
werely redounding to the profits of landlords.
This 1s strictly logical from the standpoint of
single-tax economics, which, of course, does not
prevent it from being absurd. The Single
Taxer sees only one enemy, the landlord; and
the social problem presents itself to him as a
very simple thing. To bhe entirely consistent,
he ought to oppose all reductions in the price of
food, clothing, and other necessaries of life.
What Single Taxers fail to pereeive is the com-
plexity of human relations. This failure be-
trays them into numberless blunders, great and
small.

Referring to the discussion by the New
York chamber of commerce of plans for taking
the saloon out of politics, the ¢ Voice ” boldly
says: ““ We will give a certified eheck for
$10,000 to the man who will contrive any way
to take the saloon out o1 politics without taking
it out of existence.” Lilerty claims the check.
It has repeatedly demonstrated that it is pos-
sible to take the saloon out of politics without
destroying it. That way is—absolute non-
interference with the liquor trade. Let any-
body who chooses open a saloon and sell liquor
at any time he pleases. This will keep all
liquor dealers, big and little, out of politics.
The ** Voice ” is not willing to try this method;
so let it not swagger and pretend to have
checks ready for successful competitors.

Judge Pryor, of New York, declines to issue
naturalization papers to applieants who are ig-
norant of the Monroe doctrine. If there were a
law denaturalizing Americans for similar ig-
norance, nine out of every ten would find them-
selves ¢ countryless.”

The ¢ Voice,” which was so down on Rev.
F. M. Foster for opposing majority rule, now
can’t see how ‘¢ the fact that the Uitlanders
outnumber the Boers is suflicient reason for giv-
ing them equal rights with the latter.”

Chicago Single Taxers vehemently assert that
their movement is essentially religious, and they
frown on attempts to deal with it as an eco-
nomic affair pure and simple.  Would all Single
Taxers were so regardful of their traditions
and early teaching! There is nothing more
wonderful than single-tax theology and meta-
physics; even women temperance associations

' may yet see fit to adopt a single-tax plank. I

wrofoundly sympathize with the progressive
R 0y o (=]

minority in the single-tax ranks, With their
materialism, individualism, and healthy ab-
horrence of cant, their positior must be very
trying.
The Governors and the Governed.

Wasiincron, Jax. 14.—Society people here are re-
marking that tl e display of dinnonds at tiie presi-
dent’s reception Thursday evening was more exien-
sive than any that has been witnessed at, the nation.!
capital since the administration of President Arthus,
when the jewels of New York and Philade!phin were
brought here to be exhibited upon the necks of fair
women.  Mrs, Scott Townsend is said to hav: merle
the finest display Thursday evening, ber new unecklnce
of pure white stones nearly as large as chestnuts be-
ing worn for the first time. The widow of Senator
Heurst was also noticeable for her remarkable jewels,
and it is said that some of them came from Mrs. Stan-
ford’s collection. Mrs. Dominguez, wife of the
charge d’agtuires of the Argentine Republic, ranked
next for the abundance and beauty of her dismonds
and pearls. She was a San Francisco girl and a
daughter of one of the bonanza silver kings,

Syractsg, N. Y., JAN. 14.—A small riot took place
at the city hall this morning. Men in want, to the
number of twenty-five, are given work for three days
at a time, shoveling snow for the city. To-day about
two hundred men appiied. The poor overseer tried tc
muke selections by lot, when those failing to draw
tickets set upon him, tore his clothing oft, and handled
him roughly. The police interfered to prevent further
violence,

The Enemy of Man.
Long time ago, when men were weak,
And animals were big and strong,
They say it was a narrow squeak
For any one to get along;
But now what must the trouble be ?
No vengeful quadrupeds have we,
. Save those that we may go .to see
For fifty cents,—What can be wrong 7

Back to the shades primeval tled

The wolf, the panther, and the bear,
Of Man, the Terror, more in dread

Than he of them; and everywhere
Bright Nature hailed the conqueror
Who was to make fond love to her;
Contidering what déd oceur,

The outlook was exceeding fair.

And yet,—go ask of Mother Earth
What things have taken place since then:
Fire, falsehood, famine, sword, and ruth,
A globe thick-sown with murdered men.
Go read the Martyrdom of Man,
And hold your anger, if you can,
Or sorrow ; though the better plan
‘Were to think hard on what has been.

O bearer of the diamond crown!
There’s blood upon the gems you wear;
Unseen by you it drips adown
And clots upon your shoulders fair.
A crippled, starved, and plundered race
(The sacrifice to frame your face)
The fearful load, the slave’s disgrace,
May, s metime, fail to calmly bear.

And'if we infidels are wrong,
And the ‘e does come a Day of Doom,
It will not take Him very long
To say who'll make Hell's furnace boom:
The ones who drive us to disease,
‘Who, needless, make us fight and freeze
And risk our lives in stormy seas,
The desert’s drought, the mine’s deep gloom.

Hush! tell it not in Gath, nor let

Be known from Beersheba to Dan,
The fact that's not made public yet,

Against which lies a special ban;
But I will whisper just to you
A thiag I think you never knew,
A verity,—alas! foo true:

Man's only enemy s MAN!

Witliam Wadsicin Gordak,
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‘“Es ist Strengstens Untersagt.”
From the note-book of an American touriat in Germany.
{The Century.}
A Yankee in Deutschland declared :
“TI know a fine Fritulein here;
Of the Bangor girls she’s the peer.
I'll wed her at once,” he declared.
‘“Oh, no!” said the Polizei.
Said the Yankee, ‘“ Why ¢”
*“ You cannot at once be wed,
It is strengthily undersaid;
You first must be measured and weighed, and then
Tell where you were born, and why, and when.

