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fars; “roE PRODIGAL'S RETURN."]
On, brave hearis! tho the ni ¢ and way be weary, |
S’ﬁllpmﬂlon,bnbedny Freedow comes! i
Like the lightg!l'llnxl ol might from the storm-clouds it |

ete., he, too, cites Kropotkise and other educated
and scientific men and wants to know if 1 propose
their extermination. He saye:

A physician, for instance, may expend days and
weeks upon the study of micsoben; & teacher not do

| anything else but instruct his pupils i the necessary

sciences, or in ¢
games, he may inma'thoil

%mw._'-uwvow Bus
comrade pevertheless devise methods by
which physicians teachers may be exterminated as
gon a8 le? He cap’t be in

I have not proposed the gxtermination of any
man, whether he be s millionaire exploiter or simply
& parasitical loafer. It is the parasite I am after,
sot the individual. The extermination of the one
does not necessitate the destruction of the other.

wi et ;

Like the floods it will sweep o’er the t ien i
Lo, the day of wrath, when the peovia rige,
stulnbmo!mwdonlhsmbmklkb-
And thunder-like peal the battle cries

Of Revolution’s hosts!

On, brave hearts! tho the night and way be weary,

Stifl press on, for the day of Freedomr comes !

wine, and pain, and deadly peril,
. Btill keep heart, for the light and rest are nigh.
From the foul sin of Rule let your inmost soul be clear,
And the weak Mammon-taint, lest it clog your arms

with fear.
1f ye hate the evil with all your might,
‘And live the life that is trath and right,
The guerdeon soon shall rejoice your sight—
smiling land and free!
On, brave hearts| through the famine, pain and peril;
Courage yet, for the light and rest are nigh.

Deeds will gro to the fullness of fruition;
On in strength, that the harvest ye may reap!
"Tis the small seed of lives, with a steadfast purpose spent
Shall make fruitful the world with measureless coutent ;
‘And the angry fray, when the hosts are riven
Like the ocean spray by the tempest driven,
1s less to make of the earth a heaven
Than lives from Commerce pure.
War without would be barren of fruition;
So endure, that the harvest ye may reap.

Darkness turns to the redness of Revolution!
On in hope! for the day of Freedom comes !
And at length in their strength shall the rebel people
spring ‘
Drugged no more h’y the lure of the stealthy evil thing;

| that the scientific man cannot leave

Each purified, witlethe strength of ten,
And the outer foe shall be feeble then,
And men shall win them the name of Men
In glorious victory !
Dawns at last the Triumphant Revolution |
On, brave hearts! for the day of Freedom comes!
. J. A. ANDREWS.

Of , &8 My de recognizes, pbysical
exercise is necessary to health. 1 may be wrong,
but I believe that & potato pateb is as good a place
to exercise as & and perhaps a buck-
saw would be the muscles as lo-
dian-clubs, And since a very few hours of severe
mental work is all that ought to be foreed upon the
brain, and since two or three bours of productive
labor per day from every able-bodied person would
supply humanity plentifully in that line, I e
nothing to prevent physical and mental exercise
being combined go a8 to uniformly develop the hu-
man organism and provide for all its requirements.
But comrade Steinle anticipates this reply and says
his desk and
help dig a ditch or engage in blacksmithing—that
the physical strain would be too

themseles men. No sensible person will undertake
to say that a healthy man, who takes proper daily
exercise, is incapable of performing & few hours of
common work, especially when he has no task-
master and may work as he pleases. The healthy
organism demands violent exercige. If a man is
physically weak he will naturally choose lighter
work. o iy

Now I am not saying that these men would be
compelled to labor, or that {here would be any seri-
ous objection if they chose not to work; but the
scientific man ceitainly would have brains enough
to perceive that if the rest of society were compelled
to support him because he did not cnoose to sup-

NON-PRODUCTIVE PURSUITS UNDER COMMUNISM. :
~- My comrade Steinle has taken a hand in the dis-
cussion between Mr. Byington and myself and car-
ries it into the columns of “Der Vorbote.” Not
being a German scholar it will be difficult for me to
engage in a discussion if one side of it is carried on
in that language. However, with the help of a Ger-

