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portunity for the circulation of the pamphlet
which the political campaign offers. Many of
my rfladers have already done much to help by
inquiring for the pamphlet at all the book­
stores and news-stands within their reach, and
as a result a d(,!lland is spl'inging up all over
the country through the regular channels of the
book trade. Let all those who have not al­
ready dC'ue this follow promptly the excellent
example of those who have. Whoever can af­
ford to do so should place an order for a single
copy with each book and news dealer that he
ca!! visit, using the copies thus obtained for dis­
tribution among those who probably would not
see the pamphlet other ."ise. But no one for
whom this would be too great ali ~xpense

should be deterred by that consideration from
making a tour of inquiry. '1'0 merely ask to
see a book serVE!'! to stimulate the dealer's inter­
est, and a succession of inquiries will generally
induce him to order a suppi;' of his jobber.
Among my readers there are sl'veral com­
mercial travellers who, visiting ':.own after town
as they do, have great opportu'tities in this line
of work, which they promise to utilize to the
fullest. Comrade Fulton, too, is doing nobly
by the little book in the wlumns of his " Age
of Th,)ught," and I take this opportunity to
suggest to Comrade Cohen that he can do
nothing ~etter for the success of his t~mel'y and
energetic efforts in behalf of CoL Greene's
" Mutual Banking" than to circulate Dana's
" Proudhon and His Hank of the People i'

I as a sort of John the Baptist, notwithstalId-
, ing his somewhat amusing alarm lest my typo­

graphical eccentricities may brin,; ruin upon the
good cause. The daily newsrap~r~~ sure to
notice anything that has a sensation.,' side, are
doing much for the pamphlet. The New York
" J ollrnal " st<1rted the ball with a column
leader, and long articles have appeared also in
the 'Vashington " Post," the Spdngfield " Re­
publican," the San Francisco " Call." the
Mobile" Register," the New Bedford" Stand­
ard," the Pittsburg" Commoner and Glass
'Vorker," and other newspapers. Some jr.Jur­
nals, it is true, hesitate to notice it, and for
various reasons; one thinks it bad politics, an­
other fears Dana, and a third keeps silence
through esprit de corps. Others, on the con­
trary, are only too glad of an opportunity to
put the knife into the vitals of an old enemy
and turn it vigorously round, still others :lee a
chance to satisfy their love of fun, and a third
but smaller class, of which the New Bedford
" Standard" is a striking example, manifest a
real and graver interest in the deeper purport
of the book. Between them all, the work goes
bravely on.

abuse was kept up, each organ of 1,he brother­
hood of thieves trying to outdo aU the rest.
Then, with significant abru ptnes~, a consider­
able portion of the organs changed their tone
and method. The readers <,p«:>ned their morn­
ing papers, expecting to find the same shrieks,
howls: and gall in the editorial columns, but~ to
their great amazement, appeals and more-in­
sorrow-than-in-anger sort of pleading had been
substituted. It bad been discovered that the
silver people are as honest and patriotic as the

. gold worshippers, and tbat their" error" was
mental rather than moral. The one great need,
therefore, was" education," while abuse and
invectivE' were to be deprecated as wrong as
well as inexpedient. The New York" Even­
ing Post," one of the cbief offenders, and the
inventor of the application of the term
" blatherskite" to political discussion, turned a.
somersault, and admonished the" sound
money" men that" they must not staud off and
call the people who now incline t() favor free
coinage L\nal'chists, blatherskites, or fools," but
must rl~(\ognize that they are well-meaning
citi7.fHls, who, though deluded, "can be in­
formed and converted." A dozen other pro~

winent papers followed snit, ~1l·1 now" the or­
der of the day" is " education" and" dis­
passionate discussion." How long this mood
will last iii! uncertain, but the repentant organs
must be congratulated on their acumen and
self-restraint. Of course, the rascally New
'I,'"()rk " Sun" is an exception. It ~las not
changed and cannot change. But, its despera­
tion and fury are among the factG,'s which sil­
ver relies on for victory. Let it rage and foam
at the month; the revolt against the brot,he.­
hood will be strengthenea :,'y its Bourbonism
and inct'ndiarism.

The little pamphlet by Chal'bs A. Dana which
I have published since the il"~ue of the last num­
ber of I..iberty, but of which most of my read­
ers already know through the notice that it
hail received from the public press, is not only
of great interest, but of greater importance.
The appearance of a really intelligent, forceful,
and sympathetic exposition of mutual banking
by so famous (though infamous) a man as
Dana cannot fail either to convince many think­
ing readers by the weight of its arguments or
to draw the attention of multitudes to the An­
archistic solution of the finll.ncial question at a
time when that question is practically mono­
polizing the thought of the entire nation. 'rhe
fact that it unmasks It diabolical hypocrite,
though in itself an achievement not to be
estimated lightly, is the least of ~.his pamphlet's
virtues. For th cse reasons I hope that all
friends o.f liberty will make the most of the op-
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.. For always in thfM 61/81, 0 Liberty!
SlUm:~ that high light 'WMrtby tM 'WOrld II Bawd:
And tlwugh t/IQu slay UI, -we 1DUl tf'Ult in tlIu."

JOHN H.n.

On Picket Duty.

rm not saying a word.- ClUlS. A. Dana.

English domestic servants heve been holdiug
a. d8monstration in Hyde Park and airing' t~eir
grieyances. Thoy complain of many injus­
tices, particularly of the lack of air and ventiIa.­
ti··o in their rooms. What is to be done fCl.
them? A London paper suggests legislation
analogous to the factory acts. By all means,
let us have inspectors visitll1g houscr. and inter­
fering with domestic arrangements. A few
may get kicked out, but a lesson in government
wi!! have been given.

The Peter Paul Book Company of Buffalo,
N. Y., has issued a pamphlet of ninety-six
pages ",hbh ought to be read by thousands. It
is entitled" Hans GJouck YR. W'illiam McKinley
and Others." It does not bear the name of
the author, but tho8e who read Liberty in its
early days or who ar~ familiar with the radica.l
literature of the last "nirty years will recognize
at once the pen that wrcte it, and fall, a~j ()f

old, under its irresistible charm. It IS a
notable contribution to the literature of the
campaign, and is strongly Anarchistic in its
tendencl13s.

With the recent adoptIOn ~; the" Age of
Thought" of the :iew typography, tl..e speci­
fically Anarchistic press of the United Stt es
became a soJ·ll phalanx in opposition to Jl. .dfi­
cation, either by faith or by spaces. N ow even
the Communistic press is becoming tainted with
the dangerous heresy, the" Firebrand" having
joined our little army of the ragged edge.
With " Egoism," the " Age of Thought," the
., Firebrand," and Liberty blazing the way,
perhaps" Lucif«:>r" ere long \\ ill pick up cour­
age. Or does it desire to become conspicuous
aE a typographical mossback?

Perhaps nothing indicates more stl'ikingly
the strength of the silver movement t.han the
8udden and unexpected conversion of some of
the most venomous and rabid gold-bug organs
to the gospel of toleration and moderation.
The nomination of Bryan on the " revolution­
ary" platform was a signal for an outbreak of
prey hysterics. The epithets" lunatic,"
"crank," and" igporamus" were rejected as
too mild for the emergency. The silver people
were to be known thereafter. as pirates, revolu­

secessionists, repudiators, scoundrels,
.willd,lers. and cut-throats. For a week this

furious idenunciation and recklells
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big inl'\tanet!1'i of lJegging for protection al'e
" notorious, gros:;, palpable to all the world,"
But MI'. Sbaw hali inexcusably failed to grasp
the rcal meaning of my remark. In saying
tbat no lll'ggillg fOI' protection ". 1.:(,; eH:l' oc­
cUITcd," I '.mlphasized tl:e important clistiuction
IJetwcen ,'rotection frolll cOlllpetitioJl and pro­
t('etioll L'om monopoly. The next 8cntence to
that qu"ted hy Mr. Sbaw reads: "Private
elltel'pnse has protested against })Io)wpul!1 which
fl'audulently parader; as competitioJl." I now
italieizt! tbe word H monopoly," 8iJlce Mr.
Shaw, with all his acutenesB, totally ovel'look,~d

the emphasis amI the distinction. The" noto­
rious, gross, and palpable instances" to which
iw refers are perfectly well known to me, but I
see in them, not cases of appeal for plvtectioll
againflt public competition, but cases of protest
against public monopoly fraudulently parading
as competition. Which interpretaiioll is cor­
rect is another question, but to any lo~ical

nllud the difference hetweml ignoring or deny­
ing the existence of certain notorious matters,
and putting a different interpretation upon
them, must seem of great consequence.

To further elucidate my distinction, I pointed
out that, since public enterprise invariably rests
on compulsory taxation, it never competes 011

an equal footing with private enterprise.
How does Mr. Shaw deal with this fact? He
attempts to make three points. Fil'st, he says
that it is of the VN'y essence of competition that
one of the competitors should have some ad~

vantage over the ot,hers, and that he should win
by virtue of this advantage. Very true, but
everything depetl.ds on the character of the ad­
vantage. Suppose one competitor begins by

, robbing anotller of his goods. This would be
an advantage, but not of a kind permitted 01'

toler:1ted. The advantage must be due to
n::ttural r;uperiority, and the field mnst remain
as fail' and free as befort. Secondly, :Mr. Shaw
declare8 that my notinTl )f fair competition is
that all competitors should be handicapped until
they are all equally fit, which means that com­
petition is really done away with. But Mr.
Shaw is mistaken. I believe in the sU1'vival of
the fittest undl~r equal freedom, and this lIU­

plies no handicapping of anr competitOios.
Natural inefluality of ability is to be given free
play within the limits of equality of liberty,
and no competitor is to be interfered with so
long as hp does not resort to force or invasion
as a means of downing his rivals. Surely lUI'.
Shaw docs not intend that the enforcement of
equal liberty is a handicap, and surely lw must
realize that within the limits thus imposed there
are plenty of opportu:lities for natural differ­
ences of skill and capacity to assert themselves I
To affil"ln that llnder equal freedom competi­
tion can produce no (~ffect whatever is to imply
that, without murd~r, robberJ', or some other
form of aggression, no man call distance his
competitors~-whichwould he absurd, Mr.
Shaw has succeeded as a dramatic critic without
killing or maiming rival applicants for his job;
WiLhotlt violating equal b~edom, he can sur­
vive as a critic by virtue of his special natural
gifts. 'Vhat is true of critics is equally tnle of
shop.keepers, bakers, tailors, editors, and tho­
atrical managers.

1\h. Shaw's third point is that voluntary
taxation is impossible, atl{l does not exist even
in the sphere of private competitive enterprise.

social lifl) , hut only a safe geueral pl"inciplc
whieh admitl:l of some exceptions. One may
disa,jrce with him, but the charge of inconsili­
t~mcy ;" dilipOS']d of. Suppose, however, he
~hollid insist ill one breath that equal freedom
is all absolute la~.. , alld declare in the next
breath'that certain just contmcts Bhould not be
enfol'ced: every logieal readm' would :'ightly
v\)te i,jm i'lf'olllsistent and illogieal, and I doubt
w:lLthcr 1\11'0 Shaw himself would spring to his
,i ,f~'l\ce J)y (Jxclaiming: " NOllsellllC, what do
we /."0(' fOI" cOll~istellcy 01' logic? \Ve should
lL~ li.asteI'8 of these things, not slaves of them."