Then the Yankee in Deutschland declared :
* Well. instead we will go on a spin
Through the beautiful streets of Berlin
On our * bike,”” the Yankee declared.
“ Oh, no!” said the Polizei,
Said the Yankee, *“ Why 2"
** You cannot go cycling instead,
It is strengthily undersaid ;
You first must be measured and weighed, and then
Tell where you would whee), and why, and when.”

Then the Yankee in Deutschland declared:
** Never mind, we’ll go to the play,
Your pretty new hat to display.
It is worth it,” the Yankee declared.
Oh, no!” said the Polizei.
Said the Yankee, *“ Why 2
** We object to the Lat on the head,
It is strengthily undersaid ;
It tirst must be measared and weighed, and then
Tell where it was made, and why, and when,”

Then the Yankee in Deutschland declared
 If one must forever be worried
Like this, he had better be buried,
And be done with it!” he declared,
“Oh, no!™ said the Polizei,
Said the Yankee, ** Why
“If you do, we will break your head,
For it's strengthily undersaid;
You first must be measured and weighed, and then
Tell why you were born at all, and when,
And promise never to do it again.”
Said the Yunkee, ¥ Which 1” and ¢ Why ?”
““Both,"” answered the Polizei.
G. W. R

The Occupancy-and-Use Doctrine.
To the Editor of Liberty:

I try not to make myself a bigger fool than my
neighbors, but I do . ice in a while break the record in
that line. I seem te have done so when I read ““ A "
for ““B"” in your ar swer to my question. I admire
your forbearance i1 printing the colum= of inapplica-
ble stuff I wrote urder that misundersta. Aing,—or, in-
deed, in consenting to continue the discu. tion at all
with one who carries it on in such a way.

But, theugh that column of rhetoric appears to huve
been fired in theair, I can write as good a column
about what you really said. In the first place, it
makes me wonder what the ground of the principle of
land tenure by occupancy and use can be. 1 had un-
derstood that the owner of improved land held his title
to it by virtue of his ownership of the improvements,
that the user without improvement held it by his
owaership of his own person or movable property situ-
ated on it, and that. if be left it absolutely unoccupied
over night, any one who could put an improvement
on it in that time mighi have it. But now it appears
that the principle of occupancy is of such force that
this tenure of land not cnly disregards, in certain
cases, the ownership of labor products, but even has
force to transfer the ownership of a labor product
from one person to acother without contract or the
payment of aa equivalent. Nay, even the sanctity of
contract, which I never thought to see you yield, gives
way before the ity of y and use; for
there is no possible conception cf renting a house that
does not include a contract by which the house is to
be regarded as still the landlord’s property, and is to
revert to his pc {ion at the expiration (however that
may be determined) of the lease. But, in the teeth of
the contract and of all other rights of property, the
landlord’s ownership of both house and lot is annulled

the moment he yiclds possession of them to a tenant.
Well, if this is Anarchism, I don's know paternal
legislation when Isee it. I supposed that the object
of Anarchism was to let every man ‘* control self and
the results of self-exertion ”; that it proposed to attain
this end by letting nothing but crime or contract
alienate a man's claim to control either of these things;
and that it could never be a crime to demand the ful-
filment of any contract, frecly entered into between
two citizens of the Anarchistic society, regarding the
ownership or possession of property. But here it is
provided that, when one has produced for himself
certain property,—to wit, a house,—and then has en-
tered into a contract with another by which the other
is to have the use of that property for u limited period
(the ownership remaining with the producer, and the
possession reverting to him at a day set, or whenever
the user shall fail to make a certain periodical pay-
ment), and when the producer has begun faithfully ‘o
perform his part of the contract by yielding possession
of the house, then his non-invasive actions, apparently
useful and friendly, shall be punished by the transfer
of the ownership of that house to another person, who
shall be protected against any attempt on the pro-
ducer’s part to recover the property. He is fined one
house for the crime of building a house and then
letting another man live in it, the fine being made pay-
able to the particeps criminis. Whas there ever any-
thing in your * Beauties of Government ™ to beat
that ?

I note a further surprising implication, which I
never dreamed of before.  Unused Inad, if usabie,—
even, as the context shows, if occupied by improve-
ments,—will not remain idle, for ‘‘any one would be
free to take it.” 1 had supposed that the owner of a
house could keep the house empty if he chose so to do;
but I see I am wrong. His ownership in the house, a
labor product, lapses as soon as he removes his person
(and his movable property ? I dor’t know) from it.

Certainly it cannot be denied that this will be a
vexatious restriction on useful business. You yourself
point out that it will put an end to the business of
renting houses, so that the man who wants to have the
use of & heuse for one year must buy u house, and
then trust his Iuck to find a purchaser at the end of
the year. This inconvenience will be a decided obstruc-
tion to every form of business that requires for its
most convenient transaction the temporary occupaney
of a shop, or temporary residence in any place. To be
sure, in the latter case, he can rent rooms in a house
oceupied by others; but, if he happens to prefer having
4 house to himself, the necessity of giving up his pre-
ference is an obstruction to his business. All this is
clear without considering that the man who leaves
home for any length of time must first find a pur
chaser for his house, since it will become another's
property if he either rents it or leaves it vacant, and
the man who buys a house in which he will stay only
one year must, for the same reason, find & purchaser to
take it a¢ once on his departure. (But this will be
made easier by the reduction in the supply of houses,
consequent on the fact that no one can afford to build
a house for sale unless he is prepared to occupy it till
a purchaser appears, even though the purchaser be un-
expectedly slow in appearing. Still, the man whose
circumstaaces require him to sell at a certain time is
likely to get bitten in the price.)

