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Liberty expects to greet its readers l;‘inmntl‘.l_x‘ here-
after, m the forn given to the present issuey a
pamphlet of sixty-four pages. It is with reluctancee _
that T abandon the old form, which has served my pur-
pose so satisfactorily for nearly a quarter of acent-
ury. But there are compeliing reasons for the ffl}ungv.
In the first place, to avoid governmental SUpervision,
annoyance, and censorship, I have decided not to siek
rv—rn.try of the publication as second-class natier, lTut
to mail it always at thard-class rates; {ll]l], to do this
ceonomicaily, each copy must be niade to weigh a shade
less than twe ounces or some multiple thereof.  The
pamphlet forin fits itself to this rvtwin:nwnt more
casily than the newspaper form, and this chanse to
third-class matter enables me to mail the publication
when and where I like and in such quantities as I like,
to meil it with other matter in one wrapper i | Ljh()(?.\‘(‘,
to print what I choose on the w I‘:lppvr,’nnd to print in
the publication itself as many pages of my own «d- ‘
vertising matter as T aniay find serviceable witl st sl
jecting myself, my subscribers, or my ()H‘.cla‘ wives
tisers, to impudent interrogation from offictals of the
United States government.  In the second plnco,.the
adopticn of a page of the present size, not only for
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Eiberty s but for the books and vatiphlets which it s
iy intention to issie horeafter, which hooks and pina
phlcts also will ey advertising matter, enables mc to
mterchar ge the advertising pages at will, and, when it
scems best, to publishi in pamphlet form matter that
hus appeared in Liberiy, thas saving the cost of
re-composition,

‘T'he business of publishing hooks and pamphlets,
alluded to in the foregoing paragraph, will b2 con-
ducted by me in pursuanee of a policy lately approved
by the New York Evening Post ” for university
purposes. Urging that cach large university should
have its own press, and deploring the high prices and
consequent small circulation of serious literature in
this country as compared with France, the * Post
well says:

In France, with Jess than forty millions of people, ilere are
prubably from five to ten persons who buy serious books to vne
in the English-speaking countries with nearly four tines the
population.  If that is only approximately so, it is a terrible
reproach to our civilization; and it is partly the result of the
inflated prices charged for new works of serious literature. It
should not be forgotten that the class of the community whiel
buys, or might buy, suci: books, is one that feels very keenly
the difference hetween paying less than a dollar or from two
to six dollars. In Paris the publisher who should raise his prive
weuld lose his public; in London or New Yok the publisker
who should lower his price would find the public unprep-ved
and irresponsive. From the publishers there is little to bene
save cheap reprints of works out of copvright; tut mighe not
an endowed press, working with steady policy over a course of
vears, help us? By inflexibly demanding adegnate titerary ex-
pression, by standardizing its prices at a low iigure, by giving
unknown authors a chance on their merits, by supporting
scholars in difficult but little-trodden paths, it might serve a
great national purpose.




2699 o PIOKET bUly o

Loomy own smadl way, swith such mcans as e con
mand, and iy special ficld, T purpose domg this
very thing, - puablishing at reasonable prices Looks
and pamphletsy whether new or old, whose inportanee
can hardly e over-estimated, hut which eff'er too hittle
promise of profit to mduce other publishers to auder-
take their tssae. Inother words, Tave = endowed ™
my own press, and, meagre as the endowment neces-
sarily is, it is sutlicient at any rate to guarantee the
continuance of the work indefinitely.

The fir-t publication, under the plan rhove outlined,
will be a new edition, from new plates, of ©* Mntual
Banking,” by Col. William B. Greene. 'This Little
pamphlet, the most important work on finanee ever
published in this country, has already passed through
several editions ; but in none of them has the form len
worthy of the contents. The new edition is reasonanly
sure to eseape this eriticisim ; morcover, it will be the
first edition to contain a port ait of the author,—a
fact which will cause it to be sought after even by
possessors of the older editions. Tt will contain more
ihan a hundred pages, will be sold for ten cents a copy,
snd will appear carly in February.

In connection with the pubhishing business I shall
carry on a small hookstore, and for this purpose have
seeured a rocm at No. 225 Fourth Avenue, a light and
airy office on the twelfth floor of an clevator office-
bailding, commanding a fine outlouk over the eity.
Here T hape to earry ultimately the most complete
line of advanced literature, in the principal languages,
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to he found any where in the world. 22y advanced

lite vature T meen the literature which, in religion and
mornds, leads away irom superstition, which, in pol-
ities, leads avay from government, and which, inart,
leads away from tradition. It will take many months,
pertiaps years, to attain this end, but it will not tuke
long to make a beginning ; ard within a very few
weehs, or even days, those who may see fit to visit the
stor will find upon the shelves a fairly representative
stock, which they are cordially invited to examine at
thene leisure.

1 wish to obtain a considerable number of copies of
whole No. 800 of Liberty. For the tirst copy that
shall reach me in presentable condition 1 will pay one
dollar to the sender, and for cach copy arriving there-
after I will pay fifty cents to the sender, until I shall
have twenty-five copivs in my possession.  The dollar
offer is unconditional; the fitty-cent offer, however, is
qualificd by the condition that there shall be a total
receipt of at least twenty-five copics.  1f on March 1
1 have not received twenty-five copies, all save the first
copy will be returned. I also invite correspondence
witin any person willing to sell one or more of the fol-
low ng issues: Whole Nos. 5, 3%, 116, 346, and 380.

Referring to the © We Don’t Patronize List * which
sppears in the pages of the * American Federation-
ist,” the orgzaii of the Federation of Labor, the New
York “ Sun ”? says: * A manufacturer’s blacklist is
dencunce:d by uniomism as a erime against society. 1ts
own blacklist is regarded as a legitimate weapon. It
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tations. but liberal and constitutional ones as well.
Reaction is admittedls a stroug probability, and the
really substastial vietories of October may be for-
feited. Of conrse, human nature is human nature,
and it were both idle and unfair to blae the dis-
tracted and exasperated Russian radicals for the b
events have taken.  Witte has not been honest : the
Bourbons were at no time in actual fear of his
liberalism. Quite likely any other body of men would
Lave acted as the Russian intellectuals and proletariat
committees have acted.  Still, the fact remains that,
had the policy of strictly passive resistance been con-
tinued, and had not the strike and boycott weapon
been too recklessly used, the cause of freedom and
progress in Russia would today reioiee in much
brighter prospects.  Whatever recorm Russia shall be
shown by developments to have seeured. she will eer-
tainly owe to the peaceful demonstration of the * Red
Sunday ” and to the passive strike.

Things have come to such a pass that no American
traveller can return from a teip abroad without being
made to blush for his country. On the westbound
ocean steamers every passenger of forcign birth,
whether in steerage or cabin, is required, during the
vovage, to fill out a blank form with answei: to a score
or more of questions, some of the last degree of im-
pudeétice, others of the last degree of idiocy. Fere are
some of the questions: ¢ Have you fifty dollars with
vou?” *If not, how much have you?” * Have
:vnu ever been in prison? ? “ Were you ever in the
poor house? ™ ¢ Are you deformed or crippled?
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* 1f so, how caune you s0? 7 ** Are you a polyga-

mist? ™ ¢ Are you an Anarchist?? * Are you in
cood health, physiead and mental? " The paper warns
the passenger ihat, on landing, he may be required to
swear to the truth of his answers, and that, it he
swears falsely, he will be sent to prison. It must be
admitted, however, that the circulation of these blanks
on shipboard has one virtue: it serves to greatly re-
lieve the tedium of an ocean voyage.  On the last trip
that T made it was the chief topie of conversation, and
at sea anything that * causes talk > is a blessing. My
next neighbor in the dining-room was a young Eng-
Lshman.  Little knowing who I was, he px'oduccd his
blank at table. ¢ Have vou seen these questions? ™
satied lie: ** just look at this one, for instance: © Are you
ait Anarchist? 7 As if any one would admit it under
such circumstances! My answer to that will be: ¢ Not
at present, with hopes for the future.””  Another
passenger’s answer was: * T was not an Anarchist until
I read these questions.™  Stifl another said: * If he
who carries bombs 1s an Anarchist, No: if he who re-
sents inquisition is an Anarchist, Yes.”  While, under
the question :  Are you in good health, physical and
iaental? ** one man wrete: T am mad.”™  And so it
went. It was all very ertaining ; but to every Amer-
jean it was also very painful to see his country made,
and with good reason, the butt of ridicule. Suppose
England were to pass a law for the exclusion of for-
cign prostitutes; what in that case would be the fecl-
ings of an American citizen whose wife e daughter,
hefore landing in England, should be confronted offi-
cially with the question: “ Are you a harlot? ” It
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would be a fine stroke of justice if precisely such a tate
could befall every congressman who voted for the silly
and abominable law under which questions eqaadly im-
pudent and searcely less horrible are ptumped at every
man and woman visiting these shores.

In the tributes paid by the newspapers to the late
Marshail Field muceh stress is faid on the statement
that, unlike many other money magnates, he accumu-
lated his wealth by legitimate methods. Tt 1s probably
true, as the New York = Evening Post ™ says, that
* to hix money nene of that taint attached which comes
of building up a fortune upon the deliberately planned
wreek of the property of others.”  But, when the
= Post 7 deelares that * no ruin-spreading monopoly
could be pointed to as the souree of his great riches,”
it goes too far. The © Post ™ knows very well that the
protective tariff ereates a ** ruin-spreading monopoly,™
and it has especial reason to remember the advantages
derived from the tariff by merchants like Marshall
Ficld, for it is not inany years since these very mer-
chants organized a boyeott of its advertising columns
beeause of its advocacy of tariff reform. The ** Post ™
does not know, or at any rate does not say, that the
legal restrictions upon banking create a ** ruin-spread-
ing monopoly,”™ but such is the fact : and Marshall
Field profited handsomely by the absence of that
sharper competition which would have held him in
check under a really free banking system.  Further-
more, but a comparatively small portion of Mr. Field’s
vast wealth was derived directly from his mercantile
pursuits. Most of it came through shrewd outside in-

4.3911
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vestments. It is probable that he was a large tock-
holder in most of the gigantic corporations that have
been built * upon the deliberately planned wieek of the
property of others,” and it 1s sure that he was an
cnormous beneficiary of increase in land values, wheh
he could not have been but for that * ruin-spreading
monopoly * which vests land-titles in non-occupants
and non-users.  Ficld did not a tively practise the
methods of Rockefeller, but he benefited by them.  He
did not inspire the dislike that most of us feel for
Rockefeller, but his money. no less than Rockefeller’s,
was tainted.

Under cover of its tribute to Marshall Field, the
* Evening Post ” bestows a nasty kick on Andrew
Carnegic. ** Though Mr. Field's public gifts were not
large in proportion to his means, he at least bestowed
themt in a way to carry ne sting. He gave freely and
outright, when he did give.  Not for him was the
odicus plan of ¢ stimulating benevolence in others,” by
giving grudgingly of his abundance on condition that
as much be extracted from the poverty of others.
Phus his charitics were, it not great relatively, at
least not the offensive acts of a man who was at heart
a miser.” A singular deelaration, in view of the fact
that Mr. Field’s $8,000,000 bequest for the endow-
ment and maintenance of the Ficld Columbian Muscum
is made upon the express condition that within six
vears from the death of Mr. Ficld there shall be pro-
.\'ide(], without cost to the estate, a satisfactory site for
the permanent home of the museum. This method of
giving, far from being grudging or miserly, shows
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great wisdom in the giver, and no less in M. Cor-
negic’s ease then in Mr. Field's,

The New York = Sun,”™ taking a similar view to that
of the * Evening Post,” sayvs of Marshall Field that
* his business methods were honorable ™ ; that ¢ he did
not bilk or prey upon the publie ™, that he did not
scck public respect through “staring philanthropies™;
and that ** he did not try to cover up doubttul trans-
actions with a halo or to bribe his way into * society *
or heaven with benefactions in the nature of vepent-
anee.” And because he did not do these things, declares
the * Sun,” “ the red-mouthed yapping at the rich
spared him.™  But the © Sun,™ in thus holding up Mr.
Field as an exeeptional case, virtually charges that
most other possessors of fortunes as large as Mr.
Field's are in the habit of doing precisely the things
that he did not do.  Now, if the making of these
charg s by the © Sun ™ is legitimate criticisin, why do
the same charges, when made by an Anarchist, be-
come ** red-mouthed vapping at the rich ¢

Some months ago Gustave Hervé, Urbain Gohier,
and a number of other conspicuous members of the
French anti-military party signed a poster advising
French soldiers, whien ordered to fire on strikers, to
turn their zuns on their officers, and this poster was
put up in various parts of Paris. The signers were
arrested, and in December, after an exciting trial,
nearly ali were convieted and received severe sentences.
Two o. three, however, were acquitted, though they
were quite as guilty as the others, and one of the for-
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tunate ones was the famous Italian revolutionist, Aanil-
care Cipriani, who, it scems, once rendered the Froneh
nation a great serviee in an hour of peril.  The day
after hix acquittal Cipriani again procecded with the
placarding of Paris with the original poster, this time,
however, signed by himself only and having the fol-
lowing appendix:

In company with twenty-seven comrades I signed this
poster. By acquitting e, on December 30, the Seine jury has
proclaimed that I committed no cerime. It has recognized my
right of propagandism. I make use of it.