Again, when .!\II'. Shaw (tails upon MI'.
Tucker to throw his pl'illciples overhoal·d and
emancipate himself, he is not to bc taken sel'i­
ollsly. He simply iIl'plies that 1\11'. Tucker's
pl'indples lUOl' unsoUlld, and that the Fahian
philosophy i8 more rational and scientific. No
reasoning tH.·ing n'jects principles; even the most
continueu "slav":! " of common Sl'nSl" are gov­
erned by certain general principles, although
they may not be able to name them.

Having illustrated Mr. Shaw's fallaciou8 and
misleading method, let me consider hili" ran­
dom observa:'~vns" in reply to my criticism.
My rejoinder must necessarily be as frag­
mentary and unsystematic as bit'. Shaw's reply.
I am afraid I am a " slave" to system, and
do not sLare :Mr. Shaw's ,H'efcrence for the
Nietzsche paragraphIC 01 newspaper treatment
of important social questions.

Mr. Shaw tells us that he does advocate, not
only municipal theatres, but Illunicipal religion,
mun icipal newspapers and magazines, and
municipal books on philosophy, economics, and
politics. He does this, not for the sake of
consistency, but because in each case common
sense tells him that the thing is necessary and
desirable. I, on the other hand, condemn these
undertakings, not only from the standpoint of
principle, which I deem the surest and safest
guide, but because I find them undesirable and
mischievous in the concrete. American
churches are not municipalized, yet they are
doubtless better run and kept than the churches
of Italy. The schools, uIllversities, hospitals,
and charitable institutions supported entirely by
private enterprise are everywhere incompara­
bly supHior to those supported by the muni­
cipality; while municipal newspapers are pub­
lished for spee.1al purposes which private entel'­
prise does not find it profitable to gubserve. I
am fa.~iliar with the United States" Con­
gl'essior.al Heeord" and some local advertising
municipal sheets, but that any comparison can
be instituted between them and the great pri­
vate newspapers has never occurred to me. I
am not going to ask where Mr. Shaw was born,
where he lives, how old he is, and what he
read8, for I know that one may be the son of
respeetable and worthy parents, live in a great
city, be old enough to know better, and read
fifty papel's a day, and yet talk or write in a
way that will upset all the prevalent notions of
the effect of cGlture, observation, and
education.

'1'hus Mr. Shaw's surprise at my remark that
private enterprise has never begged to be pro­
tected from the competition of public enter­
prise would warrant my asking him whether be
has read the passage be so se\'erely animadverts
upon. "Nothing else occurs," he says, "when
the question la raised," and he adds that the
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EIIlPl'fU al .Yell YO'l'k as se"ond-Cltl$s Jlail Jlatt.r,

Mr. Shaw's Defence of Public Enterprise.

r.
MI'. Shaw i:-\ a dangerous opponent, and I

have no doubt that he is well awal'e of the fact.
lIe knows human natllloe (or he would !lot
makL' so admirable :1 uramatie critio), and his
controversial methods are eminently calculated
to insure his ephemeral snccess with the average
alHlicnce. lIe is brilliant, paradoxical, auda­
cious, witty, and interesting. The average
man 01' gathering is bored by argument or
systematic reasoning, and turns with delight to
the speaker who throws logic to the winds and
di"i,1ays ~lat may be termed intellectual un­
scrupulousness. Still, the impl'ession pNduced
is not laflting, and the audience gCi;lS away
pkased and grateful for a refreshing half-hour,
but Ilneonvinced.

The appeal Mr. Shaw addresses to Liberty
to throw its principles overboard and hecome
"free" at last, for the sake of the exciting
and sensational scandal of it, is a characteristic
Shawesqne paradox, and his operdng assertion
that he is a master of logic and consistwcy,
while I am merely their slave, is another bril­
liant, hut meaningless, point. Does Mr. Shaw
imply that he has no use for logic or consili­
tency, and tha.t he can defy them without in­
jury to his argument? He really meau" to say,
simply, that my charge of illogicalit~· and in­
consistcncy is not warranted, and 'Jaat the of­
fence against reason is on my side rather than
on his. This manner of putting it is prosaic
and unimpressive, while Mr. Shaw's, though
utterly absurd, is startling and attractive. By
showing ihat a writ.er is inconsistent and illogi­
cal you really discredit his position, unless he
can prove (and proof implies logical reasoning
again) that his inconsistency and apparent lack
of logic are rendered necessary by a broader
and higher principle or generalization than that
to which you appeal. For instance, when
Mr. Tucker ~aY8 that it would be inexpedient
to enforce certain classes of just contracts, he
meets the charge of inconsistency by arguing
that equal f.'cedom is not an absolute law of

Issued FCl'tnightly I\t Two Dollars" Year; 5'~:lglc Cop.
ies. Eight Cents.

om"" 0' Plll'licl\lioll, 2-1 Gol,\ ~tfl'ct.

PMt Ollie" A'l,l,..'~" !.tn;ml'Y, p, 0, Box N,), 1:31::l. l'ew York. N. Y,

---_.._-------------

:.F The app,'amnc'e ill the editorial column of llrti·
cles O\"l'r other ilignlltnre>! than the editor's initial indio
cates that the ('<litor approvl's their ccntml pmpose and
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'J'here is no !!('nlle, aceording to his logic, in
eomplaining of oompulsory taxation by the
State, when, as a matter of fact, private enter­
prise also obtaini! itR capital by eompulsory
taxation. Here is Mr. Shaw's language:

But, pmy, how does private enterprise raise its cap­
itlLI'1 Is it voluntarily subscribed by the men and
women whose labor produces it Y Not a bit of it.
~ome of it will be collected in the first instance as
nmt from Uw workers whose labor has earned it, the
collection lJeiug made compulsory by the State, which
enforces the proprietary right of the landlord to his
rcnt lJy exactly thc same means as it cnforcel:! the de­
mands of t.lIC tax <:ollector. Somc of it will never
reach the workers at all, lJut will be wit.hdrawn as rent
of capital from the pile paid by the p,lblic for the
gllods or services of II. trading company before any
worker, from the manager to the purter, reed ves a
penny. And this subtraction is also made compulsory
hy State force.

And Mr. Shaw proceeds to !Show that the
eompulsion of private entel'pri8c is much worse
than that of the most corrupt government, be­
eause the latter is forced to give some value for
the taxes collected, while the former levies its
tax with the avowed intention of spending it on
itself.

All this argumentation would be very ef­
fectivE.' and relevant, if directed against the de­
fenders of the stlitlU~ ~f/tO, against the champions
of capitalism and privilege and State-supported
monopoly. The Liberty and Property Defence
Le&.gl1.c, for example, would doubtless be at a
loss to find a satisfactory answer to Mr. Shaw's
taunt. But it is altogether irrelevant and force­
less whe~ raised in a discussion with one whos~

postulate is equality of liberty. Equalliberty
condemns ali '<e the present system of State­
protected monopoly and 1\11'. Shaw's State
Socialism. W~en :Mr. Shaw tells us, virtually,
that the present semi-individualistic system is
even worse than his scheme, we silence him by
8aying that the present system is not our model
or standard, and that the fatal ohjectioIl, from
our standpoint, to bis system is that it is-to
fiay the least-no better than the present. .Mr.
Shaw is illogical in ignoring our contention
,lmt such dement8 of compulsory taxation as
remain.nnder competition are the prodlH~t of
legal privilege and artificially-created inequal­
ities of condition and opportunity.

To meet our ('ase, it is incumbent upon Mr.
Shaw to accept the hypothesis of equality of
freedom and opportunity. To prevail, he must
"how that1 even uniler a state of real freedom
of competition and real absence of legal mono­
poly, pl'ivate enterprise would continue to
raise its capital by compulsory taxation, and
that labor WQuld have to continue to pay this
involuntary tribute. If he cannot prove this,
his failure is obvious and complete.

It is to be admitted, however, that indirectly
Mr. Sbaw does make an attempt. to prove his
case in tbe manner indicated. He does in~i;::late

-and we know from other writings of his
that he certainly believes-that, even under the
freest competition and fullest liberty compati­
l)le with equality of liberty, private enterprise
would involve compulsory levying of tribute.
In other words, he believes that private pro­
perty, owing to his mysterious " economic
rent," necessarily results in the exploitation of
labor and the supremacy of monopoly•. ~oDle

Jears ago Mr. Shaw.attempted to demonstrate
in his" Impossibilities of Anarchism " that the

LIBERTV.3Y5"'
solution of the social problem advocated hy
Liberty is totally unscientific, because it ignores
the factor of " economic rent." According to
Mr. Shaw, the trouble to·day is, not that lahor
is robbed by ltlOnopoly and legal privil('ge, hut
that the principle of private property itself i8
incompatible with industrial equality and
justice.

Now, although Mr. Shaw very cavalierly dis­
misses" most Anarchists II as person", congeni­
tally incapable of grasping" economic.l rent II

(thereby reminding me of the" valiant and lond­
voiced corporal in command of two full privates
who, falling in with a regiment )f the enemy in
the dark, orders it to surrender under pain of
instant annihilation by his foree II of whom
Hnxley speaks in an article on Harrison's posi­
tivistic pretensions), I venture to aAsure him
that he permits himself to lose sight of the dif­
ference hetween comprehension and agreement.
We understand his" rent II argument" ex­
cellently well," but we perceive little force in
it. This is not the place to enter upon a re­
futation of .Mr. Shaw's elaborate" rent" argu­
ment, but I may point out the obvious fact that
the monopolies of land, credit, and trade have
sometldng to do with the poverty of the masses,
and that their removal would have some effect
in the direction of greater equality and secur­
ity. Whether equal liberty would produce all
that we expect from it, it is certain that it
would effect some improvement in the situa­
tion, since, even if we admit that private pro­
perty necessarily entails inequality, it is plain
that private property plus legal monopoly and
privilege must tend to produce greater inequal­
Ity and more extreme injustice. Yet, if this is
admitted, as it must be, it inevitably follows
that under equal freedom capital would not
bear so hardly on lahor as it does to.day, and
" compulsory taxation" would be considerably
rel1uced. If I prove, theil, that there would be
les8 compulsory taxation under equal freedom
than under the present State, my case is made
out, and 1\11'. Shaw's argument is dispoRed of.

Diminution of evil is the next best thing to
elimination, and, if I show that a change from
tlw present (which, we all agree, is unsatis­
factory) in the direction of equal freedom
would be a beneficial change, 1\11'. Shaw can
no longer content himself with arguing that
some compulsory taxat.ion would still remain.
The question having become one of quantity,
be is bound to show that there would be les.~

compuhdon under his plan than under mine.
With all cheerfulness, therefore, do I accept

1\11'. Shaw's generous offer to put the municipal­
ity on an equal footing with private entE':,prise,
but not, be it distinctly understood: with the
privatwterprise of tc-day, which is, in real­
ity, private monopoly backed by legal force,
but with private enterpr:se qualified only by
equality of freedom and opportunity in the An­
archi::ltic sense. I do not admit that, given this
equal footing of the municipality and private
enterprise, the readjustment would have to be
in f:;: ..,f public enterprise. On the contrary,
I em!: ,1cally assert that, the advantages would
be all on the other side.