You answer in advance one question that I should
otherwise have asked, when you tell me that, where
the stories of a building are occupied by different per-
sons, the ground floor man is to own the land. Thus,
for instance, the druggist in the * Sun ” building
owns the land under his store, and the * Sun,” which
occupies three stories (I believe) above him, has no
right in it. Just how the fact that he is next the
earth should make his one story constitute more of an
occupancy than the ‘* Sun’s ” three is not clear to my
muddled head; neither am I certain what will follow
if it turns out that somebody else occupies the cellar
under him. I note, however, an occasion for partially
retracting my coniession that my expostulation under
point 5 in No. 824 was unprovoked; for all who ve-
cupy sites above the ground floor are left still paying
rent to their landlord. This includes a very large
body of business; and, since the market does not sepa-
rate lund-rent from house-rent, they will be paying
both. It seems to me that this justifies considerable

parts of my complaint on the poor tenant’s behalf.

My answer about ‘‘ those drug-stores " is now ¢m-
bodied in my ““ puerile question ” about the fact that
raders on their own land do not now undersel! those
who pay rent.  You ask if I am *‘ reaily unawure that
the man who uses that which he could lend to another
for a price insists on getting as much profit . . . as he
would get if he should lend it.” No, I am not un-
aware of that; I am only unaware that it has anything
to ido with what we are talking about. Are you really
unaware that thet maxim is simply a particular case
of a very broad principle.—to wit, that men generally
try to get all that they think they can out of what-
ever they have; that the druggist who occupied a good
site rent free would not lower his prices unless he ex-
pected to muke more money in that way than by
keeping them up; and that the druggist on a good site
of kis own would now lower his prices if he expected
to make more by that than by keeping them up? Or
have you in mind some way by which price-cutting is
to be made more profitable to this man then than
now 7 The fact is that high rents, or any other ex-
pense, niny drive a man out of business, bu“. as long
as he is in business, thoy can never prevent .im from
making the same cuts in price that he would make if
those expenses did not exist. If he expects a given
cut to increase his piofits, he will make it, however
high his expenses; if he «xpects it to decrease them, R
he will not make it, however low his expenses. And o
the amount of any expense caa never affect the amount
of profit to be gained from a cut in price unless that
cut will affect the amount of that expense.

The rest of our points can be dismissed with a few
words. I asked you what was the difference between
the man who builds s cage over a sleeper and the man
who blocks a passage, that one should be an invader
and the other not.  You reply by reassuring me that -
one is an invader and the other not, but give no ex-
planation of the ground of the distinction. My ques-
tion still awaits an answer.

As to the question whether the law of equal freedom
can be obered in the face of a conflagration, when
people object to the blowing-up of their houses to stop
the flames,—supposing also that more than an isolated
‘ouse here and there is inhabited by persons who have
not bound themselves to any defensive ussociation by
a contract requiring them to yield their property for
the common need in such extreme emergencies, though [
this is hardly a probable supposition,—I should, in the
fivst piace, bave it understood that those whose
houses were saciificed were catitled to a compensation
at least equal to the value of their chance of escape if
not blown up.  Asa juryman, I would give them that
in the absence of previous contract on the subject; as
chief of the fire department, I would offer in advance
several times that. This would make all reasonable
owners consent, and I should assume every owner's
consent if I didn’t hear from him. If he protosted, I
should move on to the next house, without stopping
for arguinent, and leave him to take his chances with
the fire. If the flames were coming on faster than [
could carry my powder from block to block, I should
not be trying to stop them in that way. If the protest
was deluyed—whether by the ownes’s fault or not--till
the powder wus already in the house, I should tell
hiwn that we, acting as his silence justified us in ace-
ing, had created s commodity of placed powder in
which, it being the product of our lawful labor, we
claimed such property rights as we could not alford to
waive, so we would use it. (That is, I'd tell him that
next day when I bad time.) Finally, if the recal-
citrants were 80 very numcrous as to break up the
zone of defence, I should grin and bear it for sweet
Anarchy’s sake, as a lesser cvil than the establishment
of a governmental precedent,—taking notice at the
same time that I was very likely t; be mistaken about
the necessity of the demolition, since so many seemed
convinced of its necdlessness.

As to my collecting your share of rent, you still
claim nothing that I did not intend to concede, I
think. = As to Miss Musson’s answer to the same pro-
blem, based on the proposition that we ** cannot prove
separate rights to the rent, but only aggregated -
rights,” it seems to me that this proposition is directly
contrary to Henry George's argument in ** A Per.
plexed Philosopher,” part 1, ch. 4; and sincs, 3o far
a8 I know, Single Taxers generally gave special ap- .
plause ‘0 this poin. of George’s, Miss Musson’s article

¥«

does not seem to be vrthodox Single Tax doctrine.
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If she writes again, I hope she will comment on the
passage where she bids us ** collect the whole rental
vulue and then return it to the community in main-
ternnce of equal freedom, by making and maintaining
public highways and by protection of life and prop-
erty.” I am surprised to learn that street-paving is
part of the maintenance of equal freedom, and almost
equally surprised to learn that all economic rent can
protitahiy be spent on police and the care of streets,

StePHEN T. BYINGTON.