Cipriani may be lacking i gratitude, but there’s
nothing the matter with his logic or his sense of humor.

When Theodore Roosevelt, writing to Henry M.
Whitney, charged his correspondent with * lacking the
power of exact thinking.™ it was hardly an instance of
comdemnation from Sir Hubert.

Whother we have or have not an emperor in the
United States,—on which point judgment may be re-
served il Roosevelt and the senate and house get
through with cach other,—it is at least clear that we
have a crown princess fully developed.

» And the said defendant is hereby enjoined from
wooing or making love to Mary E. Brown.” Thus
runs a clause in an erder issued recently by Judge
Moss of the cireuit court at Parkersburg, West Vir-
ginia. The defendant is William Brown, and the
woman to whom he is ordered to cease making love is
his wife. Mrs. Brown recently filed suit for divoree,
and since their estrangement the husband has been
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2707 ON PICKET DUTY 13
trying to woo his spouse over again.  So do our ~ourts
protect the sacred institution of marriage. A juagze
in & monthly-magazine story would have been busy
helping the parties to get reconciled, and straining the
law for that purpose till you could hear it crack.

Among the “ tributes from educators ™ printed in
the newspapers at the time of the death of Dr. William
R. Harper I saw no mention of President Eliot’s oid-
tiine characterization of the University of Chicago as

- Harper's Bazar”

Justice Rogers, of the New York suprenie court,
in imposing a severe sentenee on a violator of the elee-
tion laws, deelared: * There is too much illegal voting
done in this lnrge eity.”  This judge seems to have
formed an idea of the amount of illegal voting that
ean be alowed to the square mile with prooricty.
Perhaps he took his cue from Boss Odell, who, 1it an
unprecedented burst of candor, said recently to a New
York * World * reporter: I have always believed

¢ that there were more election frauds committed here

W

1

- than there should be.”

Why does not Moses Harman, who is being so
shametully persecited by the post office department,

- mail * Lucifer ™ at third-class rates, in small lots, at

- different times, and at different post-offices? By so

' doing he certainly would lead the national eensor a

lively chase, and perhaps would tire him out. Such «

course would cost but twenty-five cents a year for
ach subseriber, and  Lucifer’s * readers scem willing

2. 3% 2710
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to pay for the privilege of receiving their paper. To
do this is, of course, to submit to an outrageous dis-
cvimination, but it is sometimes better to pay an un-
just tax than to be deprived of one's liberty of speech.

Mr. William Bailie’s life of Josiall Warren, pub-
lished by Small, Maynard & Co., is now ready for
delivery, and is for sale at the office of Liberty. Itis
very prettily gotten up, and its contents are of high
interest to every Anarchist. A later issue will contain
a review of the work, discussing its merits, of which it
has an abundance, and its demerits, from which,
unhappily, it is not free.

Perhaps some of the older readers of Liberty can
give Max Nettlau, the bibliographer of Anarchism,
the information which he asks for in the interesting
article that I reprint from * Freedom.” T have never
seen the pamphlet of which he writes, but there are
references in some numbers of Warren’s * Periodical
Letter ” which indieate that Mr. Nettlau is correct in
his surmise that A. C. Cuddon was its author. I think
that T met Mr. Cuddon in Yonden in 1874 though
considerably more than cighty years of age, he was as
enthusiastic a disciple of Warren as ever.  Mr. Henr;
Edger too, the Positivist of whom Mr. Nettlau writes,
I mict once in New York in 1877, and, as a result of
this meeting, he wrote for the “ Radical Review,” the
quarteriy which I published in 1877-78 in New Bed-
ford, Mass., a long article on “ Prostitution and the
International Woman’s League.” Now that Mr.
Bailic’s life of Warren has appeared, it is hardly nec-
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2711 ON PICKET DUTY
essary to correet Mr. Nettlau's ervor i calling Warren
an Faglishinan, On the other hand, whit is left of
the seet of Universologizts will learn with joy from
Mr. Nettla's article that, though sinee the deatin of
the Pantarch the usually necessary period of one hun-
dred years is far from having clapsed, he has ajveady
gained admission to the calendar of the Saints. M.
Nettlau's address is: Langham House, College Road,
Harrow, Middlesex, Fngland.

A Christian Scienee healer who failed to respond
to a xuwmmons to do jury duty was tined therefor by a
New York judge. The New York  Times 7 complains
of the court for desiring such a juror. * Imagine,” it
savs, ** the verdiet likely to be rendered by a jury con-
tuining o man who, not many vears ago, gravely an-
nounced to a bewildercd metropolis the belief that an
inseription inaceurately chiseled on a block of granite
haed Kindly correeted itself without any other assist-
ance than the existenee of a preference on the part of
Murs. Mary Baker Patterson Glover, &e., &e., Fddy.
and a few of her worshippers that the inscription
sheuld read in another way ! Well, why should a
verdict rendered by such a jury be less reasonable than
one rendered by w Jury containing a man who enter-
tains the belief that Jesus of Nazareth was born of a
virgin by a process known as immaculate conception?
The theory of the * Times ™ will carry it far.

The Filipinos have made 3W. J. Bryan a Datto, but
nobody in the world, Filipino or Anmierican, can make

Mr. Bryan a Ditto,

L. 3111
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WHAT WE FIND INSTEAD OF THE FOOT
OF THE RAINBOW

1 am indebted to a review in the © Advanee ” for my
knowledge of a new book published by the Scribners.
called ** The City the Hope of Democracy.™ It is
thus deseribed:

Among the recent books on public questions the volume hear-
ing the title above is one of the most important. Tt is from the
pen of Frederie C. Howe, who says that his convictions are the
result of several vears of actual political 2xperience in the wd-
ministration of the city of Cleveland, nnd of personal study of
municinal conditions in the leading cities of Great Britain and
America. ‘The author further states that his careful stady of
ity problems compelied him to change from © belief in a busi-
jess man's govermnent to belief in a people’s government.”
These two points he elaborates with a great array of facts and
extensive arguinent.

In *a business man's government ™ Mr. Howe finds the prin-
aipal eanse of corruption. 1t is back of bossism, back of boo-
dling, back of hribery, back of the whole business of exploiting
the people,  In this respect, as readers of the * Advance ™ need
hardly be told, the author reaches the same conelusion as Lin-
coln Steffens, That this statement reverses the view
which prevailed o dozen years ago is obvious.  Then the whole
emphasis was aid on the danger of the democracy. ‘Tire public
was told every day in the week that the passes in the city were
the source of corrnpt government, Novw, as Mir. Howe says, the
public is beginning to realize that the real source of corruption
ix the big business which puts its own selfish interests befor: the
cornmon welfare. The cenneetion of the political bos
with franchise corrup?ion of eities is thus described: * The boss
crme in through political apathy, e has grown powerful
through privilege. He is the natural and logical product of
privilege, and he everywhere perpetuates his power through an
allianee with it.  And the privileges which lie now represents
are the great natural monopolies that nike use of our streets,
the companies which supply transportati m, gas, water, electric
light, and telephone service, ‘The boss ~njoys a dual role; he
rot only controis the party, but traffics in legislation. He has
hecome a modern feudal baron, who does homage to his supe-
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AT THE FOOT OF THE RAINBOW 17

rior, levies tribute on society, and distributes favors to his re-
tainers with a free hand, as did kis prototypes of old. e is the
link which unites the eriminal rich with the eriminal poor. For

~the former he obtains millions in grants and franchises, and

immunity from taxes. Vo the latter, in payment of election
serviees, he dlspcnus <imall gratuities in jobs, protection from
the police, and in charities. e makes nart\ regularity a mer-
chantable asset, which he uses for his own 'i)()lltl ol u!\.mwmmlt
and the promotion of these interests whose agent ho is.”

So we must reverse the view that was tnught us a
dozen vears ago, must we?  Not without stopping to
think, I hoze. Correet it, doubtless : but why reverse
it? The dozon-vear-old view was, T beheve, that the

“ hoss"s power was based in his relation to the unintel-

' ligent masses, to whom, in payment of election sery ices,

~he dispensed small ﬂrltuihu in jobs, protection from

~ the police, and che u'mcs. wherehy their vote beeame his
: nwrvll:mhll)h- asset which he used for his own political
wdvancement and for his private envichment by the
| sale of privilege to the eriminal rich. How far from

that sre we now, after all, according to Mr. Howe?
[:i the nincteenth eentury, to be sure, the hoss's

- suppoerters were supposed to be the poor m gene ral s

now. it seetis, they are = the er riminal poor.”™  As they

are apparently able to furnish the mass of votes which

does the main work of carrving an eleetion, it is rather

- disquicting to find the (rmmml PoOT S0 AUmCrous a
Cclass. T he charge is substantially equivalent to say-
B 0o that the poor voters in general are criminal, for
: the cleetion returns give us an idca of the number of

men who must be deseribed as ** eriminal poor ™ i
order to explain the boss™s majorities.

Doces it appear
E {rom Mr. Towe™s statement what facts show them to
 he erimiinal? It does, They are eriminals in that they

18 LIBERTY

vote a ticket whizh has « chance of suceess at the polls.
Well, we Anarchists aiways did maintain that this is
crime : so we will not be he ard on Myr. Howe for agree-
ing with us.  Furthermore, they are eriminals-in that
H\vu‘ vete is determined by lll\mo for the man's per-
sonal character (1 confess that, in expounding the
phrase © small gratuities in charities,” T draw on my
recollection of the explanations that were given us a
dozen years ago; but 2am T wrong n so dmnn ? the
thing to be explained is the same, and the e\pl.nmt ion
is pl:uml,.u and is confirmed by observations taken a
dozer. years ¢ u‘o) and by the fact that he administers
the ;evernment in their interest so far as they nuder-
tand it. M0 Howe does not appear to chdrﬂ"e that
thev realize the ntagonism between their position and
the public interest —»f—ﬂmt they believe the # good fel-
low ™ who looks out for the poor in geveral and for his
friends in particular to be in fact a plundc. er of hon-
st men and n tool of monopoly.  Mr. Howe’s position,
<o far as I am informed of it, scems quite consistent
with what we heard a dozen years ago,—-that they be-
Lieve this ruler to be the real friend of the people, and
the talk about ** plnn(](- * to be the moonshine of the-
arists who are out of touch with practical life; so we
may give these voters full credit for sincerity. Are
Hw\' (1‘1nmmls, then, in letting such co: \siderations
sway their vote? Doubtless: for by wilful and unjust
aggaression they kill thousands of men and women who
ourrht to be left alive. Only it is getting more and
more obvious that they are eriminals of the sort who
can never be jailed, beecause there are not enough jail-
ors to keep them ; that the w ords  criminal pom',” if
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“f”-\‘- ~ they are meant to suggest that we are here dealing
Cis e L with 4 minor subdivision of the poor, are a gross per-
rec- - version of faet  that it is just as we used to be told in
that - the nincteenth century,—this iz the type of the poor
er- - in general, and will be so as long as they continue to
¢ - be umnteiligent, which witl be nobedy knows how long:
my = and that this swme type is not especially pecaliar to
*a -~ the poor, but ix identical with the type of the sucevss
- - ful, but narrow-minded, New England manutacturer
tion L who votes for the protective tarift in the firm belief
1A that his business would go to the dogs if lie had to
tevs - compete with Burope without atariff, and what is true
der- [ of Ll is true of his neighbors, so free trade would

at ruin the country.

