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Fo always in thine eyes, O Liberty!
Shines that bigh light whereby the world is saved ;
And though thow slay us, we will trust in thee."
Joun Harv.

On Picket Duty. .

The English Anarchists, plumb-line o~ other-
wise, who compose the Legitimation League,
must have heen a little chagrined at receiving
from the State Socialist, (3. Bernard Shaw, tho
following accurately-delivered Anarchistic
blow, quoted in the second number of their in-
teresting magazine, ¢ The Adult ”: ¢ You are
extremely conventional, working for legitima-
tion of the illegitimate, instead of illegitimation
of the legitimate, which is the true line of
progress,”

Every day has its deal this fall, and the
George men are doing the dealing, dickering
with plutocratic ¢ Cits ” one day and with dis-
gruntled ¢* Dems” the next, thus dishing up a
conglomerate of boodle and bile to tempt the
hungry to vote for their idol. Talk about
machine politics! Why, Platt and Croker are
not *‘in it with Boss Abbott and Boss John-
son.  Aund George, the innocent, doesn’t know
a thing about it, bless you! As he hid behind
Judge Maguire in 1887, so in 1897 he hides
behind Tom Johnson. The cowardly traitor
always has a wicked partner.

A Single=Taxer’s Fear of the Truth.

The following correspondence between the editor
of Liberty and a prominent Single Taxer of this city,
whose name is *vell known to readers of this paper, is
self-explanatory:

NEw York, OcTOBER 21, 1897.
Bext. R, Tucker, Esq.,
My dear «ir:

I remember you told me once, and I think published
the statement, that, if George ever ran for office, you
would publish your paper on ‘ Henry George,
Traitor,” in regard to the Anarchists, and distribute
it widely among workingmen. Would not the effect
of this be to help Tammany Hail t I am, of course,
as vou know, in favor of the election of George, but,
if we cannot have George, I want Low. Do you think
that under the circumstances it would be judicious to

doso ?
I am yours faithfully,

NEw York, OCTOBER 22, 1897,

My dear sir :

Your memory is accurate in regard to the statement
which you attribute to me; and the intention which I
announced to you I shall carry out to the letter. In
fact, when your note of yesterday reached me, a very
large edition of my pamphlet, ** Henry George,
Traitor,” was coming from the press, and many

thousands of copies will be scattered broadeast through
the city during the coming week.

I quite agrec with you that one effect of the dis-
tribution of this pnmphlet will be to swell the vote
for the Tammany ticket.  But this prospect does not
act on me as a deterrent, and for two reasons.

In the first place, the pamphlet, though swelling the
vote for Van Wyck, will not have a controlling cffect
upon the result, for the election of Van Wyck is,
in my judgment, amply nssured, without the ail of
the pamphlet,

In the second place, it is a matter of entire indif-
ference to me whether the pamphlet will help Tam-
many or not. As a reader of my publications, you
shoulc be aware that I look for no lasting or import.-
ant improvement in human welfare from the action of
so-called ““ good ” governments, and that I look with
10 especial dread upon the governments which you,
presume, consider bad. To me all governments are bad,
and from my point of view, if you will permit the para-
dox, the worse may prove the better for being worse,
Whether, then, my attack upon Henry George helps
Van Wyck, Low, Tracy, or Cruikshank is of no con-
sequence to me.  1If it shall reduce the vote for Heury
George, my object will have been attained, in a de-
gree relative to the importance of the reduction. In
1886, out of a total vote of about 218,000 cast for the
leading candidates for the New York mayoralty,
Henry George received 68,000.  Assuming that the
toial vote in 1897 will be 525,000, Mr. George, to do as
well relatively as he did in 1886, must receive 163,000,
The number of votes by which he falls short of that
figure will measure the extent to which the people
have found him out during the last ten years, My
effort is to make that shortage as marked as possible;
for I conceive that the question whether the people
shall be robbed and ruled a trifle more or less next
year than this, or by one method rather than another,
or by a new set of thieves instead of the old set, is a
matter of little or no moment in comparison with that
of securing the great movement for the emancipation
of labor against betrayal in the future, by punishing
the traitor who, in a critical bour, gave his sanction
to the putting to death upon the gallows of four of
that movement’s valiarit and innocent champions
rather than damage h's political prosp. s by lifting
his voice in their belialf against the torrent of insane
passion that was then raging.

Your note gives me both pleasure and sorrow :
pleasure at finding in it & virtual confession that 2
knowledge of the facts concerning Henry George's
conduct in 1887 will deter workingmen from voting
for him in 1897; sorrow to see that & mun of your
lofty character will stoop to support a candidate the
facts about whose public career you are afraid and
ashamed to have known, and seek stoutly to suppress.
My pamphlet is irrefutable. That you very well
know. Indeed, no admirer of Henry George, so far
as i am aware, has made any attempt to publicly an-
swer it. On the contrary, two of the most active and
influential Single Taxers in the United States—both of
them your personal friends, both my personal friends,
one a prominent western lawyer, the other a wealthy
eastern manufacturer—have said of this pamphlet, one
that it is ‘‘ perfectly just,” the other that it ** serves
George right.”

Knowing my pamphlet, then, to be true, and
knowing that the people, if familiar with its contents,
would consider them proof of fundamental corruption
in the heart of your candidate, you and othe: Single
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Taxers wish to keep the people in ignorance of the
facts. Wherein does your conduct differ, I ask, from
that of the merchant who sells a damaged article with-
out informing the purchaser of its impaired quality ?
I assure you, my dear friend, that I am a little bit
ashamed of you, and I hope you will soon give me
reason to believe that you are ashamed of yourself.
Sincerely your friend,
Bexy. R. Tucker.

Labor’s Eyes "rening.

The uaited building trades of New York, one of
the most important industrial organizations in the
United States, held a mass meeting on Monday even-
ing, October 25, to protest against the massacre of the
Pennsylvania miners, and packed the great hall of
Cooper Union to the doors and beyond. Resolutions
of u thoroughly Anarchistic character were offered to
the vast audience, on behIf of the committce of ar-
rangements, by James McGill, of the Plasterers’
Union, and were received with a rousing ** Aye ” and
without a single voice of dissent. They are given
below :

Whercas, the liberty to peaceably assemble and walk
the streets and highways unmoiesting and unmolested
is one of the most important of civic libertics, to te
zealously safeguarded in every possible manner; ind

Whercas, this liberty has been wantonly violatid by
a disorderly band of armed men impudently styling
themselves the sheriff and deputies of Luzerne county,
Penasylvania, who, after unwarrantably reading-
the riot act to a company of inoffensive laborers
parading the public highway, did then and there act
riotously themselves, opening a murderous fire 1pon
unarmed and unresisting citizens and killing an1
wounding them by scores; and

Whereas, the governor of Pennsylvania sent the
State militia to the scene, not only to protect thz riot-
ous officials from the vengeance of an outraged people,
but to suspend the administration of jusiice without
a decicration of martial law, and to prevent the ap-
plicatitn of its legal processes to the arrest and pun-
ishment of the flagrantly guilty,—it is hereby

Resolved, by the friends of liberty and labor here and
now assembled, that the sheriff of Luzerne county,
Pennsylvania, and his deputies, were the principals
in an act of murder and massacre; that the governor
of Pennsylvania, and the officers and members of the
militia sent by him to the scene, were accessories after
the fact; that all these murderers, both principals
and accessorics, deserve the treatment usually ac-
cordrd to other murderers; and that we hope they will
get their deserts.  And be it further

Resolred, that, in view of the violations of individual
liberty now more and more constantly occurring, it
behooves all citizens, and especially working people,
to give carnest study to the laws of political economy
and social life, with a view to the discovery of a way
whereby they may dispense forever with the so called
‘*services ” of governors to whom they now pay sal-
aries for robbing and murdering them, and to par-
ticularly inquire whether Oliver Wendell Holmes, a
justice of the Massachusetts supreme court, is right
in his assertion t.at ** there is nothing better than a
guess at the foundation of the claim that our criminal
law, as a whole, does more good than harm,”

The calibre of the newspapers of New York may be
judyzed by the following facts: that the ** World ”
described these resclutions as calling for the abolition
of salaried governors; that the ** Press” described
them as calling on the g vernor of Pennsylvania to see
that the offenders are punished; and that the ** Jonr-
pal.” which professes to especially champion the in
terests of labor, gave not a single line to this vast
Iabor demonstrativn  The “* News,” which has a
better claim than any other daily to the allegiance wf
labor, was the only paper to print the resolutions.
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S In abotishing rent and interest, ths last vestiges of old-time sla-
very, the ftevolution atolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu-
tioner, 12 e seal of the mugistrate, the cub of the policeman, the gawugs
of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk, all those
insignia of Politics, which young Liberiy grinds benecth her heel.” --
PRoUDRON,

23 The appearance in the editorial column of arti-
cles over other signatures than the editor's fnitial indi-
cates that the editor approves their central purpose and
general tenor, theugh he does aot hold himself respoi-
sible for every phrase or word.  But the appearance in
other parts of the paper of articles by the same or other
s riters by no means indicates that he disapproves
chem in any respect, such disposition of ther. being
governed largely by motives of convenience.