A Winter Scene.

Tranglated by Benj R. Tucker from the French of Octave Mirbeau
in ** Le Journal,” and dedicated by the transiator to the
sportsman of the Free Socialist party, J. Wm, Lloyd,

The other day I was invited to a hunt. Tam not a
hunter; T am even what might be called an anti-
hunter.  But I resolved, nevertheless, to aceept this
invitation and to be on hand with my cane,

We left Paris early in the morning, from the Saint
Lazare station. It was a carious sight, Iu order to
get into the waiting room, we had to stride over pros-
trate bodies, *h. vodies of poor Italian emigrants who
stept rohed in their rags waiting for the exile train.
Cadaverous faces, frames emaciated by bhunger and
misery, pitifus gam» besen up and hunted down by
cvnegetes of human flenh who will finally destroy
i Sicilinn soil even the memory of man, destived in
thiui country (o become: a scientifie curiosity, a museum
civnmene ke the weimaeth and the ichthyosanrue
Lere some thirty tre .
hunters,—pro <7 Jeather cases, wearing ieather
hoets, and b 5 “with leather straps from which
nets hung hes sealps. The coltars of their fur over-
conts were tirned up Lo meet their soft hats, so that

hing wa visible of their fuces except terrible beards

and disorderly masses of fear-inspiring hair.  Evidently
the mounts incer Tholrog, with the white skin, or the

dark luke oweller Rob Sen, o funcifully evoked by J.

H. Kosny in his admirable ** Erimab,” looked not un-

like these  And to see them in their hides and furs and

hair, pacing the room with long resounding strides,
their nostrils already scenting the game, their eyes
searching the thickets where sleens the prey, their
arms describing in advance the gestures of massaere,
carried one back to fabulous prel.istoric times when
man fought in furious combat the tiger sy

wrus, and the weli,.  They were talking viii

other, ar«d their almost incomprehensible language, o

slung of the Quaternary period, made up of hoarse or

hissing articulations, varied barks, and chromatic
howls, was not caleulated to efface the impression that

T was gazing upon beings escaped from *he lake-

dwellings of Switzerland or the caves of Aridge.  As

fur as 1 could gather verbal meaning from this scarcely
shaded gutturalism, I uanderstood that they were re-
counting their exploits of the previous week, their
great victories over the hares, the partridges, and the
formidable sky-larks.  And I too had a vision, swift
but elear, of the great lakes and viegin forests where
our ancestors, clad in the skins of veasts, celebrated
with the same eloguence the death of the ures and of
the antelope rupicapra.

In the railway carrizge into which we erammed our-
sclves, the conversation—if the term conversation
may be appiicd to such an exchange of discordant
cries, recalling those of the wrus, the stag, the black
bear, and the lemmergejer—turned upon the subject

of poachers.  The clamor was so loud and so unani-
mously vociferous that we had to open the win-

dows, in spite of the cold, for we could no longer un-

derstand each other, and it was to be feared that the

partitions of the il way carriage would no longer re-
sist such a cyclone o wrath.  Each, and all ai once,
their beards more | ¢iry, their furs more ruffied, their
boots and belts anc cases animated by a more furious
hatred, they propo ed bloody laws, punishments,
quarterings, extra “hinese tortures, against poachers
who deprive hunt rs of the pleasure of a vaster bat-
chery, the joy of : completer massacre.,

One of them ga ¢ utterance to this idea, which I
translate into » k own tengue:’

““Why doesn’t he government authorize us to hunt
poachers ' Why doun’t the police pay for the paws of
a dead poacher, s they do for those of wolves ? Why
doesn't the Past ur institute sell vials which would
spread fatal ane infectious diseases among the poach-
ers, as it does f r the fleld-mice 27

In the waiting roo

inch interrogation was greeted by all the other
hunters with approving shouts and furious tallyhos,
which drowned the rattle of the train and the whistle
of the locomotive,

But now weare in the ficlds. There are clouds in
the sky; a sharp and icy wind is blowing from the
north-west. A dirty fog is falling on the hillsides, en-
veloping the regiou in an indescribable sadness.  The
hunters go forward, crushing the sods and twmning up
the sowings of rye and wheat with their boot-heels.
Their guns in their hands, they proceed with watchful
eyes and quivering nostrils, at regular distances
from one another. 1 have selected my hunter, an im-
mense person of the dolichocephalic type, with a black
beard, and harnessed as if for o merciless war; and 1
walk by his side. With every step that he takes on
the soft soil he destroys the sprouting wheat; against
the wheat, whose fraii shoots are hardly green as yet,
he seems to have a spite; and he insults the sparrows
that rise at his approach, and in gross language he
reproaches them for not being partridges. ' With every
minute his pace beconrzs more aggressive, more angry.
He grunts and growls in his throat. e scatters the
stones, the manure heaps, the rotting stubble, and the
pimpernels turaing green between the sods.  From
time to time, at a distance, bevies of partridges start
up, but s¢ far away that they can scarcely be distin-
guished,  Then the hunter's wrath redoubles,  He
showers invective upon the partridges, defies them,
covers them with outmges, not being able to cover
them with lead, and says to me:

*They are too cowardly to come within reach of my
gun!”