14:\11(1 - Or does Mr. Howe really mean that the boss derives
il‘l" - his power, on the popular side, not from his control of
1 his a large body of voters, but from his control of a ma-
.h.on~ chinery for registering fictitious votes? Do the words
iton, “ crimizial poor * refer solely to those whose election-
nt day serviees are of a nature legally punishable?  No
- be- one doubts that bosses make great use of such agencies
and L on occnsion @ but it is hardly plausible to say that this
the- i+ their main source of power : and, if that were true, it
) we would hardly be plausible te say that anything vise
e ' than this should be the main point of attack % an at-
3 tempt to purify elections, T think T was right in my
just irst interpretation of the phrase * eriminal poor.” i
who T'he source of the boss's mandate to rule our munic-
S “ipadities, then, seems. even by Mr. Howe’s account, to
"]’(? e essentially the same as it used to be said to be. In
}.,]’_“1‘ he presentation of his relation to the capitalist there

if s a greater difference observable.  The capitalist and

L 311 2714 £-391

20 LIBERTY

the boss used to cone before our minds as tvo mainly
independent pewers, bargaining with cach other either
for mutual profit at the expense of the public or for
the terms of blackmail levied by the boss on the cap-
italist ; and the boss was supposed to be a sort of rob-
wer baron, fortified in a castle where he could and did
claim to be the superior party in the negotiation, what-
ever advantage the supple capitalist might gain over
his pride.  Now Mr. Howe presents the boss to us as
the capitalist’s tool and agent,— removable at the cap-
italist’s will, we must suppose, clse the alleged relation
becomes practicaily unthinkable in so far as it differs
from the old conception,—through whom the capital-
ist excrcises in fact, by deputy, the powers which the
boss had been supposed to exercise in his own behali.

I believe there is trath in both views.  I'believe there
have alwass been places where it was possible for the
capitalist to keep a hoss of hix own, and capitalists
who have seen and welcomed such an opportunity. T
believe, on the other hand, that the boss tends to aspire
to as much independence as he thinks he ean deiend,
and that ihe nature of his position puts him under
constant temptaticn to go to the verge of prudence in
reaching out for independence. T think, it we could
get the lid all off from the dealings between the two,
we should sce struggles for conquest or for independ-
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uncertain, since the boss’s power consists so largely

- his reputation, and this reputation must adhcre per-

- sonally to the man who is publicly known as boss—-

- cannot be kept under the control of any power behind

Cthe throne. It Johin Smith, capitalist, having made
John Doc a boss, wents to unmake him, what is he to

£ do?  Doc controls the votes partly beeause he is known
- to be charitable to the poor, partly beeause he 1s known
| ax adistributor of political patronage.  Smith can
L sway most of the bribed vote, and most of the ap-

L paratus fer conducting a campaign by means of priunt-

L ing, paid speakers, paid canvassers, cte; but he must
also have a mas Lo present in Doc’s place. It he pre-
sents his confidential clerk, Richard Roe, whose per-

- sonal qualifications for such work are unquestioned,

L the fact that Roc is unknown to the voters will be a
fright ful handicap,—a handicap invincible for the
tine being. exeept by the difficult and dangerous pro-
cess of buyving up individually, with hard cash, a suf-

L ficient number of local sub-Tiosses. Practieally Roc's
chances would not be worth mentioning #ill he had

- spent sone years getting himself before the bossable

| prt of the public. Meanwhile Doc, controlling the

- government, will have half ruined Smith's local busi-

E ness. Conseguently Smith is driven to fall back on

L Tom Styles, who i- alveady in polities and has the

- political assets whicl a judicious «.ddition of money

will transform into dominion.  But Styles is already in

some sort of relations with Doe; and the game to be
played is one in which Doe is a specialist, while Smith
is dependent on his subordinate for technique. Doe is
deseribed in the papers as © making the fight of his

.2
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life,” and is getting money from a rival capitalist by
fluttering offers 5 and many are the voters who think it
hest to stand by the old rian. Will it not pay Smith
best, if Doe is willing to do business on reasonable
terme. to treat with him as an equal rather than try to
crush him* I am assuming circumstances faverable to
Dov, but net extraordinarily so: it is at least likely
that smth will have to wait + year or two till he can
get a favorable opening, and time may work in Doce's
tavor instead of his own.

T'he point is that so much of the boss’s power is
nun-transferable, Part of it can be duplieated, and
another part conquered away from hiny, but both the
dupitcating and the conquering take time, and time is
money to the capitalist. T eannot think, therefore,
that he will, as a rule, keep in efficient condition that
poor of removal which is essential to complete dom-
ination.  But assume the case where he does it—what
then? Inacity where the known boss is a puppet, and
a capitalist is the real boss, what of it7*  Simply that
we mistook the identity of our boss. There is a boss,
Just as we thought there was: and the voters ane -
trolicd, aud the clections ave enrried. by the same
means as we always supposed did the work.  The in-
ference is simply that in our reform movenents we

= Mr Howe is tatking of cities, and s¢ am 1. In a
ature the faree arei covered, and 1the presenee of the rural vote,
tend to weaken the power of the boss as a man ané make it easier
for money to dwart him.  Henee we often hear of a > tate being
owned by a railroad company, while a c¢ity is alwags saidr to he
awned by a man or a ring. The membters of the ring mmay be the
leading stockholders of a corporation, but It is as men, not as
money-bags, that they hess e city.  Their money is a tool of their
potitical power, aud their motive for holding the power; but tine
power does not consist i the money, -
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must no longer trust this man whom we thought we
could trust as a possible ally against the basss Now
this Tesson is well worth writing a book about, o w
dozen books ; but it does not caneel the lessons of a
dozen years ago; they remain valid, and we add the
new lesson to them. o

Mr. Howe draws the lesson differently : l'u- nsists
that we should have municipal ownership ot \ulu:l.l)lv
franchises, in order that there may not be these rich
vlums to attract capitalists to control !hv .lm~‘~. Now,
‘urely this is irvelevant unless the capitalist is the )
cause of the boss; and Mr. Howe seems really to think
that this is so.  But how is the c:npitallft'»upp'nwd.h)
cause the boss? Tt must be cither by giving him his
meiirs, or by furnishing him his motive. I‘h'«- boss
would continue it the capitalist were gone, 1i‘mv:m~
and mocive were still present 2 and .-|~snn~<‘ll:\' they -
would be present. Money can hardly 'lw ~tid to oecaps
a forcmost plice mmong the means of the city boss,
espeeially it you restrict it to ~1§(’h money as the mp: .
italist may he supposed to furnish him it you utterly
destroy hi‘il)c."_\' funds out of politices, h}nl u!nul»{lu the
number of jobs to be given out in the ¢ity sarviee, you
may be sure vou have not made the bess ess able to ‘
hold his power. As for mot ives I have no ;_,rmu'm.l hn‘t
dispating that the capitalist’s money may be t;nvnfx\»
among the motives which ‘-wm:m-.tln- boss at t u-'pn‘—
sent dav :and, it 1 tried to deny it, Hw.hwhm(m.\ of
Mr. Howe might well be conelusive against me. But
in its absence other motives would come into play, -
motives quite strong cnough_to make a man act as
boss. It is ditlicult to conecive a great city govern-

LIBERTY

ment in which the piums of the admini=tration, pro-
vided & man wishes to administer corruptly, could not
be made big enough to give a considerahic peeuniary

motive; and, even if money coithd all he done awav, the

niere love of power, or the desive Lo accomplish some
purpose for which the control of political power is
needed, would suffice to draw nien into ti. caroer.
The matter ean be put in a nut<hell. It Jdolin Do had
devoted himself to banking, he might have made a
million.  If he had devoted himself to manufacturing.
he might have made half a willion.  But he did. when
he was starting in Gife, devote hinsclf to polities, and
he did so well in it that e is able to be boss of the city.
Now, if the place of hoss is worth five milhons, he gets
the five vllions ; but, it it i worth only « hundred
thousand, he still puis his whole strenath into heing
boss, for the good reason that, if he were to o into
banking or manufacturing now, when he is getting
into middle age, he could not hopie to nuke more than
ten thousand. Some circumstance, Joined perhaps to
a natural bent, started him as a politician : as soon as
he has won acstanding in polities, aod has not Vet won
wany equally strong standing in any other line of life,
it will take something unusual to Keep him from going
on as a politician, be the rewards great or small. All
that you could hope to accomplish by lessening the
boss™s rewards would be to give us a less able race of
bosses: or, it you could very considerably diminish the
money rewards, to mive us a race of hosses actuated hy
different motives.  These different motives might be
better than the wotives of the present bosses, or they
might not.
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The milk in Mr. ilowe's cocoanut, T think, is this.
W Live had bad government, and have thought of
viriots wavs to get rid ot i One of” these waye,
whivh sy had pinned their faith too was to put the
.r_;'n\l*l'llllh'll.t i thae hands of the business men. Mr,
Howe has shewn up this fallacy, and thus, we may
hope o saved many frous spending more energy on s
False dine. But. when be tells us to 2o back to the old
theery of frusting the honest patriotism and sturdy
common sense of e tmitssese be hies e basis to 2o on.
We have tricd that and found it wansing, and the ex-
pericnce is stiil vatid and even sHll curreat, ll-m\' d(.ws
a comparison of the New York city oloct n of 1905
with that of 1886 Hearst in the place o George,
MeClellm in the place of Tlewitt, Ivins in the place of
Roosevelt, the Tammany eandidiste cach tiae counted
in. the labor candidate cach Uinee siniming to have had

™

an actual meagoritye show that the masses are more to
be trusted pulili«':;ll\' now than then?  When you are
after the pot of gold st the end of the rainbow, never
turn back to a place where vou have already looked 1o
vain. Thats at Jeasty is not the nature of rainbows.
Better =av that good government is to bhe had by ed-
ucating the peopte into sound politieal prin(‘iplo,\: by
seehing vour rainhow an a mountain-tap so dh‘hiru“i s
that. vou will have the pleasure of a dong walk in hope,
hetfore vou sutfer the disappointment ef getting there
aivd secing what veu find.

The project of sceuring good government has been
tricd in many shapes, and has failed in each shape.
The longer the list of failures grows, th(._- more mli.'\‘t'
the thought recur that the project of doing away with
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government, and leaving all that government now docs
to be conducted on the busis of ordinary business, has
never in acivilized country been tricd and Yound to
fail.

wvex T, Byixaros

WHAT NEXT IN RUSSLA?

The mareh of events i Russin affords a striking
confirmation of the truth that the maintenan ¢ of the
State depends upon orgnaized brute force.  Without
an army and navy no governnent can sneeesstully
impose its aathority upon a people. The Ruassian re-
volt proves to all the world that there, at least, bavonet
and cannon are the only pillars of authority, and that
these are fast ecrumbling away.

The growth of representative institutions obscures
the primal nature of the State, though under its
wost demoeratic form physical force is still its uitimate
foundation.  In this land of the free fow would ae-
~ept the idea that a government born of the Declara-
tion of Independenee, purporting to rest upon the
will of the people, has anvthing in common with the
military despotism now in process of disintegration in
northern Europe. Yet the most patriotic American
will not hesitate to cendemn the government of the
czar.  Nor is it difieult to comprehend how a down-
trodden race, enthedled by superstition, ignorance.
and want, could so fong submit to a blighting and
eruel régime. For generations they have been foreed
to cringe and erawl, until blind faith and passive fa-
talism are traits of national character. Rut even here
we see that the spirit of liberty still lives.