Mr. Shaw tries to show that a private cap­
italist who lIas earned his money ill the sweat of
his brow has no more power or freedom with
respect to the selection of a suitable investment
than the taxpayer has with respect to the de-

termination of the puhlic expenditure. The
private capitalil'lt can withdraw hiij funds fJ'Orn
one set of directors or organizers and entrust
them to another set, but he cannot emancipate
himself from these organizers and promoters
and directors of big corporatioJls. The tax­
payer can tr;\lIcfer his vote from one party to
another, but he cannot emancipate himself
from all parties. This parallelism is wholly
superficial, and overlooks m08t fundamental and
important differences. The taxpayCl"s money
will be collected by force and spent by one
political party 01' otheJ', no matter what he SflJ 8

and does. Even if he declines to vote at all,
his consent will be " presumed," and his lilwrty
and property disposed of in accordance with the
wishes of the majority of his neighbors. En'l,
Mr. Shaw cannot deny that this is compulsory
taxation and government in its most extrenlt',
arrogant, and offensive form. Th(~ man may
be one of the most inoffensive, gentle, an(l jnst
fellows in the world; he may ask nothing from
his neighbors except that they let him alone.
Yet will they tax him and foreibly collect this
tax whenever it pleases them to build churdJes,
municipal theatres, baths, schools, libraries, and
what not. That this man is a slave of the
majority and has no more liberty or property
than they graciously suffer him to enjoy is per­
fectly clear to anyone whose mind is not hope­
lessly entangled in metaphysical cobwebs.
Now take, on the other hand, the position of
the private capitalist. There are hundreds of
industries and occupations into which he can
enter. He is not obliged to become a membm"
of a big corporation; there are plenty of small
trades and industries open to a man with a
little capital. But, even if he is obliged to join
some big company, the compulsion, under our
hypothesitl, is a natural, not a legal, one. \Ve
have assumed a state of equal liberty, and un­
dpr such a state successful corporations snrvive
and conquer by virtue of special fitness for
the task undertaken. Hence to join these is to
he more certain of commercial success, and it is
really absurd to pretend that a man is not fr('e
because he naturally prefers to avoid risks aIHl
cooperate with those who are most snccessfnl
and prosperous. But I am willing to waive
all considerations of this character, and em­
phasize but one difference between the two
kinds of compulsion. The capitalist who must
choose one of several huge combinations in con­
trol of the field is obeying a naturaillecessity.
No physical forceis used to force him into any
of these. He can stay out and try other
things. He is not threatened with jail or any
other kind of violence. The taxpayer, on the
other hand, must. part with his earnings under
pain of legal violence. If he does not do as he
is commanded, jail awaits him, or, at least,
forcible expropriation. Only mental confusion
and congenital incapacity to see things in their
true light can prevent a man from perceiving
the radical difference between these two forms
of compulsion. I have frequently heard this
" compulsion II argument advanced by half­
baked metaphysicians, but I never dreamed a
man of Mr. Shaw's acuteness would he driven
to this pitiable logical expedient.

As for :Mr. Shaw's remark that ImbUe capital
cannot, like private capital, he riotously wastetl
or gamhled away, I am tempted to llsk:
" 'Vhere has Mr. Shaw lived? 'Vllltt has he



seen or read? What does he know?" Public qui8ite to insure the success of free coinage in
capital is gambled away, stolen, wasted every the United States. 'rhey may be wrong in
day. Has he never heard of legislative and this belief; the gold men may be right in as-
municipal COI'l'uption, extravagance, mismanage-.

I
serting that free coinage of gold and silver by

meut, and ineffici{mcy? Or is he satisfied with a single country would result, not in bimetal­
the men~ faet that the public funds are .'mpposel' lism, but in silver monometallism; but it is

4

to be applied to useful purposes in economical
ways?

Besides, I really fail to see what businesl3 it is
of Mr. Shaw's that private capital is gambled
away or wasted on luxuries. Nobody suffers
from such waste except those who are guilty of
these viees and their immediate dependents;
and, if :Mr. Shaw did not choose to interest
himself in their fate, no one would force him
to do so under a condition of freedom.

I have taken up 80 much space with the first
half of Mr. Shaw's reply that I must stop now,
and dl'ul with the second half in another article.

v. Y.

Beauties of Democracy.

'Ve are evidently to have a campaign of hy,.
teria, gush, raving, and insanity. The wors',
offenders are the gold-bugs, as might have been
expected. Their riotous contempt for ele­
mentary truths of democratic philosophy would
be simply limazing, did we not know a priori
that the plutoerats are ardent believers in
}Jopular government only when such govern­
ment is sllccessfully manipulated in their own
interests. The silver Democrats are assailed a8
revolutionists, secessionists, and repudiationists
because they propose to enact, in a perfectly
constitutional and regular way, certain legisla­
tion whieh the plutocracy does not relish.

The I.ondon "Spectator," a loy::>.l champion
of class rule and privilege, declares that the
southern and western States have reyolted
against property, and that democratic govern­
ment itself is now on tl'ial in the U nitpd States.
The New York" Tribune" declares that the
Chicago convention has revolted against in­
terest and the due reward of capital. The
more reckless hirelings of monopoly do not stop
to specify the crimes of the silverites, but de­
nouce them on general principles as enemies of
civilization andhumanit)',-at least, that is all
that can be gathered from their incoherrnt and
furious outgivings. Let us see what ground
there is for their wholesale accusations.

Silver is the ·principal issue of the present
campaign. The simple and notorious fact is
that the people detest the gold standard (as
they understand it and as it is taught by the
gold-bugs), and would welcome with the wild­
est delight the restoration of the system which
prevailed prior to " the crime of 1873." No
party has dared to commit itself to gold mono­
metallism, and most of the politicians have al­
ways been and now are " international bimetal­
lists." The Republicans have declared for the
gold standard as a mere makeshift, as a lesser
evil, as something preferable to silver mono­
metallism, and have pledged themselves to
promote, in every p08sibleway, the movement
for international bimetallism. The Democratic
convention has declared for exactly the 'same
general policy as the Republican, with thisdif­
ference,-that the United States should not
wait for the a.c~ion o! other nations, but should
proceed to establish biUl.etallismfor itself.
The Democrats, therefere,arebimetallists who
believe that no.inter~!It~~o~.I.agreement is. re-
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clear that the diffcrence is a theoretical or in­
tellelJtual one purely, and that there is ab­
solutely no occasion for any excitement. If
these pretended believers in popular govern­
ment really had faith in their system, and
thought the people fit for" self-rule," they
would perceive at Ollce that the issue is an eco­
nomic one, to be discussed calmly and sci­
entifically. 'Vhat has the belief in the ability
of the United States to maintain bimetallism to
do with secession, revolution, and repudiation?
'Vhere is the revolt against propcrty and
interest?

So far, then, as the silver question is con-
cel'ned, the talk of secession and revolution

I
must be dismissed with absolute disgust as the
ravings of 8eusele88 and df>sperate bigots; but
the charge of repudiation requires a word or
two.

In the first plaee, with regard to the great
burden of debt contracted prior to 1873, re",tora­
tion of free coinage would clearly be entirely
just. It is thosc who insist on bcing paid in
dearer money who are guilty of rcpudiating their
contract. As for debts recently contracted, even
assuming' that gold would go out of circulation
aud the silver dollars wQuld be worth only
tifty-three cents in commodities,-one of the
very things strenuously denied by the silvcr
people,-the repudiation involved would not be
a proper ground of complaint. Congress is em­
powered under democracy to legislate at all·
times on financial matters, in accordance with
its own views of the greatest good of the great­
est number, and, if it sees fit t.o alter the mon­
etary arrangements of the country in the intel'­
est of the grel.Otest number, th.)se who suffer
from the change are estopped from protesting.
Congress can enact protective laws and repeal
them; it call impose internal revenue taxes and
take them off. The effect of these changes on
the business interests of individuals does not
concern it. It acts in tbe interest of the
majority. 'Vhatever it does in pursuance of
this authority conferred by the majority is
binding, unti! a new majority succeeds in un·
doing it. This is democracy; this is majority
government. Hence, all contracts, all financial
transactionsJ that have been entered into under
the ~~xisting standard must be deemed to have
had the implied condition subsequent that the
parties are not to be held responsible for legis­
lative changes. Under a system which con­
templates and involves perpetual change.tin
national laws, it is absurd for a minority to cry
out when a certain change is proposed which af­
fects them injuriously. That great and wonder­
ful means of politice.l cOl'.trol, the ballot, which
is always warmly recommended to labor, is at
the disposal of theDe ~entry; but, if t.hey are
overruled, it is their duty to submit with the
most cheerful air.

H the hysterical accusations are not war­
ranted by the monetary plank of the platform,
it is still more plain that>therest of the plat­
form absolutely furnishes no dt1cent pretext for
them. There are cE!rtain reflections on the
august supremecourt,but since when has that

body been above criticism? 1'he less the pl.u1O­
crats say about the income tax decision, the
better. 'rhe fact that, by reversing himself in
a few weeks, one judge caused a reversal of an
unbroken lino of decisions in favor of an income
tax will scarcely be p.cccpted as conclusively
settling the question in the eyes of those who
believe in the justice of an income tax.

The austere moralisti and solemn philoso­
phers who talk about the fate of democracy and
humanity itself hanging in the balance in con­
seql'nce of the course of the Democratic major­
ity are either miserable hypocrites or narrow­
minded and short-sighted students of their poli­
tical system. Of course this arbitrary up­
setting of standards alid values, this interfer­
ence with economic laws, this violation of pri­
vate contracts, are wrong, absurd, suicidal; but
they are of the very essence of democratic gov­
ernment. Theile things are being done con­
stantly and perpetually, without exciting the
virtuous indignation of the plutocrats and bene­
fioiaries of privilege. Only when their own
medicinB is forced down their throat. do they
disoover that" democracy is on trial." Demo­
cracy has been on trial all these years, and in­
telligent men are gradually becoming illclined
to' pass an adverse verdict upon it; but tU03 only
exceptioval and extmordinary feature (If the
present situation is the predominance of the
factors that are usually held in check by the
cunning minority. While the progrressive man
with cleal· ideas and healt,hy sentiments can-
not congratulate himself upon the turn things
have taken, and while the outlook i8 by no
means favorabb to liberty and equity, the pre­
dicament of the plutocratic brotherhood cannot
but be contemplated with considerable satis-
faction. v. Y.

:Mr. Atkinson's contribution on finance to
the July number of the" Engineering :Maga­
zine" must be extremely disappointing to its
editor~ He doubtless e':p~cted a radical and
refreshing utterance, a hold cballenge to timid
conservatism, and a solution going to the root
of the difficulty. Instead, he gets a common­
place piece of statistical writing, and the very
original recommendation that the government's
remedies should be increased by a change in the
tariff law! This is precisely what the fanatical
Republican~have been saying, and to publish
this great discovery as an enlight~ning con­
tribution to the financial dis.cussion of the day
is an incongruity which must have caused Mr.
Dunlap no little chagrin. 'Vhy does he not
a8k some one who really has sound and radical
views on finance to write a review of the situa­
tion for him? There is Bilgr!.al, an engineer
and manufacturer of considerable eminence in
tbe te~hnical world, to whom Mr. Dunlap's
readers would certainly turn with respect and
interest.