Anid he beging to phitosophise:

* For that matter, it is the wxme throughout France.
Everything is bolting, everyihiug is disappearing, —
principles, virtues, glory, game,  We are a rotten peo-
ple, a tinished people.  There is no longer any author-
ity: there is no longer anything. Do you suppose
that nuniversal suffrage will repopulate the hunting-
grounds ? T former times did the partridges start up
at such distances 2 In former times they started up at
cue's very feet, the partridges.  But you see, then
there was an authority, principles, laws!  What do
you expect 2 So it is!  As long as there shall be no
authority, no iron hand, no sword, . . . yes, a sword,
. ..owell, so it will bet”

At this point a hare starts up and scampers off.

The haunter nims, fires, and misses.

“ Oh! the beast!” he cries, ““ the dirty beast!”

Then, recovering from his moment of stupefaction,
be begins to run after the hare, barking like a dog. . . .

It has not been a good day.  Only three partridges
have been killed. The hunters, gathered in a circle
around the three birds, 1ift their voices in Jamenta-
tion. And as the wing of one of the birds still
quivers and a slizht spasm of agony runs beneath its
feathers, one of the hunters grasps it, crushes its head
under his boot heel, and throws it back beside the
others, shouting:

¢ Filthy carerion!”

At night, in the railway carriage that takes us home,
the tired huaters sleep in their hides and furs and
hair.  Aad I see their lips move, in the pale light that
falls upon them, and their bairy mouths open, as if to
bark.

They are doubtiess dreaming that they are dogs,
pursuing, in the virgin plains, hares as big as ele-
phants and partriddges with engles’ wings.

Plum Pudding on the Free List.
{New York World.}

One of the most interesting and estimable products
of the British Isles is the English plum pudding. It
always conforms to the demands of the highest art in
shape and color. It has a specific gravity only ex-
ceeded by that of a few of the rarest and heaviest
metals. It is absolutely indestructible, and one pud-
ding wiil sutisfy the appetite of any but an English
family for an entire lifetiine,  Naturally, when an
E 1glishiman sends an American an English pluin pud-
ding, the American takes it as a solemn and sacred act
of international friendship. As a gift of tobacco is
among Indians, as nose rubbing is among Hottentots,
so is a gift of plum pudding among Englishmen,

To show his high regard for America and Amer-

icans, an Englishman sent R. J. Godwin, of R, J. God-

win & Son, custom brokers at No, 60 Wall street, a
splendid English plum pudding, weighing full ten
pounds as it lay and guaranteed to weigh a ton when
eaten, It arrived on December 22, and was received
with due pump and ceremony. Mr. Godwin was
there, and Deputy Collector Corey told him no duty
would be charged. Thanks to section 1,036, a deputy
collector has power to pass frec things that are worth
less than §1.  He decided to consider this plum pud-
ding a8 a thing of no monetary value, because it had
such priceless worth as an art treasure.  Mr. Godwin
thanked him profusely, and lnid hold of the pudding
to take it away.

“ Not 5o fast,” said Mr. Corey. ** We must make
haste slowly and with digaity. I must send it over to
the stores t Le weighed and appraised. A mere mat-
ter of form. You cun have your pudding in a day or
two."”

So he sent the pudding away to the stores, and gave
Mr. Godwin an order on Deputy Collector Williams to
deliver it without duty charge. Mr. Godwin went
away. The day before Christmas he, being unable to
go himself, sent his most trusted employee to the
stores for the pudding. ** We will have it at the
Christmas dinner to-morrow,” he said,

The trusted employee presented Corey’s order, and
asked for the pudding. ** Not sc fast,” said Deputy
Williams. ** This pudding is ain article of grest
value. It competes with the great American plum
pudding. Twenty per cent. duty, please.”

The trusted employee fled to Mr, Godwin,  ““ Pay
the duty,” said Mr. Godwin. ** Here's the money.
Pay him his twerty per cent., and briug away my
pudding.”

So back vhe trusted employee went, laid down the
money, and stretched out his hand for the internation:t
treasure.

“No, no, my good man,” said Williams, ** The
great United States government does not transact its
business iu that indecent, unsystematic way, Is the
pudding dutiable or non dutiable ? I am tight, or
Corey is right. T hold the puddiag uniil tue matter is
decided.”

The trusted employee hurried away. Mr. Godwin
came and plended and stormed.  But he got no pud-
ding for his Christinas dinner.  Neither did he get it
for his New Year's dinner.  The pudding lay sadly in
a dark corner of the customs stores.  And telegrams
and letters passed to and fro between the stores and
the custom house, between deputies and the collector,
between the collector and Washington. Thouasands of
woriig were written upon scores of sheets of paper,
with the plum pudding as the text.

Last Monday (Junuary 13) was the deciding day.
All phases of the subject had been exhausted, all pre-
cedents had been examined, ali the testimony was in.

Collector Kilbreth read, pondered, and gave his deci-
sion, The pudding was to come in free. Mr. God-
win bore his treasure away. It was eaten the next
Sunday.

Anarchist Letter-Writing Corps.

The Secretary wants every reader of Liberty to send
in his name for enrolment.  Those who do so thereby
pledge themselves to write, when possible, a letter
every fortnight, on Anarchism or kindred subjects, to
the ** target " assigned in Liberty for that fortnight,
and to notify the secretary prompily in case of any
failure to write to a target (which it is hoped wiil not
often occur), or in case of temporary or permanent
withdrawal from the work of the Corps.  All,
whether members or not, are asked to lose no oppor-
tunity of informing the secretary of suitable targets.
Address, StepieN T. ByinaToN, Flushing Institute,
Flushing, N. Y.