Judges in Defence of Injunctions.

It is somewhat unnsual for judges to express
through the wedium ~f a newspaper their views
on a great public question affecting their own
authority and conduet, and it is proof of the
universal and profound interest in the subject
of *‘ government by injunction ” that many
federal and State judges have been induced to
discuss it in the columns of the Chicago
¢ Times-1erald.”

I'he symposium, published on Septewmber U
was very interesting and suggestive, but
ncither the apolegists or the opponents of in-
junctions in labor controversies dealt with the
deeper aspects of the question. The treatment
was decidedly superticial.  There was a good
deal of warmth and indignation in the contribu-
tions of some of the judges who regard the
practice as usurpation pure and simple, but
there was little argument. Perhaps these judges
felt, with ex-Governor Altgeld, that the matter
was too plain to be discussed by sophistry or to
require claborate argwinent.  On the other
hand, the judges who most unequivocally de-
fended injunctions limited themselves to bare,
unsupported assertions and irrelevant appeals to
¢ principles ” which no one has ever questioned.

First, let me guote a few of the gratifying
and signiiicant declarations of the anti-injunc-
tion judges,

Judge M. F. Tuley, chief justice of the Cook
county cireuit cours, said:

When ** labor disputes " endanger the public peace
or render tle destruction of property imminent, no
good citizen can cbject to the executive branch of the
government using its ** iron hand " to prevent cither,
but no amount of legal quibbling will satisfy the people
that the writs of injunctions of the federal courts in
the cozl strike have not been issued and used for the
purposes aud object ahove stated.

The courts, in s gz the writ, are usurping
powers and funct. ralved by both federal and
State constituticus ¢ executive branch of the
respective goverome ..

Such use of the w.it of injunction by the courts is
judicial tyranny, which endangers not only the right
of trial by jury, but all the rights and liberties of the
citizen,

This, of course, i3 a statement rather than an
argument, but, as jndges are not addicted to
the habit of attacking their own brethre: . the
fact that such an opinion is held by a ju.ge of
experience and learning is itself eviderce of the
extraordinary and questionable nature of the
use of the injunction under cousideration.

Chief Justice Phillips, of the Illinois supreme
court, i3 moderate in tone and expression, but
by no mean: uncertain in his conclusion.  1Ilis

opinion is aaturally of great weight. e says:

If there is n threat on the part of strikers to destroy
property, and they are about to carry such threat into
exceution, or il there is a threat, which is about to be
carried into execution, of doing violence to men who
desire to work, a provision exists in the criminal code
of this State for the prevention of such wrong.

It was long a disputed question as to whether in-
junctions might issue to prevent a trespass to prop-
erty, but that question is now settled, and jurisdiction
is held to exist where there is insolvancy on the part
of the trespasser, or where the injury would be irre-
mediabie.  When it is sought to extend the powers of
courts of chancery to another class of cases of trespass,
it is the invention of a new jurisdiction, if such juris-
diction can be said to exist, and such a power is liable
to be misused and is avtendant with danger to the per-
sonal liberty of :ndivid iuls, as in a case of contempt for
violation of the injunctien. A hearing is had hefore
the judge who srdered such writ and who determines
for himself the guilt of the defenduni, whether or not
be is in conten pt, and inflicts the prinishment,—which
in ~uch cases is not detined and circ amseribed by rules
o .aw,—and may infli - punishment by imprisonment
or fine, depriving th- der udant of a trial by jury.

The existence of such power may well be doubteu,
as may also the jurisdiction of a court of equity in
such cages.

Chief Justice McCabe of Indiana, Judge
Gibbons of Illinois, and othér judges agree
with the views cited, but add nothing requiring
specific reference. We may turn to the
‘¢ other side,” and look into the apologies for
injunctions against crimes or torts. The
defence by Judge Grosscup, of the federal dis-
trict caurt, is regarded by those who share his
opinion as the cblest contribution to the sym-
posium. It is certainly long, but, as an at-
tempt at reasoning, it is worthless and empty.

Judge Grosscup starts out by telling us that
legislation is not really the scurc: of personal
and property rights; that these rights antedate
all congressional law, and are such as the
English-speaking race has always recognized.
Then he proceeds to lay down ‘¢ axiomatic prin-
ciples of government,” such as that *‘ our
government is in no sense Socialistic, but, on
the contrary, encourages every one to acquire
property,” and that individual men and women
may engage in any lawful occuypation and main-
tain that right against all intrusion. Suppose
one admit this and everything that follows,
what connection is there between it and the
injunction question ? Does the objection to in-
innetions rest on any Socialistic principle ?
Juage Grosscup is merely befogging the issue,
and throwing dust in the eyes of the illogical.
His glittening generalitice have absolutely
nothing to do with the case. With reference
to the issue, we find nothing but these brief
paiagraphs:

No lawyer has ever disputed the right and duty of
courts, where the impending wrong would be irrepa-
rable, to restrain, for instance, illegal encroachments
upon Jand; the commission of waste; the creation or

maintenance of a nuisance; ofticial oppression of all
kinds committed by public officers under the color of

their oftice; or, undes some circumstances, the collec-
tion of judgments at law obtained by a creditor against
his debtor.  None of these injunctions inake any new
law ; they simply declare the existing law applicable
to the particular situation, and then proceed to en-
force it in the only way that would do the aggrieved
person any good.

The injunction, therefore, is old,—an iundispensable
power of judicial usefulpess,—but its application to
labor troubles is much newer. New conditions have
arisen, to which the law has been applying old reme-
dies, and this mislends some very good people, and
some very bad ones too, into hysterics over govern-
ment by injunction.

Is there any attempt here to justify the ap-
plication of the old remedies to the new condi-
tions,—to show that courts are at liberty to
make these applications, and that no constitu-
tional guarantees are violated ? No, we have
merely a cool remark that “ the law ” has been
applying old remedies to new conditions. Do,
then, judges make the laws ?  Since when have
they been entrusted formally with legislative
Judge Grosscup knows that the
very charge against them is that they have
manafactured law to order,—that they have
overridden constitutions and customs and ac-
cepte.d principles, and applied old remedies to
conditions which do not legally permit of such
extensions and applications.

If injunctions against alleged rioters and dis-
orderly persons are old remedier properly ap-
plied to new conditions, wouid not injunctions
against forgers, ihieves. and murderers be a
farther extensivn of the old remedy ?  If such
extensions are perfectly legitimate, what be-
comes of the right to trial by jury ? Besides,
what is there ‘“ new ” about disorder and riots
una threats of assault and trespass ¥ Does it
make a difference whether strikers use such
threats, or other persons ? These and similar
questions are left severely alone by Judge
Coosscup. e prefers not to answer them: he
fiade is easier to lecture labor on its need of
better education in law and political economy.
Jadge Grosscup, labor might rejoin, is evi-
dently in need of better education in logic
and the art of grasping an issue preseited to

functions ?

him.

The other learned judges who defend labor
injun ctions are no more felicitous than Judge
Grosscup. Here is a truly oracular deliver-
snce from the chief justice of Ohio, J. F.
Burket :

Injunction cases are usually triable before the court,
and this practice does not conflict with any constitu-

tional guarantee, so far as has been determined by the
supreme court of Ohio.

How conclusive and satisfactory! The
“t practice does not conflict with any constitu-
tional guarantee.” Does it not depend on what,
the *“ practice ” is ?  Would an injunction
against forgery, and punishment of a forger for
contempt, be compatible with the constitutional
guarantee ?

It is obvious that not even an ingenious plea
or plausible apology can be put forward in sup-
port of government by injunction. Those who
have the faculty and habit of independent
thinking will agree with ex-Governor Altgeld
that the efforts to sustain injunctions have
been so contemptible and feeble that no veply
is veally demanded by them,

V.o.Y
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Anarchy is Order.
[Continued.]