At an early period the conquest of Russia by the

2723
Partars a
and threw
to the hea
superstity
national |
the czar.

"T'o not
ing of re]
held her f
tion. Hau
conqguero!
have been
abortive |
century.
LOVCTIIN
Russia it
enabling
archy an

When
Russia, t
lq)\\'(-(]: ”
firmly o~
INisses.
compli=h
and labo:
sueh a st
versed.
dominan
fation w
happene
to the g

appearil




WHAT NEXT IN RUSSIA? 27 N LIBERTY

does L Tartars arrested the normal development of the people In building up absolute power the crown. in order to ; aroy
has i threw them back on their religion.  In opposition : insure the lovalty and support of the landed aristoe- mad
' to the heathen conquerors, the By zautine form of : raey, aided ““.,." through a scries of cnactients o per- ] thf‘ 1
superstition, magnified in importance, soon hcc:nnc':x . feet an ceonomic nv\'nlu'ti‘,,,’ which legally transformed : “.‘..“;

national bond gradually personitied in the person of : the people fromw a condition of rude freedom into shves trad

the czar. N ot the soil for the henefit of the proprictors. all-v

"T'o note an analogous instance, it is also the blend- j Of their ancient libertics one institution alone re- ] 1:‘h](’.
“the . ho of religion aud nationality in Ireland which has - mained to the pensants,  the Mir, By cultivating :
3 - = . 3 A

ot L held her for eenturies an easy prey to Eanglish domina- | nuteal aid it enabled them too long to endure unjust 3 }’“’]f
3 tion.  Had the people been able to unite against the cxploitation : but it also rendered the serfs an easier ug]) ‘
L re- - conqueror, vegardless of ereed, political freedon would ] prey Lo the rapacitv of their rulers,  As a tax-collect- wha

‘one - 3 ave been achieved long before the advent of Grattan®s ing ageney the Wir beeame a highly efficient and serv- | relia
vonet ¢ have been aclieved long ] i gy agene) hl . on
Hhat ~abortive parliament toward the close of the cighteenth : wcable tool of the government. The peasants were dow!

noi
was

century.  Superstition here was utilized by an alien E thus held responsible colleetively for taxes.  Wherever
covernment to hold a nation in subjeetion, while in I he wenty whatever opportunities to inprove his for-
T{u:si;\ it worked hand in hand with the native l‘ul.«'l‘-"-- tune the peasant might find elsewhere, the conmmune
enabling them to fasten bath an ceclesiastical hier- nnl|](.l chuni him, could compel him to return, to work
archy and a political despotism upon the pc(»plv.' off his <hare of the tax burden.  After cnmancipation
When the Tartar rule was finally overthrown in he was = holdfast ™ to his commune, just as he had
Russin, three leading consequences historieally tul- been to his master. There has now Srowis up a new
lowed s the nation was politically unificd. autoeracy ; generations with <ome glimmering of desive for indivi- at ,]:,
m i L tirmly established, and serfdom first inposcd upon the }  dual rights and less faith in the * little father.™ a E l]
can L eses. The enslavement of the cultivators wils e [ younger race born since the days of serfdom, which p i f
] complizhed during a periad when land was ])lt"lhhfl finds the nl.(l customs and conditions irksome..  Thix ‘\.l‘;"_
and labor searee.  There would have been no need for : change inideas has helped to make the revolution = !
<uch astepa it the cconomie conditions had been re- E possible Lin
verwed, With land searce and free labor abundant, tl\}- . I the past adl progress seemed hopeless. The his- - S
dominant elass could have secured a revenue by exploi- B toric events that made for freedom in western Lurope ”,"'
tation without resorting to so drastic a measuve. 'lf had no influrnce on the masses in Russia.  The Renais- iu'm]
happencd, too, when in other parts of l*}tlro}w. owing sance, the Reformation, the discovery of America, the h“
to the growing scarcity of frec land, serfdom was dis- _ Freneh Revolution, the teachings of seience. touched ars

appearing. not the life of the people. There was no natural hine
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growth toward free institutions.  If complaints were cmancipation, have wrought untold suffering and in- terly un
made, the ezar cmitted nkases instead of remedies. If B Justice upon the peasants. Liberty without free land Coteque
the laws worked ill, more laws were promulgated, which N and exemption from ruinous taxation was an idle no Lard
wronght more ill.  Feats the most impossible and con- mockery, leaving the peasant as he is to-day,—help- g which ta
tradictory have been attempted through laws by ithe less, dependent, and in abject poverty. L pots,evi
all-wise autoerat, only to display the folly of his Under serfdoin the government was upheld by the L assembli
labors. y landed nobility, because, in order to sceure to them 4
Until comparatively recent times no middle class, no & their privileges, the State was necessary to the pro-
professional classes, had aricen. The nobility, made ] prictors.  But, since the einancipation, with revenues
up largely of those in the government serviee, from much diminished, the cconomic power of the landed
whatever social rank they sprang, served always as a class has dwindled, and therefore they have ceased to
reliable and  venient instrument to keep the people : be a potent factor in the government.  Yet, while the all its a
down. When at length a elass emerged, neither nobles : proprictors have lost, neither the p asantry nor the ized by
noe peas.ats, and began to accumulate property, it commercial classes have gained political power.  Here- ean to
was inevitable that they should desive political rights v in lies the anomaly of a government trying to maintain ’
and seek representation in the government. It is this itself, though representing none of the component
steadily-growing propertied elass, which comes neither economie or propertied classes of the nation. "The mil-
from bottom nor top of the social structure, though itary organization, no longer, as in the past, identified
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reénforeed from both, that for more than half a cen- 1 with landed property, therefore becomes the sole re- czar an
tury has furnished the leaven of aspiration and effort lince of the government. the jus
at last ripened into a nation in revolt, In any country in time of peace it is well known Desy

Those who read history ordy through the doings of | that the military establishment is itching tor a fight, hands 1

‘ts figureheads and heroes will continue to eredit thirsting for the opportunity to practise its murderous
Alexander IT with the emancipition of the serfs, just vocation. It is usually, however, restrained by the

as they aseribe the abolition of slavery in America to more potent commereial and property interests sup-
Lincoln. Fmancipation was not the free gitt of a porting the State.  But, just as soon as this restraint Wheth
generous raler: it was an ceonomic neeessity to which f becomes inoperative, the military class, regardless alike L 1s assu
the law reluctantly and half-heartedly gave recogni- ‘ of just cause or adequate preparation, will plunge | Noi
tion.  Scrfdom did not pay, and was a failure indus- i headlong into war.  Under such cireumstances Russia Russin
trially long before it was abolished. And the reaction- was r)h':"a:-n to fight Japan.  With the same irrespens- overth
ary measures in the interest of the landowners, that , ible fatuity Louis Napoicon in 1870 dragged the L upshot

potism
phanto
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hindered the reforms essential to complete the work of French into a war for which his government was ut- L In the
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terly unpreparcd. In both instances the disastrous
consequenees led te internal revolution. It \\'uul.d he
no Lard task to show iy classic citation that nations
which tamely submit to the 1 e of unserupulous des-
pots, even it these be clected presidents or legislative
assemblios, must surely reap in tears and blood the
fruits of their supine indifference.

Al elasses in Russia outside the military were op-
posed to the late war.  But, as already noted, none ]'md
auv control over the acts of the autoeracy.  Japan s
success com ineed the people that the government, with
all its armics, was not invineible.  Beaten and demoral-
ized by a despised foe, tixe army and navy at last be-
@an to waver in their loyalty.  With popular revolt
blazing out all over the cmpire, and open mutiny con-
fronting them, the czar and his advisers prepare to
temporize. A constitution is prou}ulgatvd, vet no
class or party is satisfied.  The belief grows that t_l:c
ezar and his Cossack assassins will be unable to stifle
the just dumands of the nation. )

Desperate, impetent, despised, cursed, hated, its
hands recking with the people’s innocent bleod, des-
potism is doomed. Standing for an 01}&()]&1‘ past, a
phantom tradition, a hopeless future, it must Sl.l(‘(‘\ln'ﬂ)
hefore the rising social forees that have muh*rmmvfl it
Whether it take months or vears, the transformation
is assured.  The old régime ean never be revived.

No illusions should be cherishied about the future of
Russin. The State will not, with all its crimes, be
overthrown. It will, at best, only change hands. The
upshot of the present crisis will be a shifting nf.pmvc'r.
In the end the dominant propertied interests will gain

272, R 79
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control. - Already the commereial, industrial. and pro-
fessional elasses are hecoming the strongest social
force. Tt is their demands, their efforts, that have
brought the erisis to w head.  As happened in other
countries in the past, they enlist the working classes
under their banners. The peasants will not, to any
great extent, act with the revolutionaries, )

After the revolution shall have performed its main
work,—the overthrow of autoeracy and establishment
of constitutional government,—the working class and
their Socialist allies will discover that their plans have
miscarried. .\ stronger force thau they had shaped
them to its ends.

Instead of landed property, for which it formerly
stood, the State in Russia will in the near future rci)—
resent capitalist property. Tna word, it will become a

. modern State.  Their identity with the old régime and

their present weakness will prevent the remnant of the
landed class from gaining much share in the govein-
ment. The peasants will, therefore, at the expense of
their former masters, obtain extended rights in the
land, beeause the dominant elass in the State can al-
ways afford to be gencerous at the expense of another
cliss whose day of power has passed. The working
people, notwithstanding their sacerifices for liberty,
will find that they possess no larger measure of free-
dom or independence than their brethren in Germany,
France, or other European countrics. Political rights,
perhaps universal suffrage, will be attained, but the
achicvement of ecconomie libertv will remain far off in
the future. )

In spite of disappointment and defeat, the people
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will not abanden the hopes and ideals for which they
have suffered and bled.  Uprisings against the new
order, as against the old, will surely occor.  But,
under the coming régime of capital, such revolution-
ary cfforts will prove even less suceesstul than in the
past. Nevertheless the attainment of wo-called free
political institutions is a ster on the way toward the
larger freedom which is the goal of social evolution.
Wirrtiay Barue.

INSURANCE AND GOVERNMENTAL *“ PRO-
TECTION ”

The New York legislative inquiry into the methods
and practices of the Tife i nsurance companies has been
very useful. It has unmaskced * respectable * graft-
ers, embezzlers, and pirates. It has afforded tlmh
evidence of the rottenness of “ high finance.” and has
cxposed the sickening hypocerisy of the pillars of law
and order. The good, dull moral people who. outraged
by ]\()lded instances of * labor ” graft or of * il(m—
ging,” frantically demand the fcqucss vniolcomont of
the criminal statutes will sing low for a time. The
shallow optimists who have seen nothing but benevo-
lence and * duty ™ in the eriminal adventures of our
government in the Philippines. on the Panama isth-
mus, and elsewhere, demoralized by the revelations of
rascality and treachery in the upper business strata,
arce dcnmndmg in despair that the American people

raise the black flag ” and marfully avow that the
dollar is their only religion, law, and moral code.

All this is refreshing, wholesome, grateful. But let
no one expect any other beneficial result from the in-
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vestigation.  Insurance will not be reformed: the
policy-holder’s interests will not be safers mistse of
funds will not be prevented. State control and super
vision having utterly fuiled, more control by pnlm—
clans is .ul\()c,ltul. Some are clamoring for fod vl
control of insurance,—Missionary Dr \(l namong
them, by the way : and no (l()uht federal control. it ex-
clusive, would be ** cheaper ™ than control of forty-
five scpar ate departments. T he average man assumes
that the insurance companies have enjoyed too much
freedom, and 1”“11)'\ to the conclusion that restrictive
legislation covering tneir investments, commissions,
mll(ll‘lC\, cte., will kuop them honest and cconomical.
But what are the facts?

That certain statutes designed to restrain them have
heen ignored or * waived ” h\ complaisant officials i
true: but they have paid well for this complaisance.
More restriction will mean more bribery and more
blackmail ; the price of * lais.cx faire * will be higher,
that's all.

.. not generally known that the companies have
actaally pur(lmwd legislation which has cnabled them.
not merely to hamper and thwart suspicious policy-

Lolders, to avoid judicial examination and publicity.
hut to discourage and restrain cmnpch*mn

Here 1s an i.\fcrcs‘ting extract from the chapter on
= Remedies ™ in Actaary Dawson’s new book on ™ The
Business ot Life Insurance

First and foremost, the lessons of life insurance history
enforced by recent events demonstrate that the formation of
purely mutual companies, required by law to maintain solvency.

should be encouraged. ‘The organization of mutual societies to
operate on unsound plans, on the other hand, should not be
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permitted.

At present precisely the contrary is the fact. Mutual com-
panies may be organized freely to operate on unsound assess-
ment plans, but may not be organized at all under the legal
reserve lawse . Whether this came about through the cupidity
ot existing companies desiving a monopoly or through the
~tupidity of legislators who, influenced by no present interest
calling for such powers, blindly shut the door against the
enterprise of the future generations, does not much matier.
It has resulted in the evils of assessmentism assuming gigantic
propertions, and also in many grievous ills in life insurance
companies operating on sound plans,

Noremedy can go to the root of the matter, therefore, which
does not provide for the organization of regular mutual
conpanaes,

Without indorsing these paragraphs as they stand,
the statement as to the peculiar incidenee and cffeet of
the restrictive legislation is full of suggestion.

Mr. Dawson demands for insurance * freedom and
publicity.” His conception of freedom is inadequate,
for he recommends several regulative and paternalistic

measures that no consistent libertarian recognizes as
necessary.  Morcover, he does not even sce the effects
of denials of freedom in other directions—espeeially
freedom in banking and eredit organization—on the
whole insuranee business.  The Libertarian will recom-
mend freedom as the remady for the evils of insurance,
exposed and hidden, in @ more comprehensive sense,
tuking care to add that, provided compcetition is per-
mitted and the poliey-holder is let alene by the State,
there is no oceasion tor tears over the losses of the
carcless, stupid, or indolent policy-holders who may be
victimized by grafters and betrayers of trust. The
policy-holders who, having power and choice, prefer
the wildeat or doubtful companices to those known to

36 LIBERTY

L conservative should pay the penalty qf their folly.
Has it not been said that against stupidity even the
gods are helpless? s. K.