A member writes: I have been unable to write to
any of our targets for nearly three months, owing to
having too much work in other ways. I will try one
of these days to make up for my delinquency, and
write a short letter to all of those I have missed.” 1
am glad to have him keep up his work, cven in this
shape, rather than drop it altogether. But members
should remember that, when one feels bound to do
work which has ulated in iderable arrears,
it has the same sort of crushing effect s a pecuninry
debt; and that the impression on many targets will be
greater if letters are proupt and simultancous thaa it
they are delayed and scattered. Write promptly, it
you can; let me know, if you get noticeably in arrcars;

and, if accumulations of back work interfere with your
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doing the work of to-dny, let the back work go as a
complete default rather than let the evil propagate
itself,

‘Target, section A.—The ‘* Evening Press,” 212
Griswold street, Detroit, Mich., on December 28, pub-
lished an editorial on Comrade Labadie’s lecture in
that city that night, containing these words:

Mr. Labadie is not « bomb-throwing Anarchist, He
is an im{)mcuml dreamer, and lives in a little, vision.
:?' world in whieh the men and women ave too con-
stitutionaliy tired to do wrong. . . . Neith:r philoso-

phical Anarchy, nor any other sort of Anurchy, will
over be permitted to make mucl. progress in America.
It is essentinlly foreign and essentially vicious, Our
people are too putriotic and too practical to take
much stock in it. . We believe in the largest per-
sonal liberty consistent with our form of government;
but the line must be drawn somewhere. The public
ropagation of Anarchistic ideas, whether by Jageph
Labadie or John Most, should not be tolerated.

(The entire editorial was reprinted in the last num-
her of Liberty.) Give the editor some of the informa-
tion he nceds about Anarchism,

Section B.—Rev. R. Heber Newton, Barnardsville,
N. J., answers ns follows the ** Voice’s " question
what he thinks of Mr. Crosby's non resistance
arguments:

In respouse to your inquiry, I would say that I do
not doubt, myself, that Christ “* condemned the use of
foree in defence of life, liberty, and property.” Ile
teaches the doetrine of non resistunce of evil.  And
that docetrine seems a prime article of his ethical teach-
ing.  As to your question, **If it were attempted to
be carried vut by Christ's followers, what wouid be
the practical results 2 the answer depends upon our
belief as to Christ. I he were an enthusiast, cthically,
wn ddeaiist, impracticable and up-in-the air as to his
theories, the ‘* practical results ” of following his
teachings will be dangerous.  If his authority he what
the Christian church Delieves, it may be safe to trust
the ‘* practical results ” and be content to be his * fol-
lowers.” ‘The world, having never taken him seri-
ously in his ethical teachings, may weli be puzzled
over the ‘‘results ” of such an imltation of Christ.

Ask him what he proposes to do toward having
these idess practically carried out by the American
people. Show what service he might do the poor
(whose party be has esp. d.in.some di ions of
the labor problem) by agitating againist the govern-
mental vse of viol to 1 busi Show that
his words logically require him to acknowledge himself
an Anarchist. StepuEN T. BYINGTON.

SLAVES TO DUTY.

By John Badcock, Jr.

A unique addition to the pamphlet literature of Anarchism, in that
it ansails the maorality ruperstition as the foundatioo of the various
schemes for the exploitation of mankind.  Max Stirner himself
toes not expoand the doctrine of Egoism in bolder fashion, 30
pages.

Prici, 15 CeNts,
Muiled, post-paid, by
Bext. R Trexken, Box 1812, New York City,

MODERN MARRIAGE.
RY EMILE Z0IA.

Trawslated fyon the

French by Benj. B. Tucker.

I thix bis Gatest story Zola takes foar typleal marriages, — one
from the robitiny, ane fram the bonrgeoisic, one from the petty bour-
qeoisiv, and one from the working-people, - - and deseribes, with alt
the power ordrons art, how each originates, b, what motive
eael i inepited, bow cach i constmmiated, and Row €2 results,

Price, 15 CeN
Maited, portpaid, by the Tubiisher,
Bexs. R TUeneR, Box 13!2, NEw York CITY.

THE BALLOT.

BY WILLIAM WALSTEIN GORDAK.

A ghort poom illugtrating the absurdity of major'y rule. Printed
e deaflet, with an cffective advertisesient of L'berty on the back.
Exeelivnt for propugandism,

Ten Cents Per Hundred Copies,
Mailed, post-paid, by .
Bess. R Tveker Box 1812, New Yurk City.
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Wind-Harp Songwm,

Poemy of life, love, nature, liberty, and death. An appropriste
gift-Dook.  Nicely botnde O vp
Price, $1.0),

Mailed, post-paid, by the author,
J. Wa. LLovp, WESTFIELD, NEW JERSEY,

THE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY.