V.—O¥ THE ATTITUDE OF PARTIEN AND OF
THEIR NEWSPAPERS.

The majesty of the people has no organ in
the French press.  Newspapers for the bowr-
(eols, newspapers for the nobility, new.papers
for the priests, republican newspapers, socialist
newspapers,—only so many liveries! pure
menialism!  All these sheets clean, polish, and
dust the trappings of some political knight in
anticipation of a tournament in which the prize
to be contested for is power,—that is, my ser-
vitude, the servitude of the people,

Except the ¢ Presse,” * which sometimes,
when its editor forgets to be proud that he
may remain high-minded, succeeds in attaining
some clevation of sentiment; except the
¢ Voix du Peuple,” + which, from time to time,
departs from the ol routine to elucidate gen-
eral interesis,-—=I cannot read a French news-
paper without feeling for its editor great pity
or profound contempt.

On the other hand, I gee governmental jour-
nalism, the journalism backed by the gold of
the treasury and the sword of the army, the
journalism whose head is encircled with the
investiture of supreme authority, and whick
holds in its hand the thunderbolts that this in-
vestiture consecrates, T see it coming, T say,
with fire in its ¢ve, foam on its lips, and
clenched fists, like a king of 1he market. place,
like a hero of the prize-ring; freely, and with
brutal cowardice, heaping reproaches upon a
disarmed adversary, over whom its power is un-
limited, and frem w-om it has vothing, ab-
solutely nothing, to lar; styling him thief,
agsassin, incendiary; penning him up like a
wild beast, denying him the smallest pit.ance,
throwing him into prison witheut knowing
why, without telling him wherefore, and ap-
plauding its ov u cenduct, boasting of the
¢! .» - hich it derives therefrom, as if, in fight-
ing disa. med people, it risked something and
confronted danger.

Such cowardice revolts me,

On the other hand appears the jcurnalism of
the opposition, a grotesque and ill-bred slave;
passing its time in whining, sniveling, and
asking pardon; saying, every time that they
spit in its face and with every blow that it re-
ceives: ** You are not treating me well; youn
are not just; I have done nothing to offend
you;” and stupicly discussing, as if to give
them legitimacy, the invectives hurled at it:
¢ T am not a robber; I am not an assassin; I
am not an incendiary; I revere religion; I
love the faweny; I respest property; it is you,
rather, who despise these things; I am better
than you, and you oppress me; you are not
generous,”

Such crawling exasperates me.

I understand the bruiality of power when it
is directed against such disputants as those
that I find in the opposition; I understand it,
for, after all, when the weak are abject, it is
possiblz to forget their weakness and remember
only their abjection; now, abjection is an ir-
ritating thing, a crawling thing to be crushed
under foot, as one crushes a worm. In a group

* Emile de Girasrdin's journal,
+ Prondhon’s journal,

of men calling themselves democrats and speak-
ing in the name of the people, principle of all
grandeur and dignity, abjection is a thing that
I do not understand.

He who speaks in the name of the people
speaks in the name of right; now it is incom-
prebensible to me that right should become
irritated, that it should condescend to discuss
with error, least of all that it should descend
to complaint and supplication.

We undergy oppression, but we do not dis-
ensg with it when we wish it to die; for *» dis-
Cass I8 to compromise,

Power is established; vou have given your-
selves a master; you have put yourselves (the
whole country, by vour adorable ceunsel and
by your initiative, has put itself) at the dis-
position of a few men; these men use the
power that you have given them; they use it
against you, and you complain.  Why ? Did
you think that they were going to use it
against themselves 7 You could not have
thought that; for what, then, do you blame
them »  Power must of necessity be exercised
for the benefit of thuse who have it and to the
injury of those who have it net; it is not pos-
sible to set it in motion without harming en the
one hand and injuring on the other.

What would you do, if you were invested
with it 7 Kither you would not ure it at all,
which would be pure and simple renunciation
of the investiture, or you would use it for your
benefit and to the detriment of those who now
have it, but who then would have it no longer.
In the latter case you would cease to whine,
whimper, and ask pardon, simply exchanging
réles with those who now insult you. But
what care I, the people, wlo never have power
and yet make it; who pay blood and money to
the oppressor, no matter who he may be or
whence ke may come; who am always the op-
pressed, whatever turn things take,—what care
I for this see-saw which, by turns, lowers and
exalts cowardice and abjection ?  What have I
to say touching the government and the op-
position, save that one is a tyranny in suspen-
sion and the other a tyranny in exercise ?

And how does it become me to despise less this
champion than that, when both busy them-
gelves only in building their pleasures and their
fortunes on my sufferings and my rain ?

VI.—POWER IS THE ENEMY.

There is not a journal in France which is not
hatching out a party; there is not a party
which does not aspire to power; there is no
power which is not an enemy of the people,

There is no journal which is not hatching out
a party, for there is no journal which rises to
that degree of popular dignity where the calm
and supreme disdain of sovereignty sits as on a
throne; the people is ag impassible as right, as
proud as force, as noble as liberty; parties nre
as turbulent as error, as snarling as impotonce,
as base as servility. -

There is no party which does not aspire to
power, for a party is essentially political and is
formed consequently ~7 the very essence of
power, source of all politics. If a party ceased
to be political, it would cease to be a party and
would go back into the people,—that is, into
the sphere of interests, production, industry,
and business.

There is no power which is not inimical to
the people, for, whatever the conditions in

which it finds itself, whatever the men invested
with it, by whatever name it may be called,
power is always power,—that is, the indis-
putable sign of the people’s abdication of sov-
ereignty, the consecration of a supreme raaster-
ship. Now, the master is ibe enemy; Lafon-
taine is before me in saying so.

Power is the enemy in the social sphere and
in the political sphere.

In the rouial sphere:

Because agriculsural industry, the foster-
mother of all vational ‘ndustries, is crushed by
the tax levied upon iv by power and devoured
by the usury which inevitably results tro™ tle
financial menopoly, the exercise of which is
guaranteed by power to its disciples or agents.

Because labor—that is, intelligence—is con-
fiscated by power with the aid of its bayonets,
for the benefit of capital, in itself a raw and
stupid element, which logically would be the
lever of industry, were not power an obstacle
in the way of their mntual association; which
is only its extinguisher, thanks to power which
separates them; which pays but half; and
which, if it does not pay at all, has at its baciz
laws and courts of governmsntal establishment
disposed to postpone for several years the satis-
faction of the injured laborer’s appetite.

Because commerce, muzzled by the banking
monopoly, of which power holds the key, and
garroted by the slip-noose of a base system of
regulation, of which power holds the end, can,
by virtue of a contradiction which would be a
certificate of idiocy if it existed elsewhere than
among the keenest of all peoples, fraudulently
enrich itself out of the indirect head of women
and children, whilc prohibiting him, under pen-
alty of infamy, from ruining himself,*

Because education is curtailed, chiseled,
clipped, and reduced to the narrow dimensions
of the monid made for the purpose by power,
50 that every mind which has not been pointed
by power is absolutely as i{ it did not exist.

Because bs who, in the name of power, pays
the temple, the church, and the synagogue is
precisely he who goes 10 neither the temple or
the church or the synagogue.

Because, to put the whole thing in a nut-
shell, he is criminal who hears, sees, speaks,
writes, feeis, thinks, acts, otherwise thau as he
is bidden by power to hear, see, speak, write,
feel, think, act.

In the pelitical sphere:

Becausa varties exist and siain the country
with bicod ovly by and for power.

Te is 1ot Jaccobinism that is feared by the
Legitimists, the Orleanists, the Bonapartists,
the Moderater,; it is the power of the Jacobins.

It is not upon Legitimism that the Jacobins,
the Orleanists, the Bonapartists, the Moderates,
make war; it is upon the Legitimists.

And reciprocally.

All these parties which you see moving on
the surface of the country, like floating froth
on a boiling liquid, have declared war upon
each other, not because of differences in doc-
trine or sentiment, but because of their com-
mon aspirations to power; if each of those par-
ties could say to itself with certainty that the

* The meaning here is not clear, and I am not sure of my trans.
lation, The French s pent #'enrichis raudulonsement sur te
chef tndivect des feoimes ¢t des enfants, pendent qu'dl tni interdil
de 8¢ rutner sons peine d'infamic, 1f 1T am wrong, I shall be obliged
to any reader who shall et me right.—Emror LIBRRTY,
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puer of none of these antagonists could any
longer weigh upon it, the antagonism would
cease instantly, as it ceased on February 24,
1848, when the people, having devoured
power, assimilated the parties.