THE LIETTERS OF IBSEN

1f the writing of an autobiography by I‘hrv!‘ll w(‘mld
have prevented these * Letters 7 (Fox, Dufficld & Co.)
from being given to the world, it is weil th.at we shall
(doub*less) have to do without the uutnblf)gm}.)hy:
for no survey of a man’s life written by himself near
the end of it could quite reveal to us the character of
the man, and especially his gro=th and developmert,
as doues a collection of his spoutancous utterances to
friends and foes, given forth, evidently in many cases,
without a thought of the possibility of t}lelx' being
given to the public.  The most sh‘_ikil}g impression,
perhaps, that a careful readirg of this volume pro-
duces 1s that Ibsen’s life has bear a ver - r:onh'ndx-ctm"v
one, and that ke has been guilty of nin. in-cons;»;t-
c‘ncies; but we are accustomed to this in geniuses a‘nd
strong individualities, for from Shakspere to Whit-
inan it has not been uncommon. While I think it in-
disputable that the tendency of Thsen’s writings, in
his letters as well as in his plays, is toward the mag-
nification of the individual and the abolition of the
State (a> will be remembered from his dramatic works,
and as will be scen from the quotations which T shall
presently make from his letters), it is also quite true
that the State Secialists could point to many ex-
pressions that scem to show him as sharing their faith.
I am convinced, however, that these latter are chance
and unguarded or unconsidered expressions, and not

TIRERTYV
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really characteristic of his philosophy. Tle has often
and unqualifiedly denounced the State, and yet he still
continves to draw a pension from it ; and in carly life,
when he had seant means, he made long and strenuous
ciforts to secure the pension, and to obtain ** traveling
drants 7 from the Norwegian govermment to enable
hint to go abroad and broaden and deepen his knowl-
wdge of the world.  Of course he justitied this accept-
ance of State aid by the contention that it was really
due him on account of the fact that the gm'crmnvnt‘
gave authors no protection, by international copy-
right arrangements, against the piracy of their works
by foreign publishers: but even this contention is a
deeidedly Archistic one.

~ It is not, as I have intimated, difficult to show
Ibsen’s real opinion of the State, for he has many
times characterized it in no mistakable terms.  As
carly as 1865 he said, in a letter to Magdaiene Thore-
sen (his mother-in-law), that * the downfall of the
State would be regarded by our countrymen s the
worst thing that could happen ; but the downfall of a
Ntate cannot be a reason for sorrow.”  Fqually un-
appreciative was he of so-called * political liberty,”
and he never lost an opportunity to inveigh aga‘inst
it. Here is a characteristie denunciation of both those
State-Socialistice fetiches, which we find in a letter to
George Brandes (to whom, by the way, Thsen has
written many of his best letters):

T <hall never agree to making liberty synonymous with polit-
ical liberty. What you call liberty I call liberties; and what I
call the struggle for liberty is nothing bat the constant, living
assimilaticn of the idea of frecdom. He who posscests liberty

L. 3

LIBERTY

otherwise than as a thing to he striven for possesses it dead ad
soullesss for the idea of liberty has undoubtedly this charac -
isliv, that it develops steadily during its assinilation. So that
a tan who stops in the midst of the struggle and says = Now 1
have it thereby shows that he has lost it. It is, however,
exaetiy this dead maintenance of a certain given standpoint of
liberty that is characteristic of the communities which go by the
name of States  and this it is et 1 have ealled worthless,

- The State i~ the carse of e individuaT, .

The State must be abolished ! In that recolution T will take

part. Undermine “he idea of tee State: moke willingness and

spiritual kinship the only essentials in the case of a union: and

vou have the beginning of a liberty that is of seme value. The

changing of 1orms ot government is mere toving with degrees,
a little more or a little ess,--tolly . the whole of it

‘The great thing is not to allow on s self to be frightened by
the venerable s of the institution.  The State has its root in
Times it will ¢« its culmination in Time.  Greater things than
it will fail; all religion will fall.  Neither the conceptions of
morality or those of art are elernal.

Very much in the sune strain is a later letter to
Bjornsor, which is particularly definite in its
disapproval of the State and statecraft:

I am theretore very much afraid *hat social reforms with us
are ~till far off.  No doubt the politically privileged class may
acquire some new rights, some new advantages; but I cannot see
that the nation as a wheles or the single individual, gains very
much by this. 1 admit, however, that, in politics too, T am a
pagin: 1 do not bhelieve in the emancipatory poveer of political
measures: nor have I nuch confidence in the altruism and good
will o1 those in power.

Twelve vears earlier he had written to Brandes in
about the same way -

The liberal press is closed to you*  Why, of course! 1 once
expressed my conterpt for political liberty. You contradicted
me at the time. Your fairv-tale of * Red Ridinghood ™ shows
me that you have had certain experiences. Dear friend, the
Iiberals are freedon’s worst enemies.  Freedom of thought and
spirit thrive hest under absolutism.

It may appear from this that Ibsen’s long residence
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in Rome had given him slightly Machiavellim tend-
encies t but 1 do not think that this is the case. Ithink
that the proper interpretation of the hist sentencee is
that liberalism, as it was then known in Norway, had
succeeded inestablishing acertain amount of political
independence and had then beecome stagnant and even
reactionary. thus being a menace to rveal tfreedom,
rather than an aid o it ; on the other hand, it was
doubtless apparent to Ibsen, as it is to many others,
that. there being under absolutism no semblance of
political liberty, the ever-nascent desive for freedom
makes naturally for froedom of thought and spirit—
an inevitabie result of the inhibition ot Mrecdom of
action.

i'hat Ihsen i cqually opposed to another of the
essentials of demoerney—namely, niajority role - s
shown in a letter written in 1872 tu Fredinik Gjertsen:

There is no danger o 4y soon naving, « u” of regard for my-
selt and my own peace of 1.ind, to e rrender my famdamental
principle in every field and doincin,— that the wminority is
alwavs in the right.

Ten vears later he wrote to Brandes as tfollows:

I receive more and more ecorroboration of my conviction that
there i something demoralizing in engaging in polities and in
Joming parties. It will never, in any case, be possible for me !
Juin a party that has the majority <mits side

.

Bjornst jerne Bjornson was Ibsen’s best -aind most
helptul friend in the early days, and to-day they are
on terms of intimacy : but for some twelve vears—
fr-in 1868 to 1880 —they were estranged, and this
was due to the fact that, while Ibsen was growing to
believe less and Jess in the State, B)ornson was looking

- -
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more toward State-Socialistic measures for the solu-
tion of sociological problems. Their association is In-
teresting in that it brought out what practically
aunounted to Ibsen’s deelaration of independence.  Be
was writing in 1863 to Bjornson concerning an '
tempt to sceure a grant for him from the governm:.
which he feared would fail on account of the radier
way in which he had been writing, and he beran.
}):1;'; addy, to get disgusted with t]m‘\\}ml .
Thereupon he relf 1 his fernags in the follor g
manner to Bt uaend:

ang me if 1 cnr Sl X ss a single line,
n ]‘;}l:' 'l:-‘:‘“\};'lll:\‘tL txlfesie\ : ;a:l'r;;\"‘ndwl?*ion ” so;lll&:)ﬁ:x(:i ‘ll)f lit:g Lf’t ’
me rmb r be w beggar all my lite: If T cannot be myself in
what T w== thon the whole is nothing but lies and humbug.

As a ferv i expression of his sentiments concerning
the baleful influence of the State and politics upon art,
witness the following extract from a letter to Brandes
in 1870 about the changes that were then taking place
in Ttaly:

For every :tatesman that makes his appearance there, au
artist will be ruined.  And then the glorious aspiration after
liberty—thet is at an enc now. Yes—I must confess that the
only thing 1 love about liverty is the struggle for it; I care
nothing for the possession of it.

T+ s cortain from this that Ibsen thinks liberty only
the means to the end. and in other letters he has
emptasic d this po'nt.

Theic is good ard abundant evidence, teo. that
Ibsen is & philosophical Egoist, the most striking in-
dication of which is found in another letter to Brandes.
From the f(llowing it is clear that he has a vational

conception of life and its realities:
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What T chiciiy desive for you is a genuine, tfull-blooded
Egoistn, wiich shall force you for a time to regard what con-
cerns you searselt o8 the only thing of any consequen.s, and
cvervthing else as non-existent. Now, don’t take this wish as

2 evidence of senvtioa bratal inowy nature! There is no way
in which you ean b o society more than by coining the metal
vou have i voussed. 1 have never really had any very firm
Pelief in sedtaarity: in fact, T have only aceepted it as a kind of
traditioral dogma. It one had the courage to throw it over-
Doard alic. - it is possible that one would be rid of the
ballast whicl b~ down one’s personality most heavily. ‘There
ire actually moments  hen the whole history of the world ap-
poars to me hike one gieat shipwreck, and the only important
thiv, scems to be 1y sqve one's self.

Quite in e with this expression of Egoism is an-
other utterance called forth by a statement by Braundes
that the latter had no friends at home.  Ihsen replied
that he had tuncied that for a long time, and added:

When a man stands . in an intimately personal rela-
tion to his life-work, he cannot really expect to keep his
“friends.” . . . Friends are an expensive luxury; and,
when a man's whole capital is invested in a calling and a'mis-~
~ioun in life, he cannot afford to keep them. The costliness of
keeping friends does not lie in what one does for them, but in
what one. out of consideraiion for them, refrains from doing.
This means the crushing of many an intellectual germ. I have
had personai experience of it: and tiere arv, consequently,
many vears behind me during which it was not possible for me
to be m.\\z'!f.

This was in 1870, but ax carly as 1864 he was writ-
ing to Bjornson that he knew that he was = incapable
of entering into close and intimate relations with
prople who demand that one should yield one’s self up
entirely and unreservedly.”™ These sentiments may not
be wholly aceeptable to a great many people, perhaps
not even to all Anarchists: but a little retrospection
and introspection ought to convince most thinking
prople that Ihsen's staterent of the case is in keeping

4
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with the experience of most of us under simile eir-
cumstances, This does not jnply that one nust abjur
all friends, but there are friends and friends, and one
i< obliged to diseriminate. "FPhere arve friends whom
one never is obliged to consider s bhut they are ~e pare
that two of them are not often scen at the same tine.

Religion is one of the questions upon which Ihsen
ix exeeptionally contradictory. In 1865 in Rome he
stated that he was reading nothing but the Bible, and
not very long afterward he was herating cortain Kinds
of theology and theologians. The truth of the matter
ix that he is religious at bottom, speaks reverently at
times of God, and seems to believe in him: but with
churches and religious movemats he has had little or
nothing to do, and particularly abhors their influence
upon the peeple.

Bjirnson, who gladly accepted a penstond ohsolutely
refused all officl: 1 decorations, and was vexed «ith
Ihsen for accepting them.  The latter-—consistent in
this. at any rate- thought it puerile to take the one
and not the other, and pointed out that, in order to be
logical, ™ every kindly-meant festivity offered us,
eve s toast, etel” must likewise be rejeeted.

While on some oceasions Thsen showed himselt very
sensitive to eriticism. he at other times expressed ox-
treme contempt for the erities: * I¥ they have bren
tinding fauit, then to the devib with them! Most erit-
ical fault-finding.™ he adds. = when redueed to its es
sentials, simply amounts to reproach of the author
beeatse he is himself—thinks, feels, sces, and ereates,
as himself, instead of sceing and ereating in the way
the eritic would have done, if he had been able.™  He s
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ot exaet!ly oraculrin this, but we must remember
hat he was often annoyed by inconsequential and
stupid (snd sometimes by malicious) eriticism. But
vhat writer is not?

It perhapsis worthy of nention in this country (it
vould not be in Europe) that Ihsen had a taste for
spectlation, and was a frequent investor i lottery
ickets, as is witnessed by numerous requests made of
1< publisher in Copenhagen to purchase tickets for
ini. What would be thought of our foremest author

- ( provided he could be identified!) if it were known
that he regularly patronized lotteries?

It cannot be said that Ibsen has been very prolific as
regards quantity, he having written, according to
Henrik Jaeger’s bibliography. only twenty-seven

¢ ploys in fifty vears: but of what tremendous <ignifi-

cance some of them are! It all his plans had been ful-
filled. the world would have a great many more, for a

L very frequently-recurring footnote throughout thiis
F volume is to the effect that this or that projected work,
L referred to in aletter, was never written.