Now that the platforms and candidates of
the two great ~arti~s are. known, .weare told
that a "eritable" campaign of education" will
begin, and that the whole country will be
turned into agreatdebati~g8ocietyforthe dis­
cussion of themo~eyquestion. .The.tro\lble is,
however, thatthe~eac~!1'8and educatol'8al'e
just as ignorant as those \\>homtheyun~ertake

to enlighten. If t~~y kn0'W mere tbi~ga,t~y
are generally "things.t~~t~in't84):n/i~~~i~1
is more impudent!Lndhla;,,~~..~ thaD.ithel~
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popular sense, Is one who &eHks to overturn, by viol­
ence, all constituted forms and Institutions of lIOCiety
und government, ull h~w and order, and all right of
property, with no purpose of estublishing any other
system of order in the plll.cc of that destroyed. This iIiI
the populur idea, but it is not the true one as to that
scbool of philosophers who ure generally classed as
Anurchists. Properly speaking, then, and answering
t1w question of our inquirer in the spirit in which he
asks it, an Anarchist is one who advocates the absence
of government, not from any evil design, but as the
true poJiticlI.I icieal. Anarchists seek th'! establish·
mcnt of l~ social theorv whkh regards the union of or·
del' with the ahsence i)f all direct government of man
by man as the best possilJle condition of humanity.
Absolute indlvidualliberty is their creed. ThlJ most
noted expounder of this theory was Pierre JOfJeph
Proudhon (1809-1865), whose views have been adopted
with various modifications by many agitators. His
cOlllplete works lIlay be had Ilt the Wilmington In·
stitute .l!~ree Library. Proudhon contended that the
truc form of the State is Anarchy, meaning by An·
archy. of course, not positive disorder, but the absence
of any hnman ruler, whether king, president, gov­
ernor, or (~onveDtion.

Congratulate the editor of the" Star" un hia cor·
rectness, and add further d~JVclopmentsof the Anarch­
istic theory.

Section B.-The" ·Westem 'Vlltchman," Eureka,
Cal., prints this in aD article on the Labor Exchange:

The Labor Exchange is a ,lOll-political institution.
It takes the ground that politics has always been made
use of to enslave the peopl~ rather than to lwlp them.
We do not say hilt therl! are mallY well meaning poli­
ticians. In fact. we believe there are many 8uch.
What we do helieve is that the great ruling power be­
hind the whole systeF ", l)olities promotes it for the
purposes of thwarting '~erties of the people rather
than pro:T1ot.ing them, t, they have always suc-
ceeded in their purpose.

It does nl,t follow from •.,IS view of t.he case that all
progress is prevented hy politics. but that progress
which could not possibly he ahsolutely prevented bas
been very greaUy hindered, and that it has prevented
the employment. of a far more efficient means of no.·
tional development.

There was scarcely ever a greater enemy to the
human race than the average politician, and the people
are at last coming to regard them as such. Our con­
gressional and legislative sessions are no longer looked
to for good work, hut dreaded for their evi! work.

The Labor Exchange does 1I0t agree that this is
simply the abuse of a good thing, but that politics is
not a wisely· selected method of remedying Lhe ills of
the people.

It takes the ground that business is a more funda­
mental institution than p<>1itics; that. husiness is a na­
tural thing, ",l\(:reas politics is an artificial thing; and
that therefore to try t.o regulate business by political
methods is like commencing at the top to build a
house.

Intelligcnt minorities must always introduce and
promote economic mforms, and not ignorant major­
ities Let the conditions of our country to-day testify
to the folly of depending upon politics for the defence
and prnmotion of the welfare of the people. No peo­
ple ever confided more implicitly in political leaders,
and no people ever had so great national prospects
spoiled in so short a time. No nation on the earth
ever had snch an oppor.unity, and none ever fell so
far short of realizing its anticipations.

It is the money power that institut.es and operates
our political systems for their interests rather than the
interest.s of the people. This st.atement is also becom­
ing more and more manifest. Sinct~ the people Imve
begun to do a little thinking for themselves, whom do
they find rUDnil'g the politics of the country ?-the
money power.

Now, if the people had from the start cflnfidffi less
in politics, and had given their cnl'rgies to the intro·
duetion and promotion of a rational business system,
they would long ago have discovered their greatest
enemy, and would never hnve allowed the mOlley
power to hllve carricd its system of brignndl\ge to the
point of absorbing all the weult.h of the world. and en­
shwed nil the people. If the simple fllct& had been
recognized and adhered to that hUlllllll ncccssitil'S con·
stit\1t.C the basis of business life, nnd thl\t tlwrefore the
sum total of legitimllte businl~ss life cOllsists simply in
the production nnd exchange of useful commodities, it
would hl\ve indicateu so plninlJ' the true and only
purpose of a mediu:>l of eXdll\nge as wOl'ld have made
it impossible to have subverted it to be the tool of op·
pression, n8 has been the case.

Show that we need not only to cease depending 011

politics, but also to get rid of ~he political s)'stem.
STEPHEN T. BYINGTON.

LIBERTY. S'IS'""

Note change in secretary's address.
Target, section A.-The follOWing is from the Wil.

mington, Del., "Star" of July 26:

A reader of the" Star" has requested us to explain
for his benefit, and for the benefit of others, the dif·
ference between an Anarchist, a Socialist, and a
Populist. Perhaps the answer to this question can be
best found in a brief statement of three systems of
social economy represented by the three classes reo
ferred to. .

In the first place, let Ul 8lly that an Anarchist, in the

Anarchist Letter-Writing Corps.
The Secretary wants every reaoer of Liberty to send

in his name for enrolment. Those who do so thereby
pledge themselves to write, when possible, a lette!'
every fortnight, on Anarchism or kindred subjects, to
the" target" assigned in Liberty for that fortnight,
and to notify the secretary promptly in case of any
faihmJ to write to a target (which it is hoped will not
often occur), or in case of temporary or permanent
withdrawal from the work of the Corps. All,
whether members or not, are asked to lose no oppor­
tunity of informing the secretar~'of suitable targets.
Address, S'('EPHEN T. BYING'l'ON, 145 Easth 18th street,
New York City.

The Germans have been described as a nation
of individualists. eCI·tain is it that they have
givl'lI the worhl two of the greatest teachers
of individualism,-StiJ'lwr and Nietzsche. But
it is also true that, as compafl~d with Social
Dl'mocl'acy, there has not heen, until very re­
cently, any striking popular manifestation of
individualistic thought and sentiment in Ger­
many. For a time our friend, ,rohn Henry
Mackay, was its only champion. Within the
immediate past, howevcr,-that is, since the
ahrogation of the exceptional lawR against the
Social Democrats,-a change has come over the
Rcene. If the oppositiolJ to the prevailing or­
der of things was, until lately, almost wbolly
confined to Soeial Democracy, there is now
plainly vit>ihle the rise of an Anarehistic oppo­
sition. '['his opposition may not as yet he as
consistently individualistic as one could wish,
but there is no doubt about the direction in
which it is moving. One need only look
through the columnR of " Del' Sozialist" and
"Del' Eigene," the former a weekly, and the
latter a fortnightly, puhlished at Berlin, to note
the new spirit which is spreading in Germany.
In " Del' Sozia.list," as the name implies, the
sociological SIde of the question is chiefly
treated, while ill "Del' Eigene" (a name
adopted from Stirner) the philosophy of ego­
ism is plaeed in the foreground. I,iherty
warmly welcomes both papers, and hopes fmlll
time to time to have more to say about them
and their work.

The present campaign has already developed
many amusmg features. 11'01' months the gold
organs have been loftily contemptuous in their
comments on the" ignorance" of those who
believed in silver, and they have been ex­
pressiug the most absolute confidence in the
soundness and wisdom of the" business com­
munity." Of what consequcnce is it, pray,
what a lot of boors and illiterates think about
money, when husiness men are practically a
unit on the question of the necessity of crushing
silvei'? Now, almost the first result of the
Chicago nomination has been the astonishing (to
the gold press) discovery that no class is more I

(lensely ignorar:t on the subject of finance than
the business class. The leading newspapers of
every city have been receiving letters from mer­
chants and brokers'asking what" sixteen to
one" meant and what free coinage really in­
volved. The very people, then, who Well.' to
make short work of the silver crusade are the
peopl'l found to be most ignorant of what all
this trouble is about, and who require the first
attention of the" educators." Possibly this
disnovery a(~counts for the changed t,one of the
gold press. 'fbI.' bulwark of sound money has
collapsed; the flower of the gold army is un­
prepared and demoralized, The dismay and
despair of the organs of Wall street may be
easily imagined.

parade \)f superior intelligence made hy the ITory morality, eto, 1'he utter collapse of the
gold-basis and hard-money men. Their assm·· 'l'ory policy in parliament, the inability of the
tions and assumptions are infinitely Ulore absurd ministry to pass th~ reactionary legislation,
than the lIotious of the silver people. The notwithstanding its huge majority, and the
pseudo. argumentation of the gold advocates is blundm'ing diplomacy of MI', Chamberlain have
s(>}f-contl'adietory, shallow, and puerile. And so discredited the Conservative party that al-
it is these ignoramusl's who denounce the sil- ready there is talk of a wave of popular revolt.
vl1rites as idiots, fools, and cranks. Fine cam- Coupled with this, there is the remarkable up-
paign of education is to be expected from heaval in Canada,-the overwhelming defeat
them. of the loyalists, protectionists, and religionists,

------.- and the triulnph of the I..iberals who favor fl'ee
" r~lillg out the flag'," yells the New York trade and who are sU8pected of disloyalty to

" Tribune" i this is another secf'ssion struggle, Great Britain. What has become of the learned
and the sound· mOTleY men should show that explanations of the great" reaction"? Even
they stand for national unity and honor. It is our Positivist philosopher, ·Frederic Hardson,
to he hoped that its adviee will he followed, who saw no Wl~y out except in universal con-
and that the g'old gentry will thus lay them- version to the H.eligion of Humanity, must find
selves open to that most fatal form of attack,- considel'llble difficulty in reconciling the late
ridicule. Americans are n(lt ,vithont llllmor, . . .. h }. I' IpohtlCal happenmgs WIt us peeu IIII' t leory.
alHl the pretence that the opposition to free
(~oinage of silvPI' is tantamOltnt to defending the
flag, and that the millions of fal'mers and work­
men in t!w WL'st and south who are for silver
are tmitot's and secessionists, is el'rtain to
oV('rwhelm its upholders with contempt and
laughter. COlisider the situation: millions of
loyal American citizens want congress to legis­
late in a certain way, and go about execnting
their will in th" traditional and approved poli­
tical nH'thods. Tlwy belieHl in majority rule,
and ask their adversaries to abide by the deci­
sion of tbe majority. For this they are de­
nonnced as revolutionists and secessioni!-'ts.
Have organs like the" Tribune" lost tlwir
heads? It is the gold faction which tmmples
upon the flag and illdtes rehellion againl'lt
American govel·ument. It is t!lt'y who decline
to submit to majority government. They are
the real traito. s and repudiators and
revolu tionists.