STEPHEN PEARIL. ANDREWS,

A well-printed hook of 165 lurge pages, consisting of two vssaye.
bearing the rnllnwh:jz titles respect vul{: '*The True Constitution of
Government in the ovurnlfmy of the Individual as the Final Devel-
oll)nwnt of P'r § . #rd Roclal My ¢ Cont the
Limit of Price: A Seientite Mewsure “ Honesty in Trade ax One of
the Fundamental Principles in the 8¢ ution of the Sociul Froblem,"

This work is an elaborate exposijon of the teachings of Josah
Warren by one of his foremont disciples,

Price X Crorn, $1.00; 18 Parkir, 50 CENTS,
PREMIUM OFKER.,

Any person purchasing of the undersigned a cloth-bound eopy of
**The Beience of Socfety * will also receive, free of ehurge, ove <op
of *“The Review of the Auarchist Case,™ by Gen, M. M, prambatl,
und of * The Reasons for Pardoning Schwab, of a2, by Gov. John
P. Aligeid,

Any person purclmnin[g 4 paper-bound cop
of charge, one (-nw of ‘|

Mailed, post-pakd, by

Bena. R Teexen, Box 1812, New York City,

y will also receive, free

olstoi’s ** Chureh and State,™

INSTEAD OF A BOOK:

BY A MAN TOO BUSY TO WRITE ONE.
A FRAGMENTARY EXPOSITION OF
PHILOSOPHICAL, ANARCHISM.

Culled from the Writings of
BENJ. R. TUCKER,

Emitor or laserry.
‘With a Full-Page Half-Tone Portrait of the Author.

Al , well-printed, and exceseively cheap volume of 524 gos,
consisting of articles sclected from Liberty and classified ui the
following hwlln‘w (1) State Socialism and Anarchism: How Far
They Agree, and Wherein They Differ; (3) The Individual, Society,
and the State; (3) Money and Interest; (4) Land and Rent; (5) So-
clalism; (6) Commuaism; (7) Methods; (8) Miscellaneous. The
whole elaborately indexed.

Price, Fifty Cents.
Mailed, post-paid, by the Publisher,

Bexy. R. TUcKER, Box 1812, NEw YoRrg CiY.

LIBERTY'S LIBRARY.

For any of the following Works, address,
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 1812, New York, N. Y.

80 THE RAILWAY KINGS ITCH FOR AN EM.
pire, Do They ? B{ a_* Red-Hlot Striker,™ of Scranton, Pa, A
reply to an article by Willinn M. G in the nfernational
Review. Price, 10 cents; per hundred, $4.00.

BOMBS: The Poctry and Philosophy of Anarehy. By William A.
Whittick. 187 pages.  Price, cloth, 75 cente; paper, 50 cente,

ANARCHISTS’ MARCH. Tune: Bjorneburgarnes Marsch

(Finuish War Song). Words by J. W, Lloyd.  Price, 10 cents,

CAPTAIN ROLAND’S8 PURSE: low It is Filled and How
Emptied. 3y Jean Ruekin, The first of n projected eeries of La-
bor Tracte. Sepplied at 37 cents per hundred.

THE ETORY OF AN AFRICAN FARM. Ly Olive

Schreiner. A romanee, not of wdventure, but of the intcleetunl
life und growth of voung English and German people fiving among
the Boers and Kaflire;  picturing the mental struggles through
which they passed in their evolution from orthedoxy to ration-
alism; and representivg advanced ideas on refigions” and rocial
guestions. A work of remurkable power, beauty, and originality,
335 pages  Price, eloth, 60 cents: paper, 25 eeuts.

WORK AND WEALTH. By J. K.
Price, 10 cents,

LOVE, MARRIAGE, AND DIVORCE, and the Sove-

refgnty of the Individual. A discussion between Henry James,
Horuce Greeley, and Stephien Pearl Andrews.  Inclnding the finai
replies of M nilrews, rejected by the New York Tyibune, and a
rubreynent diveussion, occarrimg twenty years later, between Mr,
Jamen atd Mr. Andrews, 19 pages. Price, 35 cents,

MY UNCLE BENJAMIN. A humorous, satirical, and philo-
sophical novel. By Clande Tillier. ‘Translated from the French
by Benj, R. Tucker. With a sketeh of the author's life and works
by Ludwig Pfau. ‘This work, though it has enjoyed the honor of
three translations into German, has never before been tianslated
into English. It is one of the most delightfully witty works ever
written,” Almost every sentence excites a langh. It s thoroughly
realistic, but not at all’ repulsive. Its satirical treatment of human-
ity's folbles and its jovial but profound philosophy have won its
author the title of *the modern Rabelala.” My Uncle Benjamin
riddies with the shafts of his good-natured ridicule the shams of
theolo;f . law, medicine, commeree, war, msrﬂxﬁ)ﬁ, and society
generally. 312 pages.  Price. cloth, ‘l .00; paper, 50 cents,

THE QUINTESSENCE OF IBSENISM. Ry G. Bernard

Shaw.  Pronounced Yy the London Sefurdey Review a * most di-
verting book,” and ’.‘K the author ** the most complete assertion of
the validity of the human will as against ail lawa, institutions,
isna, and the Ve, now procurable for a quarter.” Thsen's works
have been read very widely In America, and there have been almost
a8 man Inwrrrcmlhmu As readers.  This conflict of opinion will
causo the Hvellest curlosity to know what view is taken by Mr,
Bernard Shaw, who is not on:{ one of the keenest stndents of
Iheen, but one of the wittlest writers in England. e takes up the
plays m, sihjects each to mamh;sg analysis, and extracts the
quintessence of the whole. Nearly pages. Price, paper, 25
cents,

VINDICATION OF SOCIETY. -
Acms denunciation of sumNnA Governments,  under ool

Ingails. 31 pages.

LIBERTY'S LIBRARY.

For any of the following Works, address,
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 1312, New York;, N. ¥.