Ii is, therefore, true that a party, whatever
it may be, exists and is feared only because it
aspires Lo power; it ic true that no party is
dangerous which has not power; it is true,
consequently, that whoever has power is quite
as dangerons; per contra, is is superabundantly
proven that there can exist no other public
enemy than power,

Therefore, socially and politically speaking,
power is the enemy.

And, as I have proven above that there is no
prty which does not aspire to power, it fol-
lows that every party is premeditately an
enemy of the people.

VIL—'PHAT THE PEOPLE ONLY WASTES 11§
TIME AND PROLONGS ITS SUFFERINGS IN ESPOUS-
ING THE QUARRELS OF GOVERNMENTS AND
PARTIES.

Thus is explained the absence of all the pop-
ular virtues from the breasts of governments
and parties; thus it is that, in these groups
which feed on petty hatreds, miserable reven-
ges, and paltry ambitions, attack ha. fallen
into cowardice, and defence into abjection.

The old journalism must be destroyed; those
masters without nobility who tremble lest they
m2y oecome valets must be strippad; those
valets without pride who watch for the moment
when they may make tiiemselves masters must
be discharged.

To understand how urgent it is to kill the old
journalism, the people must see clearly two
things.

First, that it only neglects its own affairs and
prolongs its sufferings in espousing the quarrels
of governments and parties and giving its acti-
vity a political direction instead of applying it
to its material interests.

Second, that it has nothing to expect from
any government or from any party.

Lieserving a more precise demonstration until
later, I lay it down as a fact that a party,
stripped of that patriotic éelat and prestige
with which it surrounds itself in order to entrap
fools, is simply an assemblage of vulgarly
ambitious persons in search of office. So true
i this that the repub;’ : seemed endurable to
the royalists only fr- .1 the moment when he
public offices were filled by the royalists, whe,
I make oath, will never demand the 1 -
establishment of royalty as long as ihe - zre
allowed to occupy in peace all the offices in the
republic. So true is this that the republica..s
found royaity endurable only from the moment
when, under the name of the republic, they
began to manage and administerit. So true
is this, in fact, that from 1815 to 1830 the
bourgeois party made war upon the nobles, be-
cause the bouwrgeois were ev-luded from the
offices; that from 1830 wo 1848 the nobles and
the republicans made war upon the bourgeois,
because both were excluded from the offices;
aud that, since the advent of the royalists to
power, the great grievance of the republicans
against them is that they have ousted officials
of so-called republican creation, thus con-

fessing, with touching naiveté, that for them
the republic is a question of salary-drawing,

For the same reason that 8 party is moved

to appropriate offices or power, the government
in possessien of powaor strives to keep it. But,
as a government finds itself, wrongly or
rightly, in control of a combination of forces
which enables it to hunt down,persecute, and
oppress those who wish to strip it, the people,
which, by a counter-stroke, suffers under the
oppressive measures provoked by the agitation
ef the amb.tious, and whose great soul, more-
over, opens to the tribulations of the oppressed,
suspends its business, calls a halt in the path

of progress which it is pursiing, informs itself
concerning what is being szid and dcrsg, be-
comes irritated and inflamed, and finaily lends a
hard to aid in the overthrow of the oppressor.

But, the peorle nct having fought in its
own behalf,—since right, as I will explain
later, has no need to fight in order to triumph,
—it has won a profitless victory; placed at the
service of the ambitious, its arm has lifted iuto
power a new coierie in place of the old one;
and soon, the oppressors of the day before be-
coming the oppressed, the people, which, as
before, again receives the counter-strok~ of the
oppressive measures provoked by the agitation
of the vanquished party, and whose great soul,
as nsual, opens to the tribulations of the vic-
tims, again suspends its business, and finally
lends a hand once more to the ambitious.

The upshot is that the people, in this brutal
and cruel game, only wastes its time and ag-
gravates its situatior ; it impoverishes itself
and suffers. It doex not advance a step.

It is difficult—1I confess it witheut repug-
nance—for the populace, moved wholly by
sentizr~nt and passion, to contain itseli when
the goad of tyranny pricks too deep; but, if it
is demonstrated that party fury ends only in
making things worse, and if it is proven fur
ther that the evil of which the people has to
complain comes to it from groups which, by
the very fact that they do not act with it, act
against it, it remains only for parties to come
to a beit, in the name of the people which they
oppress, which they impoverish, which they
.iebase, and which they accustom to quarreling.
But parties cannot be relied on. 'The people
must rely only on itself,

Without going too far back in our history;
taking only the pages of the two years just
past,—it i3 easy to see that the oppressive laws
which have bzen passed originated primarily in
party turbulerce. It would be a long and
irksome tash to enumerate them, but I must
say, in ccder to conform to the exactness of
historical fa<ts, that, if since 1848 a tyrannical
raeasure can be cited which does not rest on
party provocations and is due to the sweet will
of those in power, it is that the execution of
which M. Ledru-Rollin enjoined in his cir-
culars to his prefects,

Since that time the popular prerogatives have
vanished one by oue, as a result of having been
discovered and betrayed by the impatience and
agitation of the ambitions. Power being un-
able to discriminate, the law inflicts on all the
blows which ought to fall on parties ounly; the
people is oppressed, the fault is exclusively the
fault of pa»ies.

If parties did not feel the people at their
backs; if, at least, the people, exclusively oc-
cupied with its material interests, its industrics,
its commerce, its business, covered with its in-
difference or its contempt that low strategy

called politics; if it took, in regard to moral
agitation, the attitude which it took on June 13
in regard to material agitation,—the parties,
suddenly isolated, would cease to agitate; the
sense of their impotence would freeze their
audacity ; they would wither where they stand,
their individual members would fall away one
by one into the great body of the people, and
finally they would fade away; and govern-
ment, which exists only by opposition, which
feeds ouly on the quarrels that parties excite,
which has its raison d’ére in parties only,
which for fifty years has done nothing but de-
fend itself, and which, if it would stop defend-
ing itself, would cease to exist,—government,
I say, would rot like a corpse; it would dissolve
of itself, and the foundation oY liberty would be
laid. A. BELLEGARIGUE.
{To be continueri.}

The Sunrise Club andb Its Papa.

In 1893 Mr. John Beverley Robinson and
Mzrs. Robinson took the initiative in the for-
matior of a club in this city to meet fort-
nightly for dinner and discussion. The prelim-
inary meeting was attended, I think, by eight
persons, of whom I was one. Mr. Robinson
was made secretary, and given full powers.

He conducted the club with great success for
three seasons, increasing the membership to one
hundred or more. As he was unable to give
his time a fourth season, the secretaryship was
given over to Mr. E. C. Walker, who proved
an admirable successor. During the fourth
season he added many members to the roll, and
the club dinners were as interesting as ever,

Since the mesting at which the club ~vas
formed, no business meeting has ever Le=n held,
for the very ,;ood reason that there has baen no
business to do. The fifth season began on
October 11, 1897, and Mr. Walker made the
egregious mistake of inviting Hugh O. Pente-
cost to deliver the opening address. The
record of that individual is too well known to
Liberty’s readers to make it necessary to ex-
plain why most of the members of the club
were made indignant by this selection. For
myself, I promptly sent my resignation to the
secretary, and, as he refused to read it at the
next meeting of the club, I embodied it in a
printed letter to tle members, which was dis-
tributed at the opening dinner, and which I
give below:

NEw Yorxk, Octobr 11, 1897%.
To THE MEMBERS OF THE SUNRISE CLUB:

I am compelled to take this method of communica-
ting with you by the deliberate refusal of our secre-
tary, in disregard of his clear ofticial duty, to read to
the club, at its meeting of this date, a letter which I
have addressed to you through him. I have thought,
heretofore, that the beneficent one-man power which
has always successfully guided our club was rendered
harmless to the individual member by his liberty to
secede. But now it appears that the right of secession
does uot adequately guard the right to a prompt offi-
cial announcemer: of the act of secession.