It is difficult to say what, in a general sunming up.
the chiet value of this book of Ibsen’s ¢ Letters,” as

~there are o many things in it that give us aso much

arcater insight into the mind of this literary giant

than we have ever had before: but I think it safe to

~ay that, to Liberty's readers, the fact of transeending
importance is that, in spite of ail inconsisteneies and
contradictions, the volume conclusively demonstrates
that the supreme tendencey of Ibsen’s life and voork is
toward the conservation of the individual and th»
destruction of the State. Co LS.
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ANARCHISM IN ENGLAND FIFTY YEARS
AGO

Palax Netttan in Londen  Freedoma 7

A Contribtion towards the Elucidation of the Scicuece of
,\'uviﬂ_:/
By a Member of the London Confederation of Rational
Reformers
“ Liberty is the realization of the sovercignty of the
individual ™
(London: J. Watson, Truclove, Goddard.)

The pamphict advertised under this title in the ™ Resoner,”
of October 12 and 19, 1833, is, as far as I know, the rivst
Anarchist propagandist pamphlet published in Evgland. 1
cannot say where a copy of it may be found. but shall try to
~how {0 some extent snder what circumstances the individgualist
Anarchist propaganda o which it belongs eame into 2xistence
in the early fifties.

Godwin's * Political Justice™ (1793) was never guite for-
gotten, and was even reprinted in the forties (2 vol<. 12n.0.3.
William Thompson's * Inquiry ™ (1824), however, though be-
ginning in an abmost Anarchist spirit, drifted into Owerism
rather, and could not serve as a basis for an Anarchist move-
ment.  The mutualism of John Gray (1832, 1842, 1848) is
logicil, but dry, uninspiring, and any thing but revolutionary.
‘The individualismy of W. Maceall is purely rhetoriczl, without
aim, and purposeless. The rich Socialist literature of the fortics
contains no translation of Proudhon, no trace (a~ far as my
limited knowledge goes) of any Proudhonist propaganda. 1t
i~ wonderful that fifteen years of Chartisin did noi produce a
single writer of mark whe. atter exposing the futility of the
Chartist parliamentary punaces. would have arrived at An-
archism: the Owenites and cinijile codperators of those tines
were anti-pelitical, it is true, but that meant with most of thein
to acquiesce in any state of political o, pression that might
exist and just abstained from interfering with them. In
France, after but one or two vears of experience with repre-
sentative assemblies (1843-49), parliamentarisia was utteriy
rejected by several Socialists (Considérant, Rittinghausen,
ete.) who advecated dircet legislation; but the monstrous
achievements of universal suffrage, the Napcleonic election and
plebiseite. knocked the bottom out of this propaganda, which
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did not to any extent touch England at all, thouzl one ot Con-
siderant’s pamphlets was transiated (Londo J831) 0 So the
Sodd rfrom o which Anavehism might have - 2owas almost
bharren.

In 1550 Thornten Hunt began to pnblish the » Leader” a
weekly review, which under his editorship (until January, 1852)
wis in some sort of contact with the advanced movements, but
which later soon degenerated into a malignant ant’-democratic
paper. Probably the ideas of Josiah Warren (the time store)
were known to the readers of Owen’ e papers by American let-
ters tor many years, but to a larger public some letters and
reviews published sinee 1831 in the * Leader ™ probably first
made Anarchism known.  Herbert Spencer’s * Social Staties ™
were giveno a very full review (Maren 15, pril 12, 1831,
followed soon by four articles on Proudhoun’s French book,
“Adde Géadrale de la Révolition au XIN. Sicele” (September
6, 13, 27, October 135, 1831).  Here Proudhon’s famous words

- of 1910 are reproduced, ending with: * I am an Anarchist,”

and it added: * By * Anarchy’ he means no more than what

our admirable friend Herbert Spencer sets forth as the goal to

whica civilization is irresistibly tending,—viz.. the tinal disap-
pedrance of government, beeome unnecessary because men will
bave learned so te control themselves as to need no external
coercion.”  In another place: » We caution dhe reader againsg
a natural misapprehension of the word Anarchy, which is not

- used as synogymous with disorder; but simply what the Greek
word mmplies- -iiz, absence of government, abselute liberty,”

ete.
In this paper, then, on July 19, 1851, was published a letter,
ned *H. ES (New York, June 19), in which the writer,
» went to America to join Cabet’s Fearian Community, says:
ourier is more known here than any other European Socialist
writer, but Proudhon seems to me more adapted to meet the

- svinpathies of Awnerican Socialism.  He, in his paradoxical
- way, provlaims himself an Anarchist; and recently, in England,

Herberr Spencer tought substantially the same thing, and tells
you that government is not te be regarded as an institution, to

- be for ever needful to man™  Then he tells how he got ac-

quaint *d with Stephen Fearl Andrews’s * The True Constitu-
tion of Government in the Sovercignty of the Individual ™ ('The
Science of Society,” No. 1, New York, 1851). * Here,” he says,

- ¢ the principie of absolute individualism—or, if Proudhon

prefers. we will sax Anarchy (an-arché)—is laid down in plain

- English unconditionally; but the party profess to have made a

w
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prand disemvery, < i of a preiople which will vendor 1
solule abolition of governent ossbie nd proacticabie fi
with  abt anees by suedr i clioeec By tois
then in the press: " Cest Phe D aait of e’
of Society” Ne New York, Il

These iceas of bivdisiduedet 4 schéam twbach ?
diserss hered were foomed ab e e o the (0 atie
by Josich Warren. an Eoglibenan who boad dned o W
Ohwen’s New Hormony communiiy, and then began sy
eaperitnents by bimselfs Hie work, ™ Fauitable Conn ere
New Development on Prneiples as Substitudes for L
Government,” e part publdished in ISt was edited
York in 1=32 by Stephen Poard Andress: it was foliowed
= Practieal Details in Fauitable Commerce ™ (New York, o

SHLOEST b Heney Bdger (bornan Sussex, 1820, die
Versailles, Isss, a4 Bondon baerister, liter on an
in Modern Times, imatcations taken frem Positivist puchi
tions).  He sent several other letters to = lon” the paew
of a contributor to the * Leader”  Nexto on Maven 03
Lody signing = 3L” wrote to William Parr op s lecinn by
P, Andrews at the North American Phafana i Now T
who mentioned the existence of an = eguita®le ™ vidtage
Ohin, at that times land had alreaay been tahen on Long
Island, where (he Modern Times comanunity vas cooa 4
started (the ™ Leader,” Scetl 6, 1851).0 On Macebh 19,
“Ion™ publishes in the ™ Peader™ o review of A A
* Scienee of Society,” winch had aiso casually beer e
in the ™ Westminster R Henry Edgeo sends v
netes on Moderi: dhmes, - Erialville ™ on pong Ishnd
been called {November 25, 1851, in the ™ Leader ™ of 5k
250 1852) 0 U It secns to me not unworthy o emark thye
heresy among social reformers should have sprung up si
trucously on both sides of the Atlantic.  Proudhon wad
drews alike discard association, wike proclain Snarchy; !
Andrews, more intelligently to English cars, proclaims it
sovereignty of the individuel. NMor is Andrews alone her
small party of thinkers, of whom FHenry James and Dr, ¢
mayv be considered the chief, unite with him in eaching
doctrine that the individual is above the institution. Soe
is for man--not man for society.”™  This s, of all Yhe lett
Fdger, the most descriptive and fullest of details searee
anywhere aceessible now, 1 believe.  The ™ Leader™ ( \ug
and 21, 1852) reviews Henry James’s * Lectures and M:
lanies ™ (New York, 1852), saving: * That hix thoughis
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in the divection of no government, whither Proudhon, Herbert
Spencer, and others also tend, will startle only those unaceus-
tomed to modern specnlations.  Evervwhere the police beeoes
less and less o faith with thinking men; and the neeessity for
*strong government  in the baser phwsical sense gets less re-
cognition ™ (the latter qualification being the means by which
the critic of the ™ Leader ™ usually retracts everything sensible
he has advanced). 1 have looked up some of the writings of
Henry James, but whitever good he may have had to say is
hopeless!y buricd in religious twaddle, and it is impossible to
resuscitate himi ax an Anarchist sympathizer of any use.

A year after his fiesk visit T Fdger saw Modern Times
again (letters in the * Leader,” January S, 155355 the first
winter had been very tryving. * For, there being no association,
the first leaders cherishing a horror of #rdernity-sentimental-
+m, evervone had to shift for himselt as he best cou'd.” In
1853 H. Edger spent five months at the North Awerican Pha-
lanx, but expresses himself strongl in favor of Modern Thues
(letter of July, 1833, the = Leader,” September 10): * The
intelligent portion of social reformers are nearly all looking
in the direction of Modern Times. . . . Social reforms,
then, which limit themselves to indurtrial organization, and
studicusly ignore the existence of the deepest and most vide-
spread sociai disease, and the social want thereby indicated,
may well be failures. . . The Modern Times reform
alone attempts to grapple with this master difficulty, and it
does it in the way at once manly and philosophicel-—of boldly
guaranteeing to woman her natural right and highest duty:
that of supreme sovereignty in her own legitimate domain-—
that of the affections. This is the central idea of Fourier's
speculations, the identity of which with the Modern Times
mevement is again very remarkable. A movewent which starts
by eliminating altogether the idea of association, or any com-
bination of interests whatever, is coming to effectuate the very
refornis which have in this country gone generally by the name
of Associationisin, while the associations themselves are sink-
ing into inanition.”

In this year Edger, who prepared to go to live at Modern
Timas, got hold of Positivism, which from that time onward he
zealously propagated. Letters of January and February 3,
1854 (the * Leader,” July 8, 1854), and of March, 1854 (lated
Modern Times, ib. July 22), show how it was possible for men
of different social ideas to live together at Modern 'Times.

“ Bevond our one principle {that of the sovereignty of the in-
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dividual ], he says, “we are in no wise responsible for each
other's doctrines any more than for each other’s acts, here, in
our village of Modern Times.  But our principle does this one
thing, and here [ distinetly take my stand: it unites ali of us
here in a firu, final protest against the competency of political
authorities to decide questions of morals.”

I have not found further letlers by Edger in the * Leader,”
but the little French volume, © Lettres d’Auguste Comte . .

a Henry Lidger et a M. John Metcalf ” (Paris, A postolat
Positiriste, 1889) contains Cuinte’s letters to H. Ldger at
Modern Times, 1854-57, published by Jorge Lagarrigue. Early
in 1854 Edger sent his ** full adhesion ™ to Comte, who was
delighted over another example * of aptitude towards noble
submission with souls who had been most led astray by anarch-
ical utopias” (March 16, 1854). ‘They agreed, it seems, on the
“ affinity of Catholicism and @' > itivism,” and Comte recom-
mends * the particular importance of a dignificd contact with
the Jesuits, to whom, I presume, the supreme direction of the
Catholic movement in America belongs. You will feel in this
way that their success prepares our success.” These are not
jokes, as can be seen from the article, © duguste Comle et les
Jésuites,” by G. Dumnas (* Recue de Paris,” October, 1898).
Edger entertained Comie with a vroject of a sort of Positivist
colony, which Comte at first iejected (“I cannot accept your
proposal of a sort of Puositivist monastery ”); but Edger main-
tained his idea of an agricultural colony (1856), and tells
Comte of the influence his ideas begin to excrcise round him.
Comte thinks that Modern Times may, some years hence,

* really become a Positivist village,” and after fifteen or twenty
vears the *spiritualist centre of a Positivist island |{Long
Island] which would soon form a separate State in the [United
States] Federation.” :

If Comte addressed himself to the Jesuits, Robert Owen
tried to convert the kings of the Holy Alliance, Fourier looked
to Napoleon and later on to the never arriving millionaire, and
the St. Simonians endeavored to win over a prince to their
ideas. It was Blanqui who first struck the note of uncom-
promising revolutionary Socialism.

As to Henry Edger, we learn more about him and Modern
Times from his painphlet “ Modern Times, the Labor Question,
and the Family ¥ (Modern Times, October 8, 1855), which
contains a fair general statement and an expesition of Posi-
tivism. I ignore his second tract: “ Brief Exposition of
Religious Positivism” (1856). His third “ Modern Times
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Traet ™ ise * The Positive Community: Glimpse of the Re-
venerated Future of the Human Race. A Sermon Preached
ai Modern Times . . . 5th September, 18637 (Modern
Times. 1861), which is curious, as it shows his endeavor te put
forward something real and tangible about Positivist aims.

Modern Times is best known now by Moncure D). Conway's
deseniption, * Fortnightly Review,” 1865; he visited it in 1860,
and found all the Anarchist arrangements working very well.
Of it~ end he reports there, as well as in his * Autobiography,”
1901, that “soon after the { American Civil] war broke out,
most of those T bad seen there sailed from Montauk Point on
a smaldl ship, and fixed their tents on some peacefil shore in
South America ™ (** Autobiography ™). T hepe that fuller
aceounts are in existence, but have not scen thems.