_ man comrade I have gained a knowledge of some of

his points and will notice them briefly. Between
Mr. Byington and myself the question was.as to the

| port himself, he would be forcing upon them an

extra amount of labor, thus to that extent infring-
ing their liberty to devote their time to mental im-
provement. I believe that any man who had any
conception of equality would be ashamed to-waste
his time in a gymnasium when others were over-
exercising to provide his support. G :
Again let me disclaim any desi
laying down hard-and:
lieve in voluntarism to the fullest
be cor

relative merits of Individualism and C:
: Steinl

is a Communist, and the difference

etween us does not appear to

severe. - 1 suppose-
he refers to the physical wrecks of today who call | |

| uselens,but I do claim that the generality of “teach-

ity of getting vid of them, | ers” today sre useless, and not oaly useless, but

| actually permicious and barmful. [ recognize the
| service to seciety of scientific rescarch, bat ine free
| society that research would not, as now, be confived
[to & few minds, bus it would become 8o general
2 that no one man would secure any great eminence

sbove all others. Besides, the scientific man would
be such from choice, and I fail to see why bis par-
suit of bappiness should hynpmmieiythu&i-
| gation of supporting him. Society might choose
l%o do so, but if, s commde Steinle says, frecdos
ends when & man “must” do a ceriain amount ot
labor, also freedom ends when, as he says again, so-
ciety “must feed the lazy members who don’t want
to do any work.”

He names many of what he calls unproductive
but necessary occupations, some of which are strict-
ly produetive (as, for instance, food preparations),
and others (for instance theatrical performances)
come within recreation snd amusement. Here be
manifestly lacks clearness. Washing and bogse-
cleaning, which he alse names, eannot be distinet-
ﬁvouﬂiuglthonuihoymth-, as in a free
society it would hardly be the province of one part
of the community to keep the rest clean. -

My ideal is & social state wherein all shall be fel-
low workers and fellow students; and wherein the
boss, the leader and the teacher, as such, shall have
no place. Of course no coercive system can ever
bring this about. J. H.M.

WHERE IS HE AT?
E. H. Fuuroy, in “A Personal Statement”, in an-
other column, says, in “effect, that we are making
(Jommunism too narrow for him, and declares him-
gelf an Individualist. He uses the words “contem-
porary writers”, but as he mentions only FIREBRAND
writers, I take it he means them alone. I think I
will be upheld in saying that we have no intention
of making Communism, either broad or narrow, for
anybody. But, with apologies to Mr. Fulton, I
must say that he does not mean what he says—
when he says narrow he nieans broad.. Not only
does he fail to point out any “narrowing” particu-
lars, but he shows that his conception of Commun-
ism is so narrow as to be State Socialism instead—
at least it is far from Communism. For instance,
he says that while accepting Communism he recog-
nized in it many things in his opinion hardly com~
_patible with liberty. Now the only thing not com-

hi¢ conception of Communism included authority I
must ingist that he was yet a State ‘Socialist and
\not‘a'C()mmunist at all. And, further, while bold-
ing to a social

he really knew the meaning of the word? It seems
to me thn,t.:_&.ma‘n_nho “gwallows in,‘g~lnmp(’ fe
ocial theory which he does not (thi

“patible with liberty _is authority, or invasion. TIf

theory that was authoritative or
- | coercive, how could he call himself an Anarchist, i 5



~ .did, taking part in the discussion and showing the in-

Here again is a sample of his logic; “Commun-
ism is possible under Individualism; buat under
C ism Tndividualism would be out of place.”
That is to say, Communism is compatible with In-
dividualism, but Individualism is not compatible
with Communism. To put it mathematically,
twice three are six, but thrice two are—not six!
The only basis for such a course of “reason-
ing” is his assumption that Communism is author-
itative; that is, that choice would be forbidden the
individual, Purther evidence of the Btate Bocialist.

Yes, [ taney it would be rather “awkward to say

B¢ ciety is Com i nistie, potwithstandiog many are
Commereialists’, ete., because it would uot be true,
Bociety i be C istic while a part of it is
un-Communistie. Holders of private property are
not Anarchists—they are invaders. Privale proper-
ty is & denial of freedom of opportunity; it is mon-
opoly. Every individual is equally entitled to any
and all natural advantages, and under liberty only on
condition that be has access to the produets of labor
applied to the more favorable advantages will any
individual pt the less favorabl J the prinei-
ple of liberty has & basis in nature it les'in this

ing an active, energetic propaganda both inside and
outaide of organized labor, 87 as to create a feeling of
solidarity among all the workers, even the tramps and
so-called criminals, whom the respectable workers in
steady employmént bave been taught to despise, confi-

time to rebuild a newer and better condition.
Friday, May 10th, a visit was paid to Providence and

dent that if they once caughtthe idea of Anarchism the
methods of overthrowing” existing institations would
suggest themselves. The abstention from the polls on
election days and the holding of public meetings declar-
ing the solidarity of labor, and the class struggle was
put forward as an ides to start with.