Mr. Varros's Further Criticisms.
I rq;rH that circumstallces have causell me t.o delay

~I) IOllg the fl'w COlllllwnts I have to make on Mr. Yar­
l'Cllj'8 reply to my .. ddcnce," and I will at once t,ake
lip the points. Str/alllll, that ileClll important..

I.

I can by no means nccept ~Ir. Yarros's stntement
I,f my pORition,-l'. fl., that Annl'chy ., is synonymous
with equl\llibel'ty." I can conceive an idenl order of
things in which Anarchy would be synonymous with
cqllal lill('rty. bllt I think that ADluchy now would
melln nlOst ulJequlIl liberty. For by Anarchy I menn
simply the ahsence of government.,-i. I'., of a (pos·
sihly) coercive organizlltion of societ.y, such as I under·
stand the ~tate to Ix'. Voluntllry organizlItions to
punish or prevent. Crilll') would be possible unlkr such
II "yst.em, and I g'1l \,1' instaoees to th,tt elfec" (see pp.
1,,·21, .. Anllrehy or Government '! ", tf pp. 6tl-7B),
whleh, I IIllly SIIY hy the wuy, show t,hat r was not
righting :L wilHhuill such as Tol;;toi otfers for 0111' lid·
miration. But an organizatiou that. every member of
a soch·ty WIlS ohliged to support" willy·nilly, would be
the antithe:,;is of Anarchy, Yet I believc that only by
such 1111 organization would anything like cII'lld lib­
t·rty bc secured among all the inhabitaut.s of the ter.
ritory covered by a society. Doubtless the equllilib­
erty of SOl/I,: would be maintained b.\" pl'ivate ngencies,
but the criticnl question, from tile socinl point of
view, is alwlLYs whether, in any giv~n particular, the
interests of all the members of tile society are sub·
served; and I douht if this can be, so long as the in·
"qualities betwcen men are what they lire and as some
are willing to take adVl,ntage of their fellows, SILve by
an organization that in its nature ineludes all and that
hinds all.

Such a doubt rests, of course, upon experience (reltl
or supposed), and 1\11', Stephen T. Byington asks
what are the facts that support it, and whether I have
.. specified" them in my book? I have not specified
them, but. I have referred to them (seb, for e:Iample,
pp. 16, 17, i2, 78, and 156, 157). Perhaps I cannot do
better than cite one passage:

'\:Vc think government indispensahle for the protec­
tion of life and property. But people may protect
themselves, and tlIOse who (,moot may contl'llct with
those stronger t,lHl.n they to protect them. In early
times, when violence was rife, the custom was, says
11. Leroy·BI~aulieu, to place oue's self under the pro.
te!:t.ion of ., SOllle brigand rather more honest than the
rest," and make a hargl\in with him. The great men
of Greek antiquity, and of aimost every other anti.
quity, were, he add~, "professed brigands punctual
in thpir pl::rformance and faithful to their word." So,
as is well known, in t.he middle ligas, when govern.
Illl'nt was w(,ak 01' non· existent, slllall proprietors of
freeholds placed themselves ullder the pat.ronage cf
!,(lwerful lurds, and lJecame by choke their vassals,
or even their serfs (pp. HI, 17).

The period I had particularly in minll was the feudal
lwriod in European histOl'j', though I think the SILme
thing is true of a feudal order of society anywhere.
As I understand the matter (th')ugh J do not pretend
to be llllything of a historical scholar), and as Sir
Frederic Pollock expressly says in his" History of
Politics ": "The medh'val ilystem of Europe was not
a system of States in 0111' sense or in the Greek sense."
He goes on: "It was a collection of groups held to­
~etber in the first instance by ties of personal de.
pendence and allegiance, and connected among them.
selves by personal relations of the same kind on a
magnifioo t cale." So Sir Henry S. :Maine says in his
.. Ancient Ifl.w It:

The tie which united them [the earliest feudal com­
munities] was a contl'l1ct, and they obtained new asso­
ciates by contracting with them. The relation of the
lord to the vassals h~.d originally been settled by ex­
prell!il engagement, and a person wishing to engraft
llimself in the brotherhood by commendation or in­
feudation came to a distinct understanding us t.o the
conditions on which he was to he admitted. It is,
therefore. tlw splll,re oceupied in them by contract
which principally dii'tingnh;hes the feudal insthutions
fl'fllTl tIle uJlHdlllt',rated w:mgcs of primitive races.

That is to say, in the mediwvul period a miLn on the
territory of what is now called France 01' England or
Germany 01' Spain did not hlwe protection of his life
lind property by virtue of his membership in a society
cOllxtensive with that territol'.~", hut he got it either by
1lIling his own arms weapons of defence or by
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contracting with some one more powerful thlln he to
provide it, in exchange for certain services whieh he
agreed t'l rcnder him. 'fhe society did little or nothing
for him; it scarcely existe~ (in a political form); the
individual was thrown upon himself lind such al'flIuge·
ments as he might voluntarily contrive. In such elr­
cumstances, lords and vassals arise with entire natural·
ness, just as they do in our Inrgely annrchic industrial
order of the present day. The lords were the strollg,
commanding personalities, the vnssals the wenker who
nUac hed tl.lemselves to them. Both (~lasses rent!(lred
services to ODe another. The 'lord protect.ed, the vassnl
served. It was much as with our huge cmployers and
their wor:"ingmen now.

Yet. will anyone say tllat thc fcudal order of society
wns satisfactory'! The fact is it began t'l be intolel'll'
ble in rl'llnce aud England in the fifteenth and six­
teenth centuries, and the people allied tlwmsel VI'S with
ahsolute monarchs to get rid of it. Men awoke to
the fact that they hali freely sold themselves intI)
something like slavery, just as workingmen are be­
ginning to realize now that their freedom of contmct
i~ " :i.,gely nom inal atIair. The tendency hud worked
itself out to which SL James Fitzjames Stephen al·
hIdes whcn he says that, "if human experienee
provcs nnything at all, it proves that, if restraints are
minimized, if the largest possible measure of liberty is
accorded to all human beings, the result will not be
equality, but inequality, reproducing itself in n geo·
metrical ratio." (" Libert,y, Equality, F'raternity.") It
is but a more detailed statement of the logic of this
tendency, when Professor Burgess says:

Deprive the State, either wholly or in part, of the
power to determine the elements and the scope of in·
dividualliberty, and the result must be that each in­
dividual will ml~ke such determination, wholly or in
part, for himself; that the determinations of diff~rent

individuals will come into conflict with each oth!;;f;
and that those individuals only who have power to
help themselves will remain free, reducing the rest to
personal subjection." (" Political Science and Consti·
tutional Law,":

True, the lords and vassals had bargained or con.
tracted; but one class generall:y, if not invariably, got
the better of the bargain. Among savages, as, for
instance, among the Bushmen, the weaker, .. if he
would preserve his own life, is obliged to resign to the
stronger his weapons, his wife, and even his children. "
(Spencer's" Sociology.") The medhl'vnl lords, owing
to Christianity and other influences of a formrr civil.
ization, were not quite so exacting, but they de.
manded all that in conscience 'they could, and more
than the consciences of the vassals aPPl'Oved. Hence
the only remedy for the vassals was in confronting the
lords wit.h a power more powerful than they, and this
was found in the so·called nbsolute monarch (c. g.,
Henry VII. in England), backed by their own support
and making the country or nation for the first time a
real political unity. Profe~sor BurgeRS says: "The
absolute monarchies of t.he fifteenth, sixteenth, and
seventeenth centuries ... gave libert.y to the Com­
mon man at the same t.ime that they subjected the
nobles to the law of the State. In fact, they gave
liberty to the common man by subjecting the nobles
to the law of the Stflte." (" Political Science and Con.
stitutional Law.") That is, liberty (in the enjoyment
of life and property) was achieved by the Stllte, and it
is difficult to see how, under the then existing circum.
stances, it could have been won in any other way.
Libm'ty for the peasant could be got only by abridging
the liberty of the noble, and to do this a power
stronger than the noble had to assert itself,

Doubtless the alliance of absolute monarchy with
the people is a temporary phenomenon. It easily de.
generates into despotism j it belonKs at best to an im.
mature period of society; for, when the people be­
come of age, they can, by democratic methods, ac­
complish for themselves all that a monarch could for
them. But it is ,)f interest to note that in one respect
thel'e has always been 11 certain aflluity bet,ween the
kingship and the mass of the people. It was so among
:?e n(~~~ns, ~mon¥, tl~e Greeks,-:-of which Couillnge's

J.a Cite AntIque gIvcS many lllstanccs,-ulld
among the ancient Semites. The reuson of it was
not so much t.hat the people loved rule alS that tlwy
found monarchy the only means of deliverance fmm
the worst sort of rule,-that of an irresponsibltl aristo.
cracy. The late Professor HolJertson Smith's admira­
ble sociological study, called the II Religion of the

8cmit.l's," contains the following interesting passage,
which will mlLke elear what I mean:

Now, it is a matter of constant observation in early
history that the primitive equality of the tribulsylltellJ
tends, in progress of time, to transform itself int.o an
luistocracy of the more powerful kins, or of the more
powerful families within olle kin. That is, the smaller
aud weaker kinsl\re content to place themselves;n a po~
sition of dependence on their more powerful neighbol'ilr
in order to St~cure their protection j or even within 0110
and the same kin men beKin to distinguish between
their nearer aDd more distant cousins, and, as wealth
begins to he unequally distributt:d, the great man's
distant. and poor re!l~tion has to be content with a dis­
tant and supercilious patronage, and sinks into It :)osi·
tion of inferiority. The kingship is the 0111' sociill
fOlee Umt works against this tendency, for it is the
king's interest to rnnintnin n balance of power, and pre­
vent the excessive IIggrandizement of noble families
that might compete with his own authority. Thus,
even for seltish reaSOIlS, the sovereign is more llnd
more brought into the position of thc champion of tue
weak against the strong, of the masses against the
aristocracy.

Professor Smith even gives a uatu1'llli'stic explauation
of the rise of so·called .. ethieal monotheism ,. IIllllJUg
the Semites t.bat. is highly interesting hoth frolll (Jill'

present and from the religious point of view. The
ethical mOllotheism, of which the Hebrew prophets
were so distinguished represcntatives, WaS in the
main, he SIlYS, "nothing more thl\n the consequence
of the ILlliance of religion with monarchy." He
continues:

For, however corrupt the actual kingships of the
East became, tlu! idef'tl of tlu: kin,qlJldp as a SQurce of e1"ett­
Iw,ndedjustice tlt1'ouglwut the whole lI<ltion,/citlwut re·
spert of perSO/Ml, 1DIU Mglter tlmn tlu: ideal of tite arist,)·
craey, in which each noble is expected to favor his
own family, eVLD at the expense of the State or of
justice; and it is on the ideal, rather than on the ac·
tual, that religious conceptions are based, if not in
ordinary minds, at least in the minds of more thought­
ful and pious men. [The italics are mine.]

Somewhere in the" Social Contract" Rousseau sums
up the whole philosophy and history or the matter in
a passage which I regret I can quote only from mem­
ory, to the effect that, because the natural tendency of
things is toward inequality, therefore government is
necessary to correct the tendency and promote equal·
ity, as far as may be possible.

II.