To return to England, Modern Times was descdib 4 in
* Chambers's Journal.” Decenber 18, 1852-—which I have not
seen- and in a lecture by William Parr before the British
Association at Glasgow, 1853, printed in the * Journal ot the
Statistical Society of London,” June, 1856, pp. 127-1k
(** Eqguitable Villages in America 7). Here is mentioned ™ The
Periodical Letter on the Principles and Progress of the Equity
Movement,” a monthly paper by Josiah Warren, since July,
1854, which, like the * Social Revolutionist ” and similar papers
of early Anarchist experiments in America, seems to he quite
inaccessible in Furope.

These remarks led me a long way from the consideration of
the pamphlet of QOciober, 1853, mentioned above. T saw it
noticed only in a paragraph of the * Leader,” October 15,

1853, headed * New Society of Reformers,” mentioning that
this London Confederation of Rational Reformers—perhaps
the first Fnglish Anarchist group-—was * composed, we believe,
of seceders from ™ J. Bronterre O'Brien's organization, the
National Reform League. 'This was their “initiatory tract.”
Perbiaps a paper that stands nearer to Bronterre ('Brien's
party may contain further detzils; Krnest Jones's * People's
Paper ™ contains none.

Meanwhile T can only add that the only other Anarchist pub-
tication of the fifties which I know is: “ The Inherent Evil of all
State Government Demonstrated ”; being a reprint of Edmund
Burke's celebrated essay, entitled, * A Vindication of Natural
Socicty  [1756], with notes and an appendix, briefly enunciat-
ing the principles through which * Natural Society ” may be
realized. (I.ondon, Holyoake & Co., 1838, vi, 66 pp., 8vo).
'The notes and appendix are written by an unknown author
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entirely in sympathy with Josiah Warren's ideas, and who had
been in Modern Times himself. They contain no reference
to any existing propaganda in England. Perhaps Mr. G. J.
Holyoake (who knew so well Ebenezer Edger) will be able to
supply the name of the author. . . .

1 need hardly add that any further indications on this sub-
jeet—e. g, where this first English propagandist pamphlet may
be found, etc.—are more than welcome.

P. S.—Two days after writing the above, when lovking over
a truly remarkable collection of early literature, my eye caught
a four-page leaflet, bound up among currency tracts, which
the owner, an old member of the Socialist League, with great
kindness let me have, though he had oniy this copy of it.
This is:

An Qutline of the Principles, Objects, and Regulations
of the London Cunfederation of Ratinnal Reformers,
founded Augqust, 1853,
by a few private individuals of the middle and working classes.

This programe, published after the above-mentioned
twelve-page tract No. 1, is an amalgamation of the Anarchist
ideas of Warren a~-d Andrews with the general demands of
advanced reformers of the time. The ideas wnich the Amer-
icans tried to realize in small communities these Englishmen
wanted applied to the whole country; hience some practical
compromising, but also the idea of a broad and large
propaganda.

The secretaries of the new organization were A. McN,
Dickey and A. C. Cuddon. With the second name we re-enter
known territory, for this is Ambrose Custon Cuddon, whose
articles with strong Anarchist leanings in the * Cosmopolitan
Review ” (London, 1861—-Feb. 1, *62)-—also in the “ Working
M " (1861-62)—I have long since noticed.

As chairman of the “ Working Man's ” Coinmittee he headed
the deputation whlich greeted Bakounine on his escape from
Siberia and arrival in Loendon, January 10, 1862; he also spoke
at the famous gathering in Freemason's Hall, August 5, 1862,
when the same committee welcomed the French delegates to
the International Exhibition and the idea of the International
Working Men's Association was first alluded to in public. He
had been in America early in 1858, and as early as 1341 he
was honorary secretary of the “ Home Colonization Society,”
an organization with somewhat more practical, more immediate
intentions than the main Owenite body—as he explained in the
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* New Moral World,” l.eeds, February 13, March 20, 1811
‘The * Dictionary of National Biography ” records Ambrose
Cuddon, a Catholic publisher and journalist in the twenties.
AL C. Cuddon may have been his son; neither his articles in
the sixties nor the above-mentioned programme, 1853, lack some
useless religious phraseology. From such a comparison of ideas
and style 1 conclude that A. C. Cuddon wrote the ** Programme
of the Rational Reformers ™ of 1853, and it is at least probable
to me that he was also the author of the pamphlet in question,
and very likely also of the notes to Burke's Vindication, 1858.

THE CLAIMS OF ANARCHISM
In an ossay on “ William Morris as an Exponent of Social-
ism,” read by Samuel W. Cooper before the Browning Society,
of Philadelphia, on December 1+, 1905, the essayist made the
following sympathetic statement of the claims of Anarchism:

The Anarchists say that all the ills of humanity come from
monopolies or government,—that there has not been an effort
made by ~ociety for its betterment which has not been met by
an appeal to authority. Reformers have been burned at the
stake, slavery upheld as a divine institvtion, countless millions
slaughtered in wars of conquest and aggression, and, in gen-
eral, the mass of humanity made the slaves of a few rulers.
Class fegislation, the prevention of competition, the monopol-
izing of the means of existence, have resulted in political
knavery, civie unrighteousness, and commercial iniquity, and
have indoctrinated mankind with a lust for criminal gain which
has destroved most of that which was good within him. The re-
flex action on humanity has poisoned the pure streams of moral-
ity which spring from the free earth. They claim that, under
State Socialist, we would have a policeman to thump into us
health, wealth, and wisdom, and to tell us what to eat, drink,
or wear. There would be State doctors, State bar-tenders,
State pie-inspectors, State nurseries, and State families.

They say there is no magic whatever in the name * State.”
The State, they say, is merely a corporation organized by
authority, the powers of which have now been taken possession
of by the wealthy and privileged classes. Its purposes are not
the prevention of aggression, but committiug aggression, the
enforcing of codes of bad morals, and holding the people in
slavery.

Fhey =ay this corporation is supported largely by criminals,
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who are the managers of the same, and that it commits more
crimes ot violence and more robbery than all the rest of
society: that it manufactures eriminals by means of its eriminal
lvws; that, by permitting the organization of sub-State bodies,
private corporations, -it allows industrial buceancers and
privateers with roving letters of marque to embark on the high
~cas of commeree, ready to destroyv all honest merchantmen;
that its patent and copyright laws, its laws for restriction of
free trade, and all the mass of class legislation which it has
built up, are only the means whereby the poor are exploited
and the menopolists made rich beyond the dreams of romance.

They say that all attempts to make people good by having
corporate legislators pass certain enactinents, and then filing
them away in pigeon holes, is futile, and they claim that
humanits cannot be raised, like hothouse tlowers, but should be
allowed natural growth. . .

They claim that, under a natural condition, in which society
was not interfered with by the police, morality would develop,
and that, by unions, associations, societies, and clubs, organized
for the purpose of carrying on any necessary operation of
~society, people would he far better off morally, mentally,
physically, and financially, and that there would not be the
enormous ceonomic waste which is incident to governmental
control.

They elaim that by veluntary organization for the preven-
tion of aggression mankind would be much safer than it can
possibiv be under present conditions.

These and many more things they claim, which it might be
worth while to look into, for many of them seem to bear
critical examinition

MR, SHAW’S POSITION
IMax Deerbohm in the London * Saturday Review."]

It must amuse him, whenever he surveys it; and I hope he
will some day write a comedy around it. It bristles with side-
lizhts on so many things-—on human character in general, and
on the English character in particular, and on the particular
difficultics that genius encounters in Fng. .nd, and on the right
manner of surmounting them.

For vears Mr. Shaw was writing plays, some of which, by
hook or crock, in holes and eorners. were produced. They were
witnessed, and loudly applauded, by such ladies and gentlemen
as were in or around the Fabian Society. Not that these people
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took their Socialist seriously as a playwright, They applauded
his work in just the spirit in which, had he started a racing-
stable, they would have backed his horses. He was taken with
some measure of seriousness by such of the protessional erities
as were his personal friends and were not hide-bound by
theatrical tradition.  Here, they perceived, was sonsething new
in the theatre; and, liking to be in advance of the time, thev
blew iheir trumpets in their friend’s honor.  The rest of the
professional crities merely sniffed or cursed, according to their
manners.  The public took no notice at ail. Time passed. In
Berling Munich, Vienna, and elsewhere, Mr. Shaw was now
popular suecess. Perhaps in the hope that England had
caught an echo of this exotic enthusinsm, Messrs, Vedrenne and
Barker ventured to produce * John Bull's Other Island.” Fng-
!.m(lQh:ul not caught that echo. ‘There was only the usual little
suceds d'estime. But, not long afier its production, the play
was witnessed by a great lady, who advised an august person to
witness it; and this august person persuaded a person vet more
august to witness it. It had been withdrawn, meanwhile: so
there was *a command performance.”™  All the great ladies,
and all the great gentlemen, were present; also, several para-
graphists.  That evening Mr. Shaw becime a fashionable eraze;
and within a few days all London knew it.  ‘The Savoy restau- |
rant is muech frequented by fashion and by paragraphy ; and
its revenues are drawn mainly from the many unfashionabie
people who go to feast their eyes on the people who are fash-
ionable beyond dispute.  No large restaurant can live by the
aristocracy alone.  Nor can even a small theatre,  Mr. Shaw
" pays " now, because now the English middle class pays to see
that which is seen and approved by the English upper class,
and (more especially) to see the Eaglish upper class. Whether
either of these classes really rejoices in Mr. Shaw, as yet, is a
point on which I am doubtful. " I went to see ™ Man and Super-
man” a few nights ago. The whole audience was frequently
rocking with laughter, but mostly at the wrong rmmoments. (I
admit that Mr. Shaw’s thoughts are often so profound, and his
wit is always so swift, that to appreciate his plays rightly and
fully at a first hearing is rather an achievement.) But it was
obvious that the whole audience was very happy indeed. It w
obvious that Mr. Shaw is an enormous success. And in the
round-about way by which success has come to him is cast a
delicious light on that guality for which England is specially
notable among the nations. :
His success is not gratifying to the critics. To those critics
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who are incapable of exercising their brains, and who have al-
ways resented Mr. Shaw vehemently, it is, of course, galling to
find themselves suddenly at odds with public opinion -the
opinion which they are accustomed to *voice.” Having slated
«John Bull,” and slated * Man and Superman,” they must have
been in a fearful dilemma about the play produced at the Court
Theatre last week, * Major Barbara.” Perhaps this, too, was
going to “catch on.” Would it not be safer to climb down, and
write moderate eulogics? I suspeet it was stupidity as mwuch as
pride that diverted them from this ignominious course. They
really could not make head or tail of the play. They were sure
that this time Shaw really had come a cropper--had really de-
livered himself into their hands. * A success, are you? Pet of
the public, are you? We'll see about that. We'll pet-of-the-
public you. ¥ell” ete, ete. The old cries:—" no dramati

* laughing at his audience,” and the like-—wer: not sufticient,
this time. * Brute” and * blasphemer ” were added.  In the
second act of the play, Mr. Shaw has tried to show some of the
difficulties with which the Salvation Army has to cope .\ ruf-
fian comes to one of the shelters in quest of a wersa. - o has
been rescued from living with him. A Salvation “1-s” bars
his way, and refuses to yield. He strikes her in tL.o face. The
incident is not dragged in. It is necessary to the purpose of the
whole scene. Nor has anyone ventured to suggest that it is an
exaggeration of real life. Nor is the incident enacted realistic-
ally on the stage of the Court Theatre. At the first perform-
ance, anyhow, the actor impersonating the ruffian aimed a
noticeably gentle blow in the air, at a noticeably great distance
from the face of the actress imipersonating the lass. I happen
to be particularly squeamish in the matter of phy ical violence
on the stage. 1 have winced at the smothering of Desdemona,
for cxample, when it has been done with anything like realism.
The mere symbolism at the Court Theatre gave me not the
faintest qualm—not, I mean, the faintest physical qualm: as-
thetically, of course, I was touched, as My Shaw had a right to
touch me. And it scems to me that the critis who profess to
have been disgusted and outraged must have been very hard up
for a fair means of attack. Equally unfair—for that it may
carry conviction to the minds of people who have uot seen the
play—is the imputation of blasphemay. Mr. Shaw is held up to
execration because he has put into the mouth of Major Barbara
certain poignant words of Our Lord. To many people, doubt-
less, it is a screamingly funny joke that a female should have a
military prefix. Also, there is no doubt that Mr. Shaw’s play

.
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abounds ir verbal wit, and in humorous situations.  But the
purport of the play is serious; and the character of Major
Barbara is one of the two great factors in it.  With keenest in-
sight and sense of spiritual beauty, Mr. Shaw reveals to us in
her the typical religious fanatic of her kind. Sense of spiritual
beauty is not one ot the qualities hitherto suspected in Mr.
Shaw; but here it certainly is; and I defy even the coarsest
mind not to perceive it. (o respect it is another matter.)