April 26th, in the same ball, the subject was “The
Power of Capitalism”, and indastry, politics, govern-
ment, literature, the press, religion and education were
passed under review to show bow in every depurtment
of modern life the poison of this power is felt.

On the 27th & visit was paid to Newark and s lecture
on *Church and State, Twin Epemics of the Feople
was given before u very interested sudience, Comrade
Latheop Withington in the chalr.

On Wednesday, April 20th, Comrade Mowbray wade
» trip from Boston and jed Comrade Tummer
o Paterson, where & mass meeting was held at which
hoth spoke, returning to New York next day.

* Tharsday, April %th, in Clarendon Hall & farewell
meeting and entertainment was given previous to Com-

proposition. Bus this assertion of liberly inctudes
Compuinism as the only condition of realization.

rade Tumer’s leaving nexs day _for_Boston. The ball

The b R T - . | Wae crowded and, it i@ pleasing to ey, was the jnrgest
y surprise . Rossi |

| of the

tings held. Songs, recitations ‘ adul singing

after his Ceeelia experience occasions """"""‘“iwm« dmmcwfwmiuﬁw b,’-c,m_

him such a superficial thinker. Conditions denied

his colony freedom of association, which is an essen '

ints were

tial matier. The col

rades Edelmann, Lathrop Withington, Mowbray, Tus-
ner aad Emma Goldisan kept every one interested and

pelled to assoei- | pleqsed until eleven o/clock, when the foor was clewred

“ on “A hism, o, Social De ¥y was
given, which evoked some oppesition from local Social-
ists, one of whom, however, entertained Corrade Tur-
ner that night.

On Sunday afterncon, May 12th, a meeting was ar-
ranged by Providence comrades in Onleyville, bat when
the hall was reached the sweltering beut prevented
many from coming inside, so it was decided to try an
open air meeting in the shade. This was 3 big success
| and Comrade Turner was listened to with great atten-
| tion, ouly i P i icnally with applh A
| solitary policeman came along when the meeting was

half through and scemed unable to grasp what was ap.

After listening some time with evident inferest he

moved off perhaps to repust before taking any sction.
At the close of the ting O e T ok tae
|train back to Boston sad lectared in the evening on
| * Anaschinm snd Socialisn”, wany of the Central La-
| bor Usion officials being present snd carebully following
| the poists of the lecture. (nestions and discussion
| fullowed.
| Om Thamday, the Lith, & &t debate took place in
| Clasendon Hall, where the Central Labor Union meets,
| between Turner and Wz agdlm, @ Bovialiss, on “Trade
| Unions or the Dallot”” belove + laege sadience. Despite
| the fact that Spillage was the strongest « Benk the
| Bouialints conld put up, they bad to adwis be fail-
| ed 1 show the use of the ballot 1o the workpeople.
| Altogether the visit 1o Boston bas been at:'ma—,
| boths Snascially aad for the p e U
| elsewhere would asranyes things the sme way & most

doa

ate regardless of compatibility, and the patural|for dencing, which was kept up till the ecarly .,,,“,.,gmmumm s conlid b carried theough. 15 resis vow

| with them to say bow fur he shall go on.  There has

result was, and will always be under such comii-| Thus ended 4 little over o month's propugands in and | hegn some duluy in New York, necensitated by the fact

tions, discord and disruption.

Mr. Fulton further shows bis misconception of | what could be accomplished if only & few propugaindiste

Communism when he

that it prop

the |

were in the field. Everything is ready for it, and though

equal distribution of wealth— Btate Socialistic regu- | the frat ones might find it hard work and sometimes

Perhaps he never read the Commun-
istic formula: *From eaech according to ability; to
each aceording io need.” And it depends upon his
idea of an “equitable distribution” whether it would

lation again.

be Letter vealized under Tudividualism than under |
Communism. 1f by equity be wean liberty, | lhﬁnk| who sccompanied bim 1o the house of J. O'Bullivas, | who are in the « ; i

& labor b st 1o wosk
{in their unions they cun wrange theough :M

1 have shown that the Individualist private property
proposition is incompatible with equity.
5 HM.