The letter which the secretary refuses to read is as
follows:

NEw York, October 4, 1897,
Mnr. E. C. WALRER,
Seeretary of the Sunrise Clud.
1 AR FRIEND AND FELLOW MEMBER,

Great is my surprise at receiving from yvou an
announcement that the Sunrise Club is to open its
coming season with an addiess from Mr. Hugh O.
Peutecost, a man whose treacherous record entitles him
to nothing but the contempt of every honest inan,

Were 1 a less conspicuous member of the club, {
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shovld content myself with marking my disapproval
of this move by absenting myself from the opening
dinner.  But it so happens that T was one of the ori
ginal «ight who founded the club; that in the past I
have worked actively for it suceess; that I bave pre-
sided at several of its dinners; that at several others’T
have made the apening addres: and that at almo-t all I
have been a more or less protuinent tigure, It would
not be unnatursl, then, in uhe nbsence of some positive
adverse action on my part, were my fellow members
to believe, or at any rate surmise, that [ sympathize
with your course in inviting Mr. Pentecost to sit for
an evening at the head of our club-table. 1 should the
more regret to huve such a misconception prevail, as
it would imply a change of attitude on my part to-
watd a man whose acquaintance 1, as a private indi
vidual, huve cut, and whose infamous carecr I, as an
editor, L ce unsparingly condemned.

Yor this reason 1 am obliged to ask you, and most
regretfully, to erase my name from the club’s member-
ship roll, and to read this my letter of resignation at
the next meeting of the club,

Let me udd, however, that, though thus parting
from the cfub, I entertain for its success and increased
usefuluess the same hearty wishes that I have felt
frow its foundation, and that no one can more highly
appreciate than 1 your own generous, untiring, and re-
narkably eflicient services as the club’s secretary.

Yours faithfully,
BeNg, R. Tucken,

The reason assigned by the secretary for his refusa)
to read the foregoing letter is the fact that such
reading would bhe discourteous to Mr, Pentecost, I
submit to you that it is not my fault if the seeretary
has placed himself in a position where he must choose
between denying a fellow-member his merited rights
and denying Mr. Pentecost unmerited courtesies. I
certainly cannot allow a consideration of courtesy t-
stand in the way of what I consider a much needed
protest agaiust the extension, in so prominent a
fushion, of the hospitalities of the Sunrise Cluo,
founded to encourage the sincere search for truth, to a
man who has abundantly proved himself incapable of
harboring any purpose at once honorable, sincere, and
stewd fast.

Hoping to retain your respeet and friendship indivi-
dually, I bid you, as a club, an affectionate farewell.

2uny. R TUckER.

The conduet of Mr. Walker in this matter is
one of the most astonishing things in my ex-
perience.  Ile maintains that, when the sec-
retary of a club receives a letter of resignation
from a member, he has a right to pocket the
letter and never mentien it. I am dazed by
the assumyption of so untenable au attitude of
authoritariatusm by a professed libertarian,

A man who has spent his life in stoutly fighting

paternalism setting up as a sort of papa to a

Think of it!
T

club of grown men and womes!

The world’s in luck.  With every reason to
cvpeet that Dana would live to be a hbundred
(for his body seemed exceptionaily sound,
though Lis soul was rotten), it suddenly finds
itself relieved of the old scoundrel’: presence.
We ne’er ahall see his lik- again.

The ¢ Evening Telegram ” (probably falsely,
for I counted in the article cleven absolute lies
told by the ¢ Telegram ” regarding matters of
fact) reports Iiugh O. Pentecost as declaring
Well,
there’s no reason why he shouldn’t. T hold
him in profound contempt.  And equally
there’s no reason why I shouldn’t.

that he holds me in high respeet.
g

In 1856 Ienry George received 68,000 votes
for the New York mayoralty out of a total of
about 218,000,  Assumiug that the total vote
of 1897 will be 525,000 (probably an under-
estimate), he must receive, to do as well rela-
tively as he did in 1886, an aggregate of
163,000 votes. The number of votes by which
he falls short of 163,000 will measure the

i these qualities, it is net a government.

degree in which the traitor has been found out,
Watch the outcome,

What Anarchism Means.

[Stephen T. Byington in Cleveland Reformer.j

Anarclism is the advocacy of the abolition of gov-
ernment. It is nct a method of war against gov-
crnment, or a theory of what we s1 »uld do when free
from government. On both these points—the means
to be used for attaining the end, and the use to be
made of that end when attained—there is as much
difference among Anarchists as amoug the advocates
of any other cause.

Anarchism means that we want to get rid of
government,  Government, according to the leading
authorities on poiitical science, is a social organization
cle’ming and exercising the exclusive privilege,
withia a cerinip territory, of enforcing its decrees by
violence against whoever does not submit to them,
and using this authority with a view to realizing jus-
‘ice and orider within its domain. If it lacks any of
A band of
pirates can never be a government, because it does not
aira at justice, though it may have all the other qual-
ities of government. A sccret society may exercise all
the functions of government toward its members, but
is not a government as long as it does not claim juris-
diction over everybody within a certain boundary, and
exclude from these limits all other governmental juris-
dictions,

It follows that, if one destroys any of these features
of government, it is no longer government; he has de-
stroyed the government, and left in its place some-
thing that is not government. Now, Anarchists do
not in general object to socinl organization for enfore-
ing justicc (as defined by Herbert Spencer) by violence
agnipst violutors of jnstice; but they do object to let-
ting any such organization have an exclusive (monop-
olistic) privilege, such as belongs to government, and
they object to the violent enforcement of the crganiza-
tion's decrees as such, Hence it appears that they do
not want & government, though they would still d»
some of the work that government does.

Obvious ly the atove c.mplicated definition is useful
for any science whlch describes things as they are, but
useless for any science which analyzes the nature and
reason of things. For a discussion of v'hat ough ‘o
be, we need a definition that turns on a single cssential
point. If we are to use the word *‘ govornment ” in
social philosophy, therefore, we must pick out one
point as the essential one in this complicated popular
conception. Anarchists find this essential point in the
use of force to control the lives of others, as dis-

L, aished from the use of force to protect one’s cwn
life or that of another against violent interference.
The former is governuent, the latter self-defence.
course this definition, or any definition consisting of
a single point, puts a new face on government. The
state of Algerine pirates is now government. So is
the act of a man who ravishes a woman, governing the
woman temporarily by bis violence. So is the act of
a policeman who stops a Chinese immigrant from en-
tering this country; but the policeman who arrests the
ravisher is acting defensively, Anarchistically, against
government.

Anarchism, then, means simply opposition to all use
of violence, exept in restraint of criminal violence.
The phros» Aparchists use as a shibboleth is: ““ No
force except against force.” It always seems to me
that a mere statement of the principle ought to be
enough to win the support of the thinking public in
the prescot stage of civilization.  But this principle
involves the most extensive changes from the present
system, and people are terribly afraid of change.

The first great change involved in the Anarchist
principle is the abolition of compulsory taxation.
Since a man who does not. pay his taxes is not thereby
interfering wlth anybody clse, it is governmental or
criminal (Anarchists usually define crime as identical
with government) to colicet them by foree. It is not
objjectionable, howrver, to collect them by refusing to
give non-payers the services ot police, schools, cte.,
for which the taxes pay. But those who prefer to se-
cure the samne services elsewhere must be lett free to
do so. 8o we come to the abolition of the monopoly
feature of government.  Anvarchists recognize no pe-

of

culiar autiority in any set of men, whether majority
or minority, giving them the exclusive right to control
the police or any other <ervice, It would, therefore,
be possible in Anarclist society for half a dozen police
agencies, each with its own patrolmen, courts, and
jails, to be acting at the same time on the same
ground; and without doubt this would actually be
the case at cne time or annther.  The relations of such
agencies to each other would be somewhat like the
present relations between independent nations, and
one would guard against outrages by another very
much as one nation now secures for its citizens fair
play in the courts of another. Anarchists usually de-
mand that all cases be trialle by a true jury, consist-
ing of twelve men taken at random from the people,
each of whom is to judge for himself of both fact and
law, and of the rightfulness of the law; and no pen-
alty is to be inflicted, nor property to change hands,
exept bv a unanimous verdict,

Whatever services are necessary for civilized so-
ciety, or are worth their cost, these the people of
America will provide for themselves without needing
a law to compel them to, or else the Yankees have less
head for business than is commonly supposed.
Neitirer can we doubt that sensible people woula be
able to do without the constant fighting that is sug-
gesied to some folks by the idea of two police fo.ces
in one territory,

The other great change involved in the Aparchist
principle is the abolition of laws which restrict, for
the supposed ** public good,” any business or action
except criminal vielence. I mean the abolition of these
‘aws as eaforced by the policeman’s club; there will
remain as safeguards of morality the individual con-
science, public opinon, and the boycott. These are
what do the business, in the main, today. Adultery
is not a crime in many States, or in England; are
these places more adulterous than the States that
punish adultery ? It is no offence, necording to law-
books on indecent ¢ :zosure, for a man or woman to
go stripped to the waist in pubiic.  Who does ?
Indeed, Mrs. Grundy’s rule is too strict for the public
good; consider the bloomers,

Do not forget that government directly supports
pernicious busicesses. Sober, respectable men are
compelled to help pay “or giving the services of ~ov-
ernment to businesse. which stand In especial need of
such services, but would never pay the cost ¢f tanem
for themselves. Stato inspectors of banks, insurance,
ete., give a good reputation by their reports to schem-
ers who could not have got it otherwise. All the big
rotten and oppressive commercial enterprises rest on
monopolies created by law in money, land, patents,
tarifls, ete.  Government itself is the centre of fraud
and monopoly. If you overheard a man saying, “It’s
a big steal,” would you not koow at once that he was
speaking of some government business, or something
specially authorized by government ? Because com-
petition with government is prohibited, government
is able to breed an amount of thicvery, incompetency,
and favoritism that wouid be impossible in any other
business, because they would destroy any business
in which they existed under ordinary business
conditions.