When Major Barbara comes to the great spiritual crisis of her |

lite, and when she believes that all the things she had trusted
in have fallen away from her, what were more nutural than that
she should utter the words of agony that are most familiar to
her?  ‘That any sane creature in the audience could bave been
offended by that utterance I refuse to believe. It was as in-
offensive as it was dramatically right.  And the critics who have
turned up the whites of their eyes, and have doubtless pre-
judiced against the play many worthy people who have not, like
the m, had the opportunity of seeing it, must submit to one of
tvvo verdicts,—insanity or hiypocrisy. I have no doubt that of
these two qualities they will prefer to confess the iatter. Tt is
t! > more typically British,

fn that delicate comedy, “ Mr. Shaw's Position,” the parts
played by these crities scem rather crude. There is a subtler fun
in the parts played by some of the superior critics,—tu:e critics
who were eager to lend helping hands to Mr. Shaw in the time
of his obscurity. So long as he was “only so high,” and could
be comfortably patted on the head, they made a pet of him.
Now that he strides gigantic, they are less friendly. They seem
even anxious to trip him up. Perhaps they do not believe in the
genuineness of his growth, and suspect some trick of stilts.
That would be a quite natural scepticism. A great man cannot
be appreciated fully by his intimate contemporaries. Nor can
his great success be ever quite palatable to them, however
actively they may have striven to win it for him. To fight for
a prince who has to be hiding in an oak-tree is a gallant and
pleasant adventure; but, when one sees the poor creature en-
throned, with a crown on his head and a sceptre in his hand,
one's sentiments are apt to cool.  And thus the whilom cham-
pions of Mr. Shaw’s virtues are now pre-occupicd mainly with
Mr. Shaw's defects. The old torches are still waved, but per-
functorily ; and the main energy is devoted to throwing cold
water. Whereas the virtues of Mr. Shaw used to be extolled
with reservations for the defects, now the defects are con-
demned with reservations for the virtues. Mr. Shaw:, it is in-
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sisted, cannot draw life; he can only distort it. e has no
knowledge of human nature; he is but a theorist. Al his ¢ha-
racters are but so many incarnations of himself,  Above all, he
cannot write plays.  He has no dramatie instinet, no theatrical
technique.  And these objections are emphatically reiterated
(often with much brilliancy and ingenuity) by the superior
critics, while a'l the time the fuct is staring them in the face
that Mr. Shaw has created in * Major Barbara ™ two characlers
Barbara and her father who live with an intense vitality; a
crowd of minor characters that are aceurately oliserved (though
some are purposely ex: ated) from life; and one act-—the
seeond-—which is as cutning and closely-knit a picee of erafts-
manship as any conventional playwright could achieve, and a
cumulative appeal to emotions which no other living playwright
has tonched.  With all these facts staring them in the face, they
still maintain that Mr. Shaw is not a playwright. ’
‘That theory might have held water in the days before Mr,
Shaw’s plays were acted. Indeed. 1 was in the habit of pro-
pounding it myselt. 1 well remember that, when the two
volumes of * Plays, Pleasant and Unpleasant ™ were published,
and the ordinary drianatic criticisms in this Review were still
signed G. B. 8., [ wrote here a special article in which I pointed
out that the plays, delightful to be read, would be quite im-
possible on the stage. This simply proved that 1 had not enough
theatrical imagination o see the potentialities of a play through
reading it in print. When, later, T saw performances of “ Mra.
Warren's Profession,” * The Devil's Disciple,” and * You Never
Can Tell,” T found, to my great surprise, that they gained
much more than they lost by being seen and not read.  Still,
the old superstition lingered in oy brain. I had not learnt my
lesson.  When * Man and Superman ™ was published, 1 called
it ** Mr. Shaw's Dialogues,” and said that (even without the
philosophic scene in hell) it would be quite unsuited to any
stage. When T saw it performed, 1 determined that I weuld
not be caught tripping again. T found thai as a piece of
theatrical construction it was perfect.  As in “ John Bull’s
Other Island,” so in * Major Barbara” (excepting the afore-
said second act). there is none of that tight construction which
was in the previous plavs, There is little story, little action.
Everything depends on the inter-play of various types of char-
acter and of thought. But to order this process in such a way
that it skall not be tedious requires a very great amuuut of
technical skill. During the third act of “ Ma or Barbara,” 1
admit, I found my attention wandering. But this aberration
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MUST WE LEARN THE WORST FROM ADLER? 6

was not due to any loosening of Mr. Shaw’s grip on his mate-
rial. It was due simply to the fact that my emotions had been
stirred so much in the previous act that my cerebral machine
was not i proper working order. Mr. Shaw ought to have
foreseen that effect.  In not having done so, he is guilty of a
technical error.  But to deny that he is a aramatist merely
beeause he chooses, for the most part, to get drama out of
contrasted types of character and thought, without action, and
without appeal to the emotions, seems to me both unjust and
absurd,  His technigue is peculiar because his purpose is
pecaliar. But it is not the less technique.

There! I have climbed down. Gracefully enough to escape
heing ridiculous? 1 should like mine to be a *sympathetic ™
part in ke, Shaw's Position.”

MUST WE LEARN THE WORST FROM
ADLER?
{New York Truth Keeker.]

Dr. Felix Adler twenty-five years ago was reputed to le
~omething of a radical, but he has not kept up with the proces-
<ion.  He has recently delivered a lecture before the Fihical
Society on the Bernard Shaw plays, and has placed himsel§
scuarely heside Anthony Comstock and the New Yorh police
for the suppression not only of * Mrs. Warren's Profession,”
but = Man and Superman ™ as well. e made the rather curious
argument that the desire to be acquainted with life as it is is
not a wholesome one, and thet there is much going on which we
can afford not to know. This is the same Dr. Adler who once
went into the slums to see life as it was, and came back to re-
port to his society that he had met little girls of ten and eleven
vears who had eaten of the fruit of the tree of knowledge.
Apparently, it the public is to know the worst, the president of
the Ethical Society would prefer it should be learned from him
rather than from Mr. Shaw and the other *literary
Anarchists.”

THE MOTHERHOOD FETICH

I had intended to write the following paragraph for

* Liberty,” but the New Yori * Evening Post ™ was too quick

for me:
President Roosevelt niusi be startled to find that a mere
representalive in congress can beat him at his own game of in-
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venting thunfl’e‘ring platitudes about motherhood. Morris

Sheppard, of T'exas, has done the trick:

N \\'h('nt (h(;t president of the United Rtates, with all the glamour of
s great office, steps Into the presence of an i

s A 4 ATHCrICH

is in the presence of Iiis supoerior, ' Aneriean mother, he

There is a motto to frame an:d hang on the walls of every
nursery. If Mr. Sheppard is not invited to address each moipers’
club in this broad land, the ladies are uu«rmtct'ulw\&'rcif"-x *s'.t :‘rh
our p.-\.rt, however, we are unable to un(h'r:tund why {'ch:)r il ‘l:f
expulsion of Mrs. Mirce Moriis from the executive ()ﬁi(‘e;if‘ e
rendered more heinous because she is a mether - Had she l):’
t‘he most austere of spinsters, tle indiscretion of -\esi.sla:’ntht "
Secretary Barnes and the stapidity and supcrﬂuo;-; violence of
tne p()ll("(‘: would have been exactly the same in il;h'ntiun and
eftect. These officivns men- - perhaps some of them are f‘l“‘le s
!](f\‘lcl: ﬁtoppcd to inquire whether Mrs. Morris had (‘ilildréxr T
ilcf:'(m:t‘,e" she herself might have regarded the question as irre-

A NEW YEAR’S WISH
[New York Times]

On a mountain top that almost touched S

1 at ¢ the stars,
I stood ore day and saw the earth througlbmtlllrts.
All living things and all their wants I kuew.,
1\\\'0 care nordffgar that mankind had
Was screened from me, and I the pow y
To do for all as I had wished to}:io. er owned
I did for each whatever I deemed bes -
A‘nd_ then came back to ear:th)ec st
To live with the content.
But soon I saw that each one had
A wish to live as he found best,
And far off from the way I meant.

And so I wish

That those who cver seek
'To make me live as they,
Will stop to think, =
And learn Yrom honest truth
Whose is the better way.

Abraham Gruber.
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The Attitude of Anarchism The Anarchists §The

TOWARD

A Picture of Civilization at the Close
of the Nineteenth Century

Industrial Combinations

A poem
treoper of
during the

BENJ. R. TUCKER
JCHN FENRY MACKAY

September 14, 1899, before the Conference on Trusts held under
the anspices of the Civie Federation.
= 7 . . . 3 The cl
Trarsle'zd from the German by ifully pris
P, o paper. It
GEOI GE. SCHUMM librars
Clhicago Chronicle——* The speech whicihi roused the most intense ari.
degree of enthusiasm and calted forth the greatest applause at
vesterdny's sessions of the trust coaference fell in rounded pericds .
and with polished utterance from the lips ('5 a pmfes]sm Ax.xnrclxl::-;t.“ PRESS COMMENTS
Prof. Edward W. Bemix in the New York Journal—* Benj. K. New York Morning Journal --%¢ i )
Tucker, the famous Anarchist writer, gave the most brilliant literary the verv fow bb()kﬁ ti{iat h‘:wal' . hThe -‘i\ﬂar(‘hbts’ 1§ On(.t of
effort of the conference thus far.” j RS e a right to live. For insight into
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Prof. Jokn R. Conomons in the Chicago Tribure.—* The most ] hlft and "‘""'39"5; for ('lr‘amahc strength, for incisiveness of ; manent a
prilliant piece of pure logic that has yet been heard. Tt probably p lrase.'uﬂd for cold, pitiless logic, no book of this generation ¢ Lenten ar
canuot be equaled. It was a marvel of audacity and cogency. The equals it. 1 Brookl
prolonged applause which followed was a mu -nificent tribute to pure Nt Louis Republic.—- The book is a prose poem.” lowest he
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The Ballad of Reading Gaol

By C. 3. 3

foscar wiLpe]

A poem of more than 600 lives, dedicnatod to the memory of a
trooper of the Horse Guards who was hanged in fleading Gaol
during the poet's confinement there.  An English classic

Cloth, One Dollar: Paper, Ten Cents

‘The cloth wdition hasg covers of blue and vellum. and is beaut-
irfully printed from large type on hand-made antique deckle edge
paper. It is a sumptueus book of 6 pages, ang should be in every
library.

PRESS COMMEN

Albeany Press.— ' Strong writing, alimost too strons it is hor-
rible, gruesome. uncanny, and yet most faseinating and nighly
ethical. . . . ©One of the sreatest poems of the century, a per-
manent addition to English literature. . . . 1t is the best
Lenten and Easter sermon of the year.™

Brooklm Citizen.——* Many of the sfanzas are cries out of the
lowest hell. The poem, indeed, takes rank with the most extra-
ordinasy psychological phenoms»na of this or any time. ™

Indianapolis Jouwrnal.-——* The work i3 une of singular power,
helding the reader faseinat.l to the last line. Nothing approaching
it in strength has heen produced in recent yoars.”

Ihiladelphia Conservator.—-** People who imagine themselves
superior to the prisoners in jails should read this poem. Deople
wito love invasive laws should rea:l thig psem, People who think
existing governmental methods of meeting social invasion eivilized
should read this poem.  People who do not know that laws may
make as well as punish erime should read this poew. In fact,
everybody should read this poem. For somewhere it touches every-
body, aceises everyhody, appeals to everyhady ™
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The Philosophy of Egoism

L. WALKER
(Tuk Kak)
My nose I've ased for smelling, and I've blown it
But how to prove the zient by which Lownite
SCHILLER, Jreely trauslated
* No more coneise expasition of the philosophy of Egoisn

has ever been given to the workl, In this book Dutv, Con-
seiences Moralisi, Righty, and % the fetiches and sl.lpi'l’\liﬁﬂns
which have infested the human intellect sines man censed to
walk on four feet, are annihilated, swepl away, relesated to
the rubbish heap of the waste of human inh'lliigvnn-.thut nas
gone on thrwgh the progress of the race from its infaney."—
Liberty. '

('{ru‘II, PYRTIN N R I’r!/w/" 23 cents

Slaves to Duty

JOHN RADCOCK, JR.

Assailing the morality saperstition as the foundation of the
various schemes for the exploitation of mankind.  Max St:rner
hiniself does not expound the doctrine of Figoisi in bolder
fashion,
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