NEW YORK AND VICINIFY.

Proracasps in New York started with an address
on Anarchist-Communism before the Manhattan Single
Tax Clab, which gave rise to & very animated diseus-
sion. The room was filled and the members, while
holding to their one idea, had to admit that progrese
would not stop at its realization. The idea of Anarchy
had been discussed among themselves and some had
come to the conclusion that it was sound. Altogether
they were a very intelligent, earnest lot of men, and
there is a good fleld among them for the spread of our
ideas. It is hoped the American Group of New York
will not neglect them, as they gladly welcome any one
among them, -

This was Saturday, April 18th. On the Sunday the
Socialist Labor Party was visited, and Comrade Turner
took part in the discussion after a lecture on *“The Class
Struggle’’, showing clearly that this struggle is only
confused by polititical issues and political action. A
very lively time followed.

On Tuesday, April 21st, the first lecture under the
auspices of the American Group took place in Claren-
don-Hall. It was a good audience, mostly Americans,
and the subject was “*Anarchy an Essential of Social-
. ism”, a good discussion and Social Democratic opposi-
tion following.

On-Wednesday, April 22d, a flying visit  was paia to
Philadelphia to give a lecture on *“The Anarchist Ideal”
before the Ladies’ Liberal League. This was a success
in every way—a good audience, a good discussion, with
a little weak opposition from members of  the Socialist
Labor Party. Though desirous of returning to New
York, Comrade Turner was pressed to remain over the
23d to attend a meeting of the Single Taxers, which he

_sufficiency of their teaching. s
’ Hall was ‘“The Policy of the Future”’,
t methods of the past, pointing

=

to New York on the 24th, _thé second*lec| it is that work is always so precarious and men always

discouraging, it would not be long before a steonyg and
vigorous movement would be the outcome,

BORTOR ABD FROVIDRNCE,
Satorday merning, May 21, Comeude Tusner arvived
in Boston and was met at the depot by Comeude Keliy,

yruisbul-ul the Boston Central Labor Usion, whe en-
tertisned him to breakfast. Oun the Bunday be was the
guest of the Central Labor Union and spoke at the reg-
ular session in the afterncor, time being granted for
the purpose. Speaking a8 an Anarchist, he puinted
out the strength and weakness of Trade Unionism and
showed that unlese it was built up with intelligent
members who had an ideal of some kind superior to
capitalism it would eontinually erumble up in the con-
flicts forced upon them in time of trade depression.
The rapid growth of Socialist and Anarchist ideas in the
ranks of the English Trade Upions was pointed out
and a belief expressed that with the same conditions
here similar results would follow. He was wonderfully
well received.

On Monday, May 4th, a public meeting of welcome
was called by the Central Labor Union, at which Cow-
rade Turner delivered & rousing address calling upon
Trade Uiionists to study déeper the political and eco-
nomie situation and rise superior to past efforts. A
collection was taken for Anarchist propaganda.

Sunday evening, May 3d, a May Day meeting was
held in Vuritan Hall, at which comrades Miller, Kelly,
Mowbray and Turner spoke in English and Most in
German. There were also speeches in French and
Itialian. The meeting was a big success, the hall being
packed. ~All the speakers dwelt on the solidarity of la-
bor and spoke of the aspirations of the workers all over
the civilized world. It was one of the best and biggest
Anarchist meetings ever held in Boston.

On Tuesday Comrade Turner spoke at a meeting of
striking hoisting-engineers, and while encouraging them
in their battle, urged them never to be satisfied until
they had abolished masters, and in conjunction with
their fellow workers established a free co-operative con-
dition of ipdustry. .