Secondly, as to the justicc of Anarchy. )11'. Yarros
says" it is necessary to detf'rmille only whether An­
archy is just," anti t,hat I, as "an ethical leader," must
assent to this proposition. Now, the best I can say is
that Anarchy /lUllI be just; that there is nothing- in
the theory, if the right sort of individuals are forth­
coming, that is against justice. Indeed, I say just
the same of government. From the social point of
view there is no injustice in government. Both An.
archy !lnd government arc the methods by which social
ends may he attained. Neither works well uecessar­
ily. Actllal government may be a farce llnd an in­
iqnity,-hlls been at times. Government and An.
archy, too, Dlay co{,xist in relation to different sorts
of interests-as at the present time in America we
lmve practical Anarchy in the realm of reHgion, and
yct government in the protection of life and property.
That of the two methods is best Wh;"'I, in relation to
II particulllr sort of interests, produces the most llnd
the most widely and evenly distributed happiness and
welfare.

III.

I am happy to find lIr. Yarr08 agreeing, a little later
in his finlt article, to the idea that" right and wrong
are measured by the welfare of t.he tribe or commun­
ity," and resting bis contention for Anarchy on the
claim that it serves social well· being better. Tbis is
!lolid ground to stand on, wbile his argument about
first settling the jusdce of Anarchy, as if expediency
necessarily followed, seems to me confused, Con.
l'istt'ntly with this position, he would, I snppose, ad­
mit that, if it turned out that government was more
advantngeous to the conuuunit,}', it wouW then'by be
justified, whatcver might be s:\id about Iibert.,}"; llnd
certainly I, if I could t.'C persullded tbat, the rights of
all, including the welLk allli defenceless, woultl be
secured by privl\te l\gcncy and voluntary association,
would consider Anarchy jUlltified, If my inferl'llCC is
correct, Mr, Ylmos and I differ in judgment (relative
to facts), but not in principle.



Mr. Yarros emphllSizes considerations in his third
article to which I own (and did o~;n in DIy article, not
having given sufficient attention. If. on looking into
tJw matter. I could l>e convillL'tld that. b,}' giving the
lahorer Iibcrtlell he does not now enjoy, sudl liS Mr.
Yarros specifies (lihert,}' to Ust· natural rtll.ldia, to ex·
change products God orgnnize credit. to make his OWI1

currene)', etc.), the laborer would, as llr. Yarf()S
thinks, bf! enabled" to command equitable terms" for
his labor without help from society, I should have to
reCast my chupter on .. Anarch)' 01' Government in the
Ind ustriul Heulm •. and adopt ditrl'rent pl-llctical con·
clusions. If Mr. Yllrr08 is right, my arguUlent, of
course, fuils to go to the bottom of the I!uestion. All
I can SllY is that I mill look Into the matter. I own
already that" monopoly, legal privilege. and If~gnl in­
equalities" have hud a great dent to do in cllusing in­
d ustrial inj ustice.

YIII.

7
But h(~rl! agllin he illtl'rprets me with too much Iltt" 'I·
ness. It is quite true, 148 lit! llays, that. 10 10Dg ltoS the
feelings are at war, there i!t Ul, llctloll, aod that (01)"

when Onl) feeling, or groulJ of fL'l!linglS, glliull pre·
domiullnce is action the result. But, if strictly then:
Is but one feeling or group of feeliu~ll, bow can we
spellk of" pl'l'domillance '1" Docs not this impl)' one
feeling holding another in suhj(~tion ~ If so, the lat·
tel' cunnot be absolutel,}' denied existence. A 11111)'

pre88ed emotion or I\ppctih~ is still In 81)ffie IilCnse are·
ality; its physiolog!e1\1 eounwrpllrt is probal111 quite
different from what the (:oullterpllrt of Ule clJntl'llStcd
state of emotion or appetite would he. When we are
thirsty, we may yet refulSl' to drillk,-tbat illl, we rllll.Y
overcome the appetite by some stronger desire; but
would anyone say that the thirst was not still in some

sense a reality? Yet, in wh'\tever IiCnse this WIlS true
(if it Is true at all), 1\ l>eing ~fith 110 divided iDlpulses
would be a rough parallel to a !lodety with divided
minds. Undoubtedly there are thl' differences in tbe
two cases which Mr. Yarr08 particularizelll; hl'! they
do not seem to me to make tl'I' illulltration for the pur­
poses for whkh it WIOl6 intendt'll.

But, as to bargains being necessarily just tbat are
struck lII1df'r eonditiolls of equal frcetlmu, I cannot at,
nil see it. I think my critic hilS hanll;1' faced fairly
my probl('m of the drowning man. hut, I\fter what Mr,
Tucker has snid, I need ndd uothing. Of COUl'se, we
can muke dl'fiuUions as we dIOl)S('. nnd, If llr. Yllr-
ros or :l\fr. Spencer chooses to define justke as what
takes plnce under equlll freedom. I have no quarrel
with him.-thongh in that case it IJC('omes somewhat
superfluous to argue whether ('qual fret..tom produces
j IIstice. If equal freedom is sJnonymous with jus·
t! ce, then, of COll1'l'e. 11 free contract between a d,-own­
ing man and his rescuer, such as I describt..'ll he·
fore, is just-whetber it is to l>e enfort,'ed or not. For
my own purt, J cannot call it "just," because I as·
sociate a dUYerent sort of idea with that word. And I
think most pcople do. Indeed, I suspect tbat in un·
gual'tied moments Mr. Yarr08 and MI'. Tucker tftem­
sd ves do. A primary element in my idea of justice
is not tllkio~ advantage of l1uotbt'r's necessities. To
my mind such 11 free contnu:t as I Illtvc d~ribl'll is \)f
the verj' eSllCnce of injustice.

IX.

YII.

Ahout one point I am not quite deftI'. Iu one or
two places Mr. YIUT05 a.ppears to !lIlftCtion UK! idea
that tlte majonty in a society has t.he right t,') use
force to eft'l.'Ct equal freed{)lll. Does he really StUlcth,
this idea, or am I Dlistaken ~ It is ratJK!t' 'Wlmt hi8
language suggests than lWy posit<ive MlilCrtitm tllM I
Itave in mind, lWd hence I am in doubt. If he bok1.
tuat society. or, rctber. IlS he woukl .y. II majority.
mil) enforce equal freedom, i8 not tIli8 a tlepat'tUft
from Anarcbiam llure aDd simple' Practkally h it
Dot equivaltmt to hholll loildl II ,jllstibtiou ofP"'~
ment as I!r. 8pe1k.'er would f{i\"e .\ad, if a~
is held to 'lave the rigbt to enf~~wal~_ a
minority, how ia the rlpt deI'l_ 'l s.rt<ly I1_
simply becaule t,be majority"" ..UdOMt i. ."
the right of might. Yet.thaot .... wtat '-the
basi,., And Itow will the"'._ett,.rmy ""
avoided, whidl ill iavolvetl a tmiJ,'l'-
ity enforcing .ver so~ • .-- ilha (,~\;-,

VI.

LIBERTY.3Y-s-

II As to how a majority or any powerful single intlu·
, etlel' elUl represent 11 societ~', I nrgued that, in the ab·

scnce of unanimity lIlllong the members, it Wl1S the
only way in which a society could ~ct. A society
might be denied the right to act, (when all its members
wefl~ not agreed), hut, if it is concedclt the right,
tl,en it must act as hest it. can, and mlljority rule, or,
at least. some st,ong single influence equivalent to a
majority, may be the only means whereby action canIhe effected. (~Ir. Yarros devotes a paragrapl~ to 11l,}­

s'lpposed claim that the" only method" by whieh
society cnn act is majority mle; hut I ~iti in the
paragraph he himself quotes, .• majority rule, or ilt

ll'tl.~t 801lU' iltrollg sin.'lle tlwuUM or emotion tlutt iii
t'l,dV'lleTIt to Il majority.") Mr. Yarros not only denies
that a society may (hl\ll the right to) act in such cir·
cumstanccs, hut says that it cannot llct. I suppose
t1l1~n he holds that congl;,;J8 cannot act when it pllllSes
bills agninst which votes are given, or that a town
meeting cannot decide to layout a road hecause th~re

al'C some protests against it, or that &ny private busi­
nesil association cannot flct unlcs.~ every out' of its
lllt'l1lhers (or at least directors) agree to" certain line
f·f pvlicy that mllY be in question. Ollly the mlljor.
ity llct io such (;ases, 'Mr. Yarros seems to say,-not
l'onA'rellS, or 11111 town. or the husine&s llssodation.
But the fact is. as everybody knows. that tuese hodiI's
do act, and act as truly as if 11 unanimous agreement
wI're hehlnd their action. Mr. Yarros conld just 1\11

logieally argue that congress aod the town aud ~he pri
vate 11>llSOCiation 118 such do not exist, they hdllg only
nb!ltrnctions Rod the only realities being the individullls
composing tltem. auy of wblch could unite for any
purpl'se abont wblch they might agree. hut nOlle of
which could do more than speak for themselves. If
lily critic takes any comfort in t~\e conclusion that
congress and auociations of all 81' rts that run by
majority vote are mere namca, an \ that every 1lS·

gumption on tbe part of the majolty in any case to
speak for the association is mere ar, ogant ll8llUmpt!oD
or pretence, I will uot disturb blm i 1 it. To me it is
the redllrtiQad ahturdllm of thoroup-l1·going individual·
1st philOlOphy.

Mr. Yam>8 thinks that, 10 ' ..king an illustration of
social action from the individual. who IIOmetimea hIlS
cODtl'1'ry impulses, I am at fault In mr psychology.

v.

IV.

(ll passing. I may make a comment on )lr. Tuckc!r's
turnlllg on )j), Yarros with the question, "Iso't It
preposterous to plead equal liberty wben Ule very
iixfst",nce of the (;lJrnmunity I. at lltakfl ? .. InllSmu(:h
as llr. Tur\(f.·rhllS ::Jllid a~ the beginning of Ids article
that "the welfare of tbetribcfor community" means
littie or nothing as a bula of ethics, and means little
or nothing in thill ",ay.~~~lt means little or
nothing anyway, belngl&~~tterlyvague COD~ption, I
am at a los'S to· kDoww~t hls.queatlon to )f?,. Yarroa
means. Is '. the exi.tenceof/~community" then a
standard or en<l to J1i~! }f.tiOf then be grant. a tot·
cralJly objective staDdill.'d of.. rl,bt, after.. all. In

POllsibly I lim inconsisten~ :n iily admission abont
HIe Quakers. Let us see. I say u man "hould not be
forced against his conscience. If philo&ophical An·
archists feel that it is a sin to pay taxes. I do not
think they ought to he forced to pay them. I do not
say, "if they prefer not to pay them," or .. if they en·
tertain a theory that society would go vn better with·
out compulsory provisions of this sort," but. if they
have 1\ living, positive, personal conviction that it is a
sin to pay them, just ut' Quakers feel that war i!t a
sin. I do not think that this is inconsistent with the
recognition of the socilliorigin of the mornl sent!·
ments or with sociul tests of right aUlI wrong; for 1 do
not know of anything more intimatelJ hound up with
the welfare of society than cODsdence, even if in in·
dividual instances it goes wrong. To compel to what
the individual feels to be wrong·doing is to kill the
goose that hatches the golrlen egg. At bottom socll:ty
is held together by moral bonds. Force is prt,.lCrly
exercised only a~ainst those who hl,ve something of
the socinl conscience. hut hat'e not the sodal will (i. e.,
apart from those who have no conscience at all). Tu
'Violate conscience itself is suicidal for a State.