ANARCHISM: ITS AIMS AND HI}TKO%. An ad-
drews dedlvered nt the first public weeting of the
chists’ Club, and sdopted by that organ on s te anf
exposition of its principl Vith an apy ix giving t
tution of the Anarchists’ Club and explanatory notes rega I
By Victor Yurros. 80 pages, Price, b centsl G copics, 2 cepte;
25 coples, $1.00; 100 copics, $3.00,

OD AND THE STATE. ‘ Oncof the most cloguent pleas

tor liberty ever written,  Puine’s ¢ Age of Sicason * snd * Rights of

Man* consolidated and improved. J1 stiiz the pulse like s 1rum-
et call,” By Michael Bakounine. Translated from the Freach
y Benj, I Cucker, 52 pages,  Price, 16 cents.

UTUAL BANKING : Showing the rudical deficiency of
the existing cienlathye medinm, and how literest on money can
he abolished, By William B. Greene,  Price, 25 conts,

FREE POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS : Their Nature, Ee-
wence, and Maintenance,  An abridzment gmi rearrangement of
Lywander Spooner's *'I'rial by Jory.” Edited by Victor Yarros,
47 puges, Price, 25 cents,

‘WHAT I8 PROPERTY ? Or, an Inquiry into the Principle
of ithent nud of Government, By P. J. Proudhon.  Prefaced by s
Sketch of Proudhon's Life and Works.  Transiated from ihe
French by Beaj, R, T . A systematic, thorougli, and radica.
wiscurston of the tion of property, - its baxis, ite history,
its preseut status. sid it destiny, — togetier with o detailed and
wtartling wé of the ciimes which it units, and the evile

which it engenders, 500 pages octavo,  Price, cloth, §2.00; paper,

$1.20,

SYSTEM OF ECONOMICAL CONTRALICTIONS;
Or, the Philosophy of Misery. By P.J. Proudion.  Transisted
from the French by Benj. R, Pucker. This work constitutes the
fourth volume of the Complete Works, and ix published in a style
uniform with that of * What Is Property 1 it discusses, in a
style as novel as profound, the problems of Value, Division of La-
hor, Machinery, Competition, Monopoly, Taxation, and Provi-
dence, showing that economic {m gress iM achieved by the appear-
ance of a succession of economic forees, cach of which counteracts
the eviln developed by its pred y and then, by developing
evils of its own, necessitates ite successor, the process togantinee
until a finsl foree, corrective of the whole, shall extablish a stable
economie equilibrinm, 460 pages octavo, in the highest style of the
typographic art.  Price, cloth, $2.00.

A POLITICIAN IN SIGHT OF HAVEN: Bein

test Against Governtuent of Man by Mau,
Price, 10 cents,

INVOLUNTARY IDLENESS. An exposition of the causes
of the discrepancy existing between the supply of and the demand
for isbor and its products.” By Hugo Bilgram. 119 pages. Price,
cloth, 30 cents,

a Pro-
By Auberon Herbert,

GROVER CLEVELAND ON HIS
Arﬁmumagumagdm( tge Unu%m:m and Crimes of Lawmakors.
el

and Judges, and the verty. .
g the u}j’fﬁ»’:e. 1886, By Lysander Spooner. 110 pages. Price,
cen

THE ANARCHISTS: A Picture of Civilization at the Close
gf the Ninetoenth Century. A Poe‘t'u prose o%ﬂbuucm 10 the-
ter ¢ 24 X

sphic an author traces
his own mental dg\'elopnwn{: l:lhl,ondzm amid the exciting events
+ o Y

of 1887, — the yed, the rioting at Tra-

Talgar Square, and the exceutions nt Chicago, ‘The antagoniem be-

wween ( ism and A hism sharply brought out. sl:z}ol.

Henry Mackay. Translited from the German b{ Georfe umm.

316 wni portrait of the guthor.  Price, cloth, 81.00; paper,
cents.

PFAXATION OR FREE TRADE? A Criticiem n
Henry George's * Protection or Free Trade ¢ By John F. Kelly.
16 pages.  Price, 5 cents; 6 copies, 25 cents; 100 copies, $3.00.

SOCIALISTIC, COMMUNISTIC, MUTUALISTIC,
and Financial Fragments, By W. 3. Greene,  Price, $1.25.

CO-OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRIN CIPLES.
Au essuy showing Liberty and Equity as the only conditions of
true co-operation, and exposing the violations of these conditions
by Rent, Interest, Profit, and Majority Rule. By €. T. Fowler.
Containing a portrait of Herbert Spencer.  Price, 6 conts; 2ceopies,
10 cents,

temperanee, showing that prohibition cannot prohibit, mil would
he unne ry if it couid, ents: 2
copies, 1) cents,

THE REORGANIZATION OF BUSINESS. An cseay
#showing how the prineiples of co-operation may he realized in the
Store, the Bank, and the Factory. By T, Fowler, l‘m:minin%
i portrait of Ralph Waldo Emerson.” Price, 6 vents; 2 copivs, K
[SEREN =

CORPORATIONS. An esuy rhowing hoW the monspoly of
ratlvomls, teleginphs, ete, may be abolistied without the interven-
tion of the State. By C.°F. Fowler. Containing a portrait of
Wendedl Phitlips,  Price, 6 centa; 2 copies, 10 conts,

CO-OPERATIVE HOMES.

chen may be abolished and the ind e of worian secures by

tate from the Howe, thereby introducing the v

ry prine nto the Family and all its relationshipe. By T,

Fowler.  Coutalning a portrait of Lovise Michel, Prive, 6cents: @

coplex, 10 cents,

LAND TENURE. An cesay showing the governmental biis of
land monopoly. the futiity of governmental remedies, and 8 nas'
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