Those who call themselves Anarchists are divided
into two main bodies,—those who uphold the institu-
tion of property and those who do not.  When I say
*“ Anarchists,” I mean the former school, and, when I

! say ** violence,” X mean the disturbance of property

as well as of the person.  Most Aunarchists would
make it cover certain cases of gross fraud, too.

Of course real non resistants are necessarily An-
archists, but Anarchists are not generally non-resist-
ants.  Very few of them, however, favor *he use of
violence to further the Anarchist cause in a land of
free speech.  Their policy is cducation, practical dic
vegard of law wherever possible, and passive resist-
ance when there i3 a hope of accomplishing anything,
The well-known acts of violence under the Anarchist
unme are by Anarchist-Communists..  But these, also,
at least in this country, are drifting toward the policy
wdvoeated by those whom I recognize as Anarchists,

I have been telling what Anarchism is. I have
hardly hinted at what the abolition of government
would do toward industrial peace and a just reward
toe labor, and toward practical biotherhood and eo-
operation between those who are now artificially sepa-
rated into different nations.
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Ding-dong Dingley.
Ding dong Dingley,
We've got your little bill;
Ding dong Dingley,
Ii's a eery bitter pill.

With sugar on the increase
And other staples too,

Th: poor man assuredly
Has “gat it in ” for you,

* Protection ” that we hear abour
*Protects ” a very few;
The people grin and bear it—
"T'is all that they can do.

But wait till 1900,*
When labor’s friends will talk;
Then, ding-dong Dingley,
We'li let you take a walk!
Arthur B. Burteanr.

From a Prominent lllinois Lawyer.

T the Elitor of Liberty:

I wish to express to you my entire agreement with
you in your argument concerning the special jury
law of New York, and my great admiration of the
manner in which you presented it.  An experience of
almosi thirty years with courts and juries has con
vinced me that what remaing of the jury syswem,
emasculuted and perverted as it has been by State lnw
and judicial dee sion, is still the greatest safezuard of
individual libertv we have in our present soctat
organization,

Moreover I am squally sure that it is » minst it that
the pecple who are, consciously or uneonscionsly,
working to enslave their fellow - men are directing
their most dange rous and most effective efforts.

Nothing makes me more indignant than the * lee-
tures ” and *‘ reprimands”’ which judges give jurers
for acting according to their own judgments within
the limits of their oaths and their active duty.

Epwarp O. Brow~.
Cmeado, 1L,

The, Failure of Government Telegraphy.

[Newcastle Clironicle, August 4.]

England is the birthplace of the telegraph; and if it
does not ere .or g become its burial place also, the
fault will certainly not rest with those responsible for
the administr.tion of the telegraph department. So
great is the delay to which telegrams are now sub-
jected, so numerous and misleading are the blunders
which they contain, and so obvious is it, moreover,
that both delayc and errors tend to increase rather
than to diminish, that busivess people, to whom a
rapid and reliable means of commupication is indis-
pensable, will be forced to conside. very seriously
whether their purpose will not be better served by the
employ:nent of the railway, the bicycle, or the carrier
pigeon in the stead of wire. We feel sure that we shall
have with us everybody who is compelled to have re-
course at all extensively to this branch of the postal
service when we assert that during the past few
months ihe telegruphic system, which has for years
beer going slowly from bad to worse, has ceased to
be either a rapid or an accurate method of communi-
cation. A telegram which is delayed hours in trans-
mission is often useless; a telegram which in the
course of handling is “antiluted out of all intelligibi-
Yty is worse thun useless. It becomes a delusion and
a snare. and a highly fertile source of grave incon-
venience und licavy pecuniary loss. The latter-day
postal telegram is tardy in arriving, and frequently
incomprehensible when it does arrive. When it is
not incomprehensible, it is apt to convey a meaning
the reverse of tlat intended by the sender. Important
negatives are omitted, figures are converted into
cabalistic words, and words into equally mysterious
figures. As for the time consumed in manufacturing
these blunders, an experiment instituted by ourselves
the other day demonstrated that between Newcastle
and Sunderland the train achieved .. easy victory

* But don't expect the millennium in 1900.  Whether Dingley
walks or stays, thieves wiil continue to ateal.—EpItoR Lisenry,

over the wire. Under government mismanagement,
therefore, the telegraph has been almost entirely de-
prived of its two easentials to utility, and recently our
own experiences have been such as to lead us to be-
lieve that the service, so to speak of what might move
appropriately be called a disservice, is on the verge of
breaking down altogether. Complaints are unavailing.
They are acknowleged, of course, in stereotyped lan-
guage, and on & p wed form which it is necessary
merely to date i op and to sign at the bottom:
hut no impre . nt r 3alts either from courteous re-
presentations .adignant remonstrances.  This
being so, we a. temypted, ike Baron Marschal von
Biebrrstein, and not without a strong conviction that
the Emglish public wiil thank us for our ac’ion as
much as the German public thanked him for his, to

¢ take refuge in publicity.” A few examples will
sitftice to show how the department discharges what it
coneeives to be its duty to the cornmunity.  Tast
week nmessage dispatehed to us from London at
eight p. M. reached us shortly after midnight. On
Monday a portion of our parliamentary report was
sent off, as the post office’s own cading proves, at
twelve minutes after midnight—an hour when, one
would natugally suppose, the wires are elews. and
delay, unless intent onally caused, almost impossible,
The message was delivered at twenty minutes to four.
Indeed, it would scem that hetween three and four

i hours, or not a great deal more than is required for an

express train to cover the distance, is the time needed
to transmit a telegram between Newceastle and Lon-
don.  The house of 2ommons adjourned yesterday
morning at 12.57 A. M. Our representative in the
reporiers’ gallery advised us of the fact in a telegram
dispatched at 12.59.  His message, which consisted of
four words, was delivered at 3.30. An adequate
notion of the condition in which telegrams are re-
ceived could be conveyed only by printing them zerd,
et Iit.; and our readers may sccept our assurance, if
agsurance is needful, that, were they so printed, in a
large number of instances they would be quite un-
decipherable.

Surely, it is none too early to direct the attention of
the community to this scandalous state of affairs.
The public is a long-suffering body. It puts up with
the waste and extravagance of those whom it has
anthorized to act in its name, pays cheerfully for
services which are never renclered, and is even inclined
to join in the applause which its blundering and in-
competen. bureaucrats periodically bestow upon them-
selves in reports to parlisment and at social gather-
ings. But telegraphy piays so prominent a part in the
commercial and industrial life of the nation that we
must confess to a sense of surprise that the flagrant
maladministration of the telegraph department should
not bave provosed a warmer protest than any yet
vitered. The public being unorganized, its wrath is,
perhaps, inarticulate; and it may be that there exists
a patience born of ignorance. We all know that, by
his mischievous legislation in the early eightics, Mr.
Chamberlain effectually prevented the development of
eleetrical enterprise on the large scale {n this country.
Everybody is aware, too, that our telephsoaic system
is the most inefflcient and expensive in the world.
But people are not brought directly into contact with
the telegraph instrument, as they are with the tele-
phone and the electric lamp; and it may be imagined
that delays and errors are inseparable from telegraphy.
If such a belief is prevalent, however, we can tell
those who entertain it that it is wholl; groundless.
There is not the slightest rcason why telegrams should
be delayed, and there is not the slightest reason why
they should be full of inaccuracies. On the contrary,
as year after year has eiapsed, there has been more
and more reasen why telegraphy should improve in
respect both of speed and reliability. If we are
asked why, in these circumstunces, it has deteriorated
instead of improving, we can oaly reply that the
causc is departmental incapacity. If the service had
been managed by men of brains, determinatiorn, and
busin.ss like instincts, the public would have secured
with the lapse of time, not only more accurate and
more rapid, but also less costly, telegraphy.  Seven-
and twenty years ago, however, the industry was
transferred from men who understood it and were
resolved to develop it in their interests and in the
interests of the community—interests which were
identical—to a num ser of government officials who did