Indeed, Mr. Yl\r1'os seems to slIy expreSllI.v !.IUlt un· the lIIune of this standard, he Is willing, under cer·
del' early militancy government and Inflividulli subor· lain circumstances, to throw equalllht'rty to the
.dination were necessary, and tlltlrefol't', I suppose, for Willlhi. Which, then, Is the sovereign conception, the
the time justified. This Is I'll I could ask. Certainly, community or Individunillherty'/ Even Mr. Yarros
when militllucy passeR awa,}', govel'lllllent (,Ilunot Illlve SllyS tlll,t society "Is II. scientific ahstractlon; there are
this species of justltleation. But, sue)', lUI admission Is only Individuals"; and preRulllably Mr. Tucker agrees
at the expense of Mr. Yarros's thorough·golng An· with him. Yet Mr. Tucker justifies sl1critlcing in ..
ul'ehism. 1"01' the thorough·golng IIbcrtnrinn would dh'iduals-their IIberttcs and, I suppose, their IIves--
Sl\y thnt vol unIn I',}' nction ami association woulcl Illlve to society. And society is .. lUI abstraction" ... It
served social ends In a period of militancy as truly "s is hard to sec the logic of sacrificing flesh and blood
in any other stnge of evolution; and this possibility I for a shadow. 'l'he fact is men never have sacritieed
>considel'ed il' my Iltlok. themselves in this way. The city among the Illlcicnt

In l\ latcr pnmgmph, }Ir. Yar1'os does, indeml, make Greeks, the t!il.Je I\mollg more primitive peoples, was a
the pllradoxiculassertion: "Yes, we do I\llirm that the living, concrete reaUty; If aoything was shadowy, it
individual hlls the right to do with himself as he WllS men's own individual Jilles In comparison with it.
pleast's, it'l't'spcctive of the welfare of others" ; hut he Mr. Yarros says: "To lIsk any number of indivl·
plainly means hy ., others," "others individually" or duals to sacrifice themselves for • society '-that Is,
41 some othel's," not the society-for he says that the so· for the rest of the meml>ership-is to deprive them
dety which recognizes this right, becomes, under pres· of ~v~ry motive for wishing to lead a social life."
ent industrial conditions, the fittest I\nd the one most How is it, then, that individuals have so sacrificed
~ertain to survive. But this is not what I meant by themselves III the pllSt, aQd have sometimes felt that
"others," when I said that It had bel"l reserved to the they reaChed the summit of their existence in risking
philosophielll Anarchists to discover t. e "al.Jstnlct ab- sueh a result I Ho'" j" :~ that l\lr. Tucker call expect
60lute right of thtl individual to do with himself as he them to do Bl,? How is it that Mr. Yarros himself, in
pleases, irt'espccth'e of the w(Mare of others :lbout another connection, appears to justify them ~or doing
him." I \1Iellnt l.Jy .. others" others in generul, so·( Is it the slmity of these individuals that we are
whether imlividuull)' or as a sO')ial body. I had sup· to consider lit fault, or the tenuity (If .Mr. Yarros's
posed philosophical Anllrchists put Individual rights logic?
llbove social righls; thllt the,}" iJelieVl'd in individulIl 8.) fnr as suicide is cOllcerned, if anybody feels thnt
sove1'(~ignty, n1l(1 were o\lpoilCd to social so\'ereignty: he ,lUt/1tt to commit suicide (if such a feeling is possi·
in brief, thnt they made lil.Jt·rty a principle. But it bit!), I do not think society has any right to interfere
~Ippenrs tunt .Mr. Yarros dOl~8 not do this. lIud perhaps with him; hut. if one is tempted this way simpl,}' by
I alll mista!,en nhout philosuphicnl Anarchists in gen· despair, disgw!t with life, or any of the ordinary
em!. And yet a consequence follows 1'\'0111 }Jr. Yttr· motives, I think society hns n perfect right to hiuder
I'OS'S method of f'outendiug for the right of the ill' I the act, if it needs the iU,;ividual,-though iu this case
<lividual to do as he pleases irre!'pcctive of the weifllr~ it is surt-iy bound to make life worth Hving for the
of (certain) otherg on the ground that this will promote iudh'illual, l1u(1, if it does not, it has no further claim
sodal dliciclIcy and certaiuty of survival iu the 011 him. There are not only rights, but duties of so.
struggle for existence: Damely, that, i l

..he exercis(~ of ciety: and it may forft~it its rights by a non.
this individunlislIl tends to weaken and disrupt a so· performance of its duties.
det)'. prodllcill,g classes and enmities' .nd private war,
-that is, if 1t hllve the coutrlll')' etIc .'1. from what
:Mr. Yuaos sl1!,>poses, ulld causes tl·,: society to go
down in the struggle for t'xistent' ~,-thel1 such in!li·
vidualislll would be cor I·.... :...~d. dnd 1\11 the llbsl\'l1ct
idealizing "bout libel"., would lose its foret'. If Mr.
Yar1'Os admits this, !l!, ill I have no dilfel':.'llee of prill'
dple with him. It h. II question of fad.



ANARCHISM: ITS AIMS AN D llIBTHODS. An &d.
elr""11 el"!iI""r",1 lit Ihe first publie 1I\""Ung of th" JioIItOIl Anar.
d,i.t,,' ('llIb, IIt1ll adol'led by that organlzaUon lUI Ih. lluthorize4
,·xl",.il.ioll of it" prlUclplell. With allal'l",ndlx gil'iug tiw ("Oltl!til.
lut.lon of Ih" Allarcbi"ts' Clnb and explallatory lIotel! regarding It.
ny Vi<:Ior "urrus, 1IO 113l(etl. Price, lJ centll; 6 copl4lll, 1lIJ c",ntll:
:.15 copies, $1.00; 100 COlliCtl, $8.00.

GOD AND THE 8TATE. .. Olle of the [JI(lf;t doqUllllt pleu
for 111",rtv l'I"(,r wMU..,,,. 1'1111",'8' Age of Uell"ou' lind' Wgbll! of
Mun ' ..OiI8"lhlll,,,,1 IIIU\ hllprtlvc'd. 1t ..tirll Ihe Jllll ..~ lik" atrum-

r;t~~:(n.ntu~~~:al~~~~::~~ni~,~icZ~~t~~::~~from the l'YtlllCh

MUTUAL BANKING: 8howlng tho rlldleal dcfieloocy crt
11)(> e,i"ting eir"ulll'ill}: n",llinUl. lllld bow illhortJtOt 011 mouey Cft
ooabo1i.heu. 8y Wilh4m B. (jroone. I'rice, 25 ..ootll.

FREE POLITIOAL INSTITUTIONS: Tltclr Nature, Ji:e.
I!('tuo... alld Mllinh'lll1n..... An IIhritl/l(mtlnt lind rt'lIl'raJlgtlffleflt of
I.)·.lllllier I'pflot",r'lt .. Trial bv Jury." Etliltd by Victor YlIrrtlll.
47 JlI1g('8. I'rille. \/.'; ..enltl.

WHAT IS PROPERTY P Or. lin IlIqulry Into the PrInciple

8~~~~'C'r.~n1,;:~n~il:~~~~nIJt;~. a~~ ~;~;~~~ou:l!;~::~ltl~.t=blJ:
Ji"renlOIl by IIt,nj. U. '1'uek"r. A "ystt.tII11lic. thort'll1l;h, ~lld ~Ica.

~~8('p~~?:t ~[l1t~:~ ~~rt:~t~:t'i~t:~I'::,~~;·h~~~lt:i~;:·::·II;~:i~
8tartllnIC t!>l7lO1<{; of tlw clilll'~lI~'hlcll II conllnill!, amd IIw evila
which It engenller.. Ii:JO pag"" octavo. I'rill(·. dotb. $t.00; JIIl"-.
SUO.

SYSTEM OF EOONOMIOAL OONTRADIOTIOJr8:

~~Il:I:t,I'~·~~~~:I:bly('lte~~i?Tn~t!el.'·~1~i':~:~:k'~;>TI.~~::~
~(t~I~~~n~o~~~m~~~;~Il:J~!IWlh:~~~~~~.,Jlu:~Ii::~'::':.i~~
style II1t Ilflvell1ll profound. Ule Jll'obleml! of Value. Division of La­
ho·. Machitwry, Competition. MOllopoh'. TII.llatioll. IIlld Provl-

~~~~';;r"~'~~:~~f.~~~~:ro~':,~::rnf:~:.i:II~II~f':~I~&~:~:t~~=
the 1','i1" ,Jevl'lnIK~l I,,· Itll IlredtlCtl.or, !tIld th("t. by dc\'(.lopiug
evl18 of ittl own. IwceUitat..e it" Ilueee_or. tit<, 1'1"1('1'." tu cOfltillue
until 11 tlnlll rorcl', correclhc of the, \\'hnl... shull ,,,,tllbllllh a Iltable
(otlolltllllill "'Iuilihrlulll. oltlllllll/l:esoctavo, ill the hlglu"'I, "lyle of the
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for labor 11111 its Ilrodut:tII. By Hugo B11l>"rIlUl. 119 pagtJ.Ol. Prke,
clotb. 00 Cl'nlll.

A LETTER TO GROVER CLEVELAND ON HIS
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of the Penpi". 18/if1. JJ:,' Ly8ander l::'I'IKJIICI'. 110 pllgW. I'rlce~
35cellt".

THE ANARCHISTB: A Plclure of Civili7.t1t 1011 at the <:1_
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IlOC(ml~.

SOCIALISTIC, COMMUNISTIC, MUTUALISTIC.
aDd jo'itllllldal :l<'mg'mcUl8. By W. H. Grt:ene. I'rl<:", ;;l.~.j,

LIBERTY'S LIBRARY.

For any of t1w following Works, Itdtlrelilll,
m:x.J. It 'ITCKEH, Box 1312, New York, N. Y.

CO·OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRINCIPLES.
All eSAAy 8hClWIIl~ I,ib"rl,y lind I';'l'lilj a.. the 01lly "'"lIiill""" ,0:'

~;'It~':;f,II~~~~:t.lIi:~o~~P:iJI!~i~j~J~~i~~~~~ n~;h~?, .;:: "f::;~:'j~::::
('on!lIiniug II portrait of Herbert Spellcer. Price, t;c"uI~: 21'01'1""".
to (O('utl!.

PROHIBITION. All -r on t.lw n>Jlllion of ~'l\'erllnw,,! 10
tl>Ul!K,rllnce. "howing that prohibitioll c,mllot Ilrohibit. Itllll "'''li,1
he uuuec('MIIIlry if it could. By C. '1'. Jo·owll.r. Prlet:. ti ccnl,; l/
copic.~. IQ cents.

TlIE REORGANIZATION OF BUSINESS. An ,.,""y
"howlul: how II", l.riucipl"" of co-oper,\tiou Inll)' b" rL:aliz,,1 I,. 1.1",
I'lorc. r.)w Hunk. IItlll tlte f'llclory. By c. '1'. Fowh.r. 1'01l1.'..I:illll;
a Jlorlmit of Itlllph Waldo Jo;merllOll. Price, Ii I'tml~; II COIH'·,.. 10
C(·llt~.

CORPORATIONS. An l'81!lly .howitt!; how tile lIlOllor_':." of

~i:;:;",':rI8i1:~I';fr';;~~~IM. i~~;.(;~l¥. iFO~I~;;~~h~~~n~~I~ci::~I;";):'~;~'~i\c::f
\\·"ntldIPhillll.... Price. 6 eeut~; 2c.'pie". III Ct'htl!.

OO·OPERATIVE HOMES. An elISa)' showing how Ih.. kit·
<:t1C'1I IIIl1y be IIbolished lIull 1.110' independ"llc""f wo""... ""clln~.l hy
~e,""ring Ihe I'Illte from III" Home, I.herehy illl.ro<lllcill.g Ih" H.II.Ul.
Ian principle inlo the Jo'alllily allllllli its I'datlo""bip". By ('. T.
F,,\\·ler. Containing aJlOrtl'ailof l.oui;)<, MiclTt'!. 1':"11"-\ 6001/[.: II
eopies. 10 Ct'l'ts.

Itt~??n.=~~· futNi~f ~~~:~;:~l~~~~i"l~:::~~l~::~,;~i=
~~:~~\,~~lll (!~;~~i~~~;:~~~ti~r(~:nlot:.tl~~w::~dltp~~,~, ~li't.'~~ ;Ta
(~llpieti, 10 eeuts.

THE UNCON8TlTUTIONALI.TY OF THlIl LAW8
01 \ 'nn~re"" Prohibiting PrivllteMailll.ll:l44.8.L).IIIIlI<ilw8f..._.
lI·t Jlllge~ Price. 10 oontll.

N0 TREABON.-No. n. 1867. By LyaantterSpoooor. 1t1.-.,_
Prille. 15 ceats.

NO TRlllASON'.-No. YI. Showing that the oon..mrtitm lo! of
no authority. 1870. Uy L;yBander Spooner. li8 JlllIIlI!. }'rk<'.:Ill
centll.

'J.'AXATION OR FREE TRADE 1> A Criticl~m UPOTi
nellry (ieOi):-t'~'~ •. Prnt'~~lIUll or ¥rt~ Trude ?'~ By.John F. Keil)~.

Hi pn~e1'J. Prict.~, 5 cenls; t; C()pit~~, 25 ccu~; 100 C{Jpit~s. $:>.00.

VOLUNTARY SOCIALISM.

M:dl",I, IlOlIt·paid. hy II", I'ubllsl",r.
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Bdo~ 1\ Uefcm'l- of the Urt'~ll Frl'lIdl .o\tlllrchlll!. ~how~lI~ the
:l<:vll" of a I'p.,,'ie (·urn'lIl'y. 'IIlU 'fhlll Inlcre~t Oil taplt,\! Call I\lld
Uught to he Aholi"ht,,1 by a l'y~I"1Il of Free 1111,1 Mutlllli llanking.

80 TEE RAILWAY KINGS ITCH FOR AN EM­
pire. Do Tlwv.1 B)' a .. H",J·IJot ~Irlk"r." of ~crlllll.oll. I'll. A
reply to IInarllcl(, hy William M. (lrollvenor In Ibe J"lafwfiollal
Ret";tw. Pritoe. 10 CI,ot.. : "er hllll'lrtlll, $4.00.

BOMBS: 'fhlJ pl)(·tty !lnd PhilOl'ollhy of .\nllrl'l,)'. 11)' Willi:;m A.
WLiltick. IS7Illlg('1!. Price. c1olh••a (,elll.. ; "lIpl". 50 (",,:,tI•.

ANARCmST8' MARCH. Tllne: nj/}rt1C'bor~IIr:Jl'" )!arI.'Ch
(Finni"h Wllr I'on,,). Wo",l" by J. Witt. l.Ioyli. l'fwe. 10 C('IIIM,

CAPTAIN ROLAND'S PURSE: 1I0w It is Flll..ollIlllI 1I0w
Jo;m"Ii("i. By John UII.kin. The fit'ltt of a Pfoj('Cte,d !It!rle.. of La.
bor Tracl... 'Suppli",1 at 37 cent" per hundr<-'tl.

THE STORY OF AN AFRICAN FARM. fly Olive
SchreiUl.r. .\ rotluull.e. not of 'ltl\·cnlure. bUI of Ilw illtell..etulIl

~~~ ~~~;:':::;~:I K~fu0~~lg:~lt~ll:r:.lat:~e(~~~:~I~r;.~ft:~:\::~II![I~:::~~G
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Qlu'l!tionll. A work or remllrkahle I",wer. b"""ly. IIml origillality.
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WORK AND WEALTH. By J. K. Ing-II lis. ::II PII~t'tl.
Price. 10 ceul<!. •

I THE WIND AND THE WHmLWIND. By Wilfred
::':cawe'll Hlunl. A Iloem worthy "f a "ll,e(. ill I'vecy 1111111'11 Iihrllry,

;::~.l...li"~~I~Jit~~t;:~~::~ l~ri:;~i~;~ti~~II~~IIil~hl~~;:I~~rK~t::;t ':;:~;
pllper. and tumnd in pllrcbment cover... EI('/!lInt awl chellp. :t.! I
pllges. I'riel\ ~ cents.

HEROES OF THE REVOLUTION OF '71. A !'On·
",'uir pil:t.I1n> of Ih" "I\rill ComIllUn(•• llrt ·ntmg Jo'ift)·-on.· Pnrtfllitll
il.f T~.e mell WI..1O"" IUTtl1('tllare tII..,.t prtlmit ,ntly contll",tl_1 wit h tbllt I
gl'Cllt uprising of tlte (lcople. and adort",d wllh n\(}lloe~ from Dan.
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!
thil! piclure IItallds elUlily lI.,.t. 11 i~ ex,,,,ul..d hy lJw plwlolHK' ,
proc","" from a ,-ery ran' l'oll"l'!ion of pb"W;.rra"h•. IIlI'lI~nre" 15 I
meb(." hy :U. ,tIId ill printed Oil h.mvy 1~11",r for I'rulliilllo:. Over 1jIJ
portrnitll for )J6 Cl'nllll.

I A VINDIOATION OJ" NATURAL SOCIETY. A ....ri •
lOlls denufl(.i"tion of "tattle and Go,·crllm"n"'. und"r whalt"'cr

nam" or form they may exltlt. 8y th" famolls stllhosml\ll. Kdmund
Uurke. lSll~. l'ri(O(!, lit cenls.

LOVl:. KARllIAGE. AND DIVORCE, and tbe SOY·
"reiICti/v of the lll(lividuai. A dil1lOln,~i(Jn tu,tI"",n lI"nry .Iaol(ll!.
HOMlc.:Grt>eltov. and !'!ee1.IH.:n Pearl Anlln,w". llldu,lin!( tlte lIn..1
rellliwo of Mr. :o\lldrewl.I. rejtlf:tt,'tl by tlte New York 1'rUnmt, al1l1 a f
"u'-'lIuellt di!'Cu~lon. OCCl1rTitlg Iwemy )(",r~ lal"r. betwclm Mr. t.
Jam,," ,.."u MI'. AIltI...,,,,,,. Il11~. I'rlee. ilO ccutl!. !

MY UNCLE BEN:lA1llIN. A humorol1~. IIltlirll'ltl.and philo.
80phical non. I. "y Glallde TlII....r. Tran"latml fWIIl Ih" ~'J't'nch
by Ber.j . .R. 1'l1cker. With a sketch of U", author'" lirtlltnd ",orks
by Ludwig l>fau. 'I'hill w(Jt'k, tltouglt it IIIIS enjo)·.,d the honor of
t.hn'C tran.latlOll1il Inttl Oerman. bas never before I_n l11mslllted
luI" Engll"b. H Ii! OIl<' of the tit0t8t d",light,fully witty work" ever
written. A1ID(J(iit IIvtlry _tencil excitets a laugh. It i8 thoN)ughly

~~8;~ib~~t~~J ~:e~~:i~~:~tt~~~I:=~r~W\.=t~~::I~~~~l~~
author tlte tl~le of .. the modern Rabelais," My Uncle Beujamin
r1ddlell with tit", "iJAftIl or h18 good·natored ridicule tlte shlUnt· of

=:~~ri. l~~~=~I~~~l~'':;~IJ~e=:.t!OClety

THill QUINTJI88E11'OE 01' IB8l1U1ISX. By O. 1ierD1lrd
81mw. ProTl'"dTlneed by tbe Lotidoo~ RfItI4_ a .. most dl.

:~tJvDa'l=k;;;~~ bin::'~'rif.:~n::::.rT:;: i=~~
=,~~I~o:r~~~~n=·~!.'1::a'i=
118 mauy iottlll'lJretatmlJ 118 l'tltlllen. '!'hili coollict of oolniCJn will
canMl tile Ilvetit<llt cmiollity to !mow what 'flew IIJ mktm by Mr.
&mard SlIaw, who .. DOt olllyone of tile keetltl8t lItudeiJtIJ of
lbtltm, but _ of the wltIM wrIter1ln ~ysie,He tak.. IIp tlte

:~r.:=:-Otllll:r:~tnN~=~ ~-:::,'t:I.._t.·
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and tile I'IlIle: (::I) MllIwv allli Inhore"'t; (4) Land and ICt'llt; (6) So­
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B r /f:..VILB ZOLA.

7'roMlat~from, tM FrMd& 6r :&IV. R. 7'Id4r.

[n tldll hill 13lel!t story Zola tak.. fOll1' typical lJNlJ'I'Iapa,-one
from thtl nobility. one froID tile~ one trom tile petty: b9fw.
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_Ii ill iUlIpln.'U, how each III~ iDd bow _h raul...

I~ICB,l$.CD.,..
:Mailed. po8t-JIIIold, by t1le PubUlller,

BWNI. it.~ Boll Iltl, NlII,.. You Crn.

PRIt..:E, 15 CE~TS.

M&lIOO, poIIt.pald, 'ilIlNJ. R. TvCKlilK. Box 131:1. New York City.

minority? I confess lam unable to sel' how this
appClll'llllCe can be llvoided, Sllve by lellving hllllvielul&l·
illt-prlnciples altogether, I&nti tllking IlS one's Iltl&rting
poiut socitJty. A Ilumber of people who llJlret' "hout.
equal fl'f~tJdml\ llI11y form au lUI8OCiation of whkh this
shall 1Jc t1w rule, hnt how, on the principles of vol·
untarylsm lmd cont.mct, CIUl t1wy enforce thlll rult~ on
otber hlv'lsive lJersolls who do uot ugret! to it, sup'
posing, of eourllC, that the objt'ctll of invasion urll not
'heir own llIt'mht'rs? \"II.[.1.\M )1. 8AI:n~u.
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bea.ring thc following litles re"pt,ctivcJy: .. The True COIll'!tituUon of
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the Ji'lII~,lanwntlll I'rilll'lpll'lI ill the Solution of the 80cial Problem."

This work I.. an l'Iul'''lI',,~e l,xJlOlIltion of the telldliDglJ of J08I'~1
Warren by olle of his forelllo~t dll!Ciples.