On Wednesday, May 6th, he also spoke at a meating
of electrical workers who are organizing a union; and
there, too, while advising them to combine for protec-
tion in their work, and to assist one another in this
craft, he urged them to never rest satisfied with mere
organization, but to see to it that they should learn how,

out of work, ready to snatch at another’s job; how, it is
that the more there is produced in society the rhore

gths and weaknesses, and advis-

{aronnd New York by Comrade Tarner, and it shows | that things bad 1o be organised & bit belore our com-

| rde cualid leave there. Here he went immedisiely into
| the heass of the vrganized labor movement on sccount
!ul the miluenge loesl comrudes have with their unions
| snd the Central Labor Usion, and himeelf being presi-
dent of hin union . Eaglnd did the rest, %inee he
has been in Boston he bas received & letter frons Presi-
dent CGompers, of the American Fe eration of Laber,
| who bad beard of his arvival hese, and who wishes hiss
siceens, sl sayn he bopes o meet him ws be goes went
and will send bim » letter of inteoduction to Tade Us-
| ionists whesever be may go. If, therelore, comrades

| sume big weetings,

I On Friday, May 15th, an eatertainment snd social-
| was arn by the Hebel Groap to bid godbye to
| Comrade Turner.  Mr. J. ('Sullivan and many promi-
| pent labor men of Boston wese present. They have
| treated our comrde right heartily, vieing with one an-
other in their efforts 1o make bis visit both enjoyable
and profitable A very pleasant eveni was spent in
song, talk, recitation, and bheasty wishes toward
our comrade’s furcher efforts.

He leaves here for New York again to solidify his
previous work, then a week in Philadelphia, where six
Pmeetings have been srranged as a resuls of his previows
visit to the Ladies’ Liberal League. After that, to
Buffalo, and then, Westward, ho! Iiis boped the
comrads s everywhere will do their utmost tc make the
most of his visit. Correspondence should be sent to H.
M. Kelly, 170 Hanover St. Boston, who will arrange
dates. s

L
e — - —

A PERSONAL STATEMENT.

Before I became an Anarchist I was a State Soeial-
ist. While Communism had its attractions for me,
as it naturally would one who had previously held
collectivist views, there wereenevertheless some
things in Communism of which I had grave doubts
of being reconcilable with Anarchy or liberty. AsI
confounded Individualism with the so-called individ-
ualism of today, as taught in the University of Chi-
cago, I could not consider it seriously for an instant;
hence I took greedily to the many features of Com-
munism which I did like and swallowed the various
points I did not like in a lump. The statement of
Comrade Owén in The Firebrand some time ago that
he found himself gradually slipping away from Com-
munism, kept me from declaring myself in very pos-
itive tones as being a Communist. Comrade Holmes
in writing to me made it pretty plain that Commun-
ism, rightly understood, was not incompatible with
Individualism, nor altruism with selfishness. In his
book, ‘‘Bases of Anarchy,” he even shows that
groups, as groups, might be in relation to one anoth-
er as individual to individual. J.H. M., in a recent
number of The Firebrand, holds that communes
would be composed of agreeable natures to the ex

tramps there are, and when they had learned that to

see to it Ih‘tlhoira:unhﬂionlhouldhmiw
to destroy the cause of their misery and at thesame




e

es less than the whole society, there can logically be
no limit to its size — groups may become merely a
proper famiiy or a single person, save in the latter
instance the word group would be improper, as it in-
dicates more than one. This idea expressed by J.

H. M. is in harmony with that of Comrade Holmes.

But I am of the opinion that Individualism is the
proper word, as the communes are based on the mu-
tual agreement of individuals. Communism is pos-
sible under Individualism, but under Communism
Individualism would be out of place. It would be,

I think, rather awkward to say: “Society is Com-
munistie, notwithstanding many are commercialists
and holders of the wealth of their creation or fair
accumulation.” More proper to say: “Individual-
ism is the keynote of our society; there are many in-
dividuals, however, who live in communes and hold
all property in common,”” The same may be said of
Altruism. If Altruise.is desizable it is synonymous
with real selfisbness —of selfishness wisely pursued.

1 have coneluded that “regard for others” carried to

1hah

| B

that freedom.

(2) It is absurd to suppose that the question, what
will you do with invaders under Anarchy? can be an-
swered by saying, we hope or we believe there will be
no invaders under Anarchy. This is not a ques&ion
whotho}' there will be inyaders or not. The question is
what will you do with invaders under Anarchy? And
to answer anything short of what you propose to do with
invaders is to beg the very guestion at issue. Of course
we desire nothing more thar that a!l mea should act in
accordance with the principles of equal freedom, bat
what will you do with those who do not want to “mind
their own business,” and come to attend yours? What
will you do with a man that attucks yon with a shot
gun? If you are non-resistant and t to be shot,
are you an Aparchist? If you are resistant and refuse
10 be killed, are you then an Anarchist? The