i

not understand it, whose interests were different from
that of the community, and who did not care whether
it was developed or not.  Very naturaily, its develop-
ment was checked. The post office has not merely not
kept pace with the reqirements of the nation’s pro-
gress,—that could not have been expected of it, —but
in some respects it has deprived the public of facilities
which were enjoyed a quarter of & century ago. We
maintain thay proposition unhesitatingly ; and no
proof of its unsoundness is offered by the annual pub-
lication of a repori showing that so many more tele
graph stations Lave been opened during the year. It
would be difficult to conceive w more forcil:le object-
lesson in the futility of State control than that offered
by the history of the telegraph rlepurtment since itg
creation in 1870, If nationalizers and municipalizers
will not learn from it, nothing can .each them.  Dur-
ing the twenty-seven years which scparate s from
the date just named, telegraphic science has made
astounding strides. It nay be said witheut the
slightest exaggeration thay, thanks to perfection of
the Wheatstone machine and to the discovery of the
multiplex systems, a wire is capable of doing twelve
times as much work now as it was when the transfer
of the lives to the post oflice took place.  Of these im-
pro~ements the ecommunity cught to have had the bulk
of the benefit; and infallibly they would have had it
if the competing compauies had been allowed to con-
tinue in existence,  As omatter of Tuet, the pablic
have not only derived no advaatage from modern
discoveries in this branch of cleetrieal science, but

the cost of their telegraphy has been increased to
them. It has become less neeurate and less rapid, and
it has become dearer.

[August 5.]

That the government, which in the e¢xercise of even
the most legitimate of its functions is incessantly
stumbling from one prepostesous blunder into another,
accumulating cavalry mounts in one ~rot and their
saddles in another and far distant loc: lity, and build-
ing ships which it does not dare send to sca, con attain
to perfec ‘on i1 anything will be suouted by the ma-
jority of intellig ent people as a ridiculous proposition.
Certainly, it is - ~-oposition which we should hesitate
to admit. Bu. it really seems to us that the post
office authori.ies deserve to be complimented on hav-
ing reachbed perfection in the art of mismanaging one
brinch of the business with which the nation hns
foolishly entrusted them. They are, it is true, en-
dowed with a peculiar aptitude for bungling; and
there is no renson, so far as they themselves are con-
cerned, why their mismanagement should not be per-
fect in every department of their activity. But in
their principal sphere they have not been allowed full
scope for their capabilities, and hence have not suc-
ceeded in sinking below the Jevel of dull mediocrity.
When the post office acts as a common carrier, collect-
ing and distributing letters and parcels, it acquits itself
of its duty in 2 manne: which, if far from satisfactory,
is at all events passable. But that is its misfortune,
204 its fault. In doing its commou carrying the post
office is sadly handicapped by the codperation of the
railwavs. It is by the railway companies that the
mast important part of the work is performed: and,
as the railways, which belong to people whose capital
/8 at 8Ly, are rationally conducted, the perfection of
misi.enag:ment is necessarily unattainable in the
mail service.  In the telegraph department it is differ-
ent. There the posta! oticials enjoy a free hand; and
the upshot is 8 mi g t 8o complete that the
public would in many cases be better off it no tele-
graph existcl.  This is, we maintvin, in its way, a
most remarkable achievement. hecomes the more
remarxable when we retlect that it has been acom-
plished in the face of most formidable obstacles. If
the post office as a letter cavrier has been hampered by
the energy and the enterprise of the railway com-
panies, the post offce as telegraphist has also been
impeded by the industry and the ingeruity of the
electrician.  For more than a quarter of a century the

strides taken by .electrical science in the direction of
cheap, rapid, and reliable telegraphy have been stu.
pendous; and nothing short of a State department
could possibly have resisted the torrent of progress,
Sir John Pender, Sir Charles Bright, or any of the
pioncers of electrical communication would have suc-
But it is “*dogyred us does it

cumbed at once.
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Amazing as the statement may be, it is a fact that the
post oftice bas succeeded, not only it stemming the
tlood, but actually in beating 1t back. Telegraphy,
we say, with every proof at our command, cught to
have been growing cheaper, more speedy, and more
aceurate. It has become slower, dearer, and more in-
wecurate; and now it is, to a large extent, practically
useless.  The person who entrusts the post office with
a telegram never knows when it will be delivered, or
how it will be delivered, or whether it will be de-
livered at ail.  All he can feel reasonably sure about
is that his message will reach its destination, if it does
reach it, bearing information exactly the opposite of
that which it wus intended to convey. And for this
he is charged con:lerably more than he Lad to pay
seven-aud-twenty vears ago.  The post oflice has
carried its mismane gement to such a piteh of perfec-
tion as to deprive the very word * telegraphy " of a
pertion of its signification,  Writing in 1892, Mr.
Preece, the chief engineer of the telegraph depart-
ment, explained that while “ telegraph 7 was “‘a
general name for any means of conveying intelligence
other than by voles vr by the tranemission of written
messages,” © th idea of speed iy generally under-
stood.””  The idea, thanks to the post oifice, is now
excluded.  What is now connoted by ““ telegraphy
ig delay, vexation, loss. and chaes,

Upon having elaborated these conditions i circum-
stances so unpropitious the post oflice autherities are,
as we have admitted, entitled to plume themselves,
As a matter of fact, they ave constantly pluming
themselves.  Bui the public can hardly be expected to
manifest an equal measure of complaisancy. What
appears to be a source of saisfaction to the post office
is an intolerable nuisance to the public; and the pub-
lic, we trust, is determired that the nuisance shall be
abated.  The public, we trust, is resotved that its tele-
graphic business shall be transacted with promptitude
and with accuracy ; and, if the public is wise, it will
also insist toat it shall be transacted cconomically,
And, after all the affair is the public’s, The wires
belong to the community, not to the post oftice; and
it is for the community to see that the property which
it purchased at so nbsurdly high o price in 1876 is not
allowed to go to wreck and ruin. It is, of course, the
faculty of a government to blunder; and the hugest
blunder conceivable was committed by the govern-
meni from the very ftirst bv placing the wires under
the control of the post office,  To this initial error the
deadlock which now exists is mainly attributable.
Upon what ~~ound can so absurd an arrangement be
explained ¥ Upon what ground can it be excused ?
Whet connection exists between the duties of the post
oftice and those of the telegraph department ? Nnne
whatever ? The post office might as reasonably be
put in charge of the army, or the fleet, or the militia,
as in charge of the telegraphs. The telegraph depart-
ment is a highly tec .anical branch of the public ser-
vice. If the work allotted to it is to be adequately
discharged, the operators must be persons who are
possessed of superior intelligence and have undergone
a prolonged training. The post oftice, on the other
hand, is engaged merely in performing the duties of a
common carrier. A certain amount of organizing
capacity is required of the chiefs of the staff; and, of
course, the expert sorter and letter-carrier get through
their dutics more smartly than ex perienced men
would. But, speaking broa:.liy, the work of the post
office iz work which anybody . do. Tlc beads of
the post office know notki. g of teic~.ahy  We
question whether they would vecoguize o tesgraph
instrument, if they saw one; and of the nature of tele-
graphic business they must necessarily be ignorant.
Yet they are the supreme controllers of the telegraph
department. Any order whick they may issue has to
be obeyed, however impracticable or however ridicu-
lous it may be,—and an ignorant man may issue
ridiculous orders with the best of intentions,—and can
be appealed against only to another postal official.
Could any arrangement better calculated than this to
conduce to confusion well bis devised? Tt leads to
some amazing results, epart altogether from those
arising from the regulations formulated by men who
have 1o notion of the business which they are en-
deavoring to regulute—results which some persons
never dream of.  Thus, a telegraph official who has
spent all hic life iu nequiring & knowledge of tele-
graphy, ana who has years of experience, will be re-

moved from his position and set to manage postal
work ; while u postal official of similar experience will

be transferred from u position in which his services are |

valuable to another in which his principal duty will
be to attempt to manage a telegraph office.  This is
called promotion. It promotes the ofticials to higher
salaries, but it promotes the telegraph service to the
dogs. A cssentinl reform, if the telegraph is to he
improved, is that the telegraph department shall be
managed by telegraphists, and the post office by post-
men.  Unless this change can be secured, it is hopeless
to look for material or dursble improvement.

A second reform of equal importance, but one
which would alinost inevitably follow from the adop-
tion of the first, is that the telegraph department
shall be allowed to retain its operators after it has
traived them. At present, it is allowed to train them,
and is then compelled to let them go.  No system
coulid be more ludicrous,  The public has heard o
good deal lately of the discontent prevaleat in the
telegraph depurtment, but it does not understand the
cause of the trouble.  If it did, we feel sure that it
would have intervened for its own sake.  The post
office, everybody will admit, is bound, in duty to the
public, to get its work done as cheaply as possible.
Nothing is to be gained by pursuing a policy at vari-
ance with the laws of political economy. But the
complaint ia that the department does not act in ac-
cordance with the dictates of those laws. It will ot
pay the maiket price for its labor. The consequence
is that its labor leaves it, and it finds itself with an
insufliciency of steff to carry on its work. It is un-
derstafling that is responsible for the present condi-
ion of uffairs, What bappeus is this. A telegraph
clerk cannot be picked up in the gutter. He must be
traincd for his work, and his training occupies the
better part of five years, Duiing that period he is apt
to be more bother than he is worth. After it bis sei-
vices are valuable. It is at tixat point, therefore, that
cable companies in want of expert telegraphists begin
to compete for him. Incvedible as it may seem, it is
at that point, also, that the British government allows
them to acquire him. Rather than pay him the sal-
ary he can command clsewhere, they let him go. The
necessary result is that the work of the department
is done, or, rather, mangied, by learners and incom-
petents.  Were the department managed by telegraph-
ists, as it ought to be, we cannot believe that this sys-
tem would be permitted to continue.

Liberty and the Money Question.

To the Editor of Liberty:

1 sat at table with Yarros at the Iroquois Club
dinner, mentioned in Liberty, No. 353; consequently
I was also a listener to the address delivered by Mr.
E. O. Brown on that oceasion on *‘ The Future of
Democracy.”

As it dues not seexn to me to be of much importance
whethe the sha:nming hypocrites who call them-
selves * Gold Jremocrats,” who met at Indianapolis,
adopted & nlxtform, and nominated cuz“idates, for the
sole purpose of concealing from their former associutes
iheir real obje t, av .} the sincere, but fanaticul, crowd
whe met at Chicage « bu declared for compulsory sil-
ver, and who ealled themselves Democrats, ever come
together aund aguin act in political harmony or not, I
did not, at tke time, give careful or thougbtful atten-
tion to what slr. Brown said. But, on reading the
criticism in Liberty, it seemed to me that Mr, Yarros
had, for svize undivulged reason, purpssely avoided
reference to the real and fundamental fanlt in Mr.
Brown’s argument. Mr. Brown asserts that *‘ the
essential principle of the Democratic party is some-
thing more than a (uestion of business methods; it is
fundamental; it is a helief in, and the advocacy snd
defence of, personal, individual liberty.” He says
that ‘‘ money is a tool onéy.” The kind and quautity
of money that the people may be permitted to use
‘‘i8 a matter of detail, or of merg finance.” Mr.
Brown is a Democrat, and in the past has afiliated
and acted with the Democratic party Lecause he was
an individualist: one who belicved that personal
liberty is an essential to proper human growth and
development; and one who, with a large except, is
etill an individualist. If any one should ask Mr.
Brown how men could enjoy personal liberty while
living uuder a government which obliged them by

' universal instrument which we call land.

foree to forego the beuefits of their own industry, he
would im:mediately say ihai it was impossible.  But
he says thai the money yuestion does not involve oy-
thing of that kind; therefore let us put it to one side,
und not bother ourselves about it any more. Let us
see.

1t is self-evident that no man is free who is de-
prived, in opposition to his will, of any pavt ¢f the
fruits of his toil; Lie becomes a slave, partial or com-
plete, proportionately to the degree of spoliation. It
is also self-evident that it is impossible for men to
cnjoy 21l of the restlts of their perronal energy, unless
they can freely exchange with cach otlier all of the
products of their labor. If there are insurmountable
obstructions, may it not be fairly asked how men are
to freely exchange the products of their labor while
those obstructions remain ?  If the government by
ioree prevents nien from usinrg the best means, or any
means, of ncecomplishing exchanges, is not industrial
liberty interfered with and obstructed ?

Now, the moaey question may be ** a matter of
detail, or mere finsuce,” and money may be called ‘a
tool only,” but the tool itself, the freedom of its use,
and the scope of its funetions, together constitute a
question of much larger significance than Mr. Brown
seems to think; in fact, its real import is of scarcely
less importance to men than the freedom to use the
Of course
ro Single Taxer will ever so far forget his religious
udherence to that dogma ay to consider the relative
importance of the money question, so long as there is
a chance to discuss his favorite theme. Perhaps the
study of agrarian Sociaiism bas so warped Mr.
Brown’s individualism that he is unable to think
straight upon the money question; or perhaps he has
given the subject so little real study that he has
failed to reach correct results; be is certainly ‘ way
off ” in relation to the importance of the money ques-
tion. For really, in so far as tue people of the United
States are concerned. th.c money question is of much
more importance to them than the land guestion;
furthermore, in pol’tical discussion, the money ques-
tion is now at the very forefront of public debate,—
the paramount question of the hour. It is true that
life is impossible apart from land, but it is also true
that the induetrizl activity which sustains life as we
now know i would be utterly impossible in the ab-
sence of the means by whic.. "2 accomplish ex-
changes. Man could exist if he was deprived of the
benefits which arise from the use of money; he could
dig something out of the ground, or gatler something
from the vegetation which grew near him; he could
trade, in a very small way, things for other things;
but he could nct hve. Money itself is really an ab-
straction; its concrete expression is, like other com-
modities, a resuit of lahor; it is therefore expensive.
The abstraction can be reduced to writing; conse-
agazotly we b wve a form of money, expressed in terms
of mony, which we call credit. One of the functions
of 1mone; is 0 measure the value of commodities in
relation t- <ach other, and another is to facilitate the
exchange of those commodities. Metallic money, or
its specific representatives, likc other commodities,
represent labor already performed; consequertly ro
exchange of commodities accomplisbed by the use
of metallic money is an expensive cperatiou; credit
costs almost nothing; consequently uay exchange of
commodities that is effected by (he agency of credit.
hecomes an inexpensive achievement. The needs of

\an require that an exchange of the products of labor
suall take place: the necessities which require those
exchanges also demand th\t vequisite facilities be
afforded for their safe and easy accomplishment. In
response to thiz demand the ingenious thought of
man ':+a enabled him to so develop the ways and
1means of employing the abstract quality of money by
the use of written forms that he is now, when free,
able to accomplish most of the business of the civilized
wo.id without the use of metallic money.

By the use of credit the value of every picce of
property, regardless of its general character size, or
location, can be made iostantly available for transfer,
provided each individual is left free to issue to every
other individual promises to pay money whenever
they may desire to do so. Consequeutly, under con.

ditious of freedom, credit becomes u civeulating cap-
ital, always and instantly available, the labor-saving
quality of which gives it & value the maguitude of



which is scarcely measurable.  Fy these days of min-
uie divisions of labor, diversification and diffecentin-
+ion of indusiry, the major par' of industrial activity
consists in the distributive exchange of commodities
botween those who produce them ind those who con-
sume them.  In the United Statey the people are ac-
tually and totally inhibi.2d, either ss individuals or
by association, from using promises to pay money,
vased uoon their credit, as a currency or circulating
medium.

They are, therefore. arbitrarily denied the right to
use, and denied the benetit of the use of, a labor-
saving instrumesnt of immense value; they are, in con-
sequence, forced to submit to extortionsts irterest
charges for the use of money; vast quantities of prop-
erty remain dead and unproductive because the means
of makiug it available for excliaoge and use are thus
arbitrarily denied; the efficioncy of the results of all
*heir tubor is materially impaired; some of it is made
wholly unavailable, and thus practically destroyed;
the mouey monopoly is complete, and men who would
otherwise be free are thereby made slaves: and jet
it is said by a professed individualist that the money
question is of so small importance in relation to any
interference with industrial freedom that it need not
at present be considered. A, W. Wrianr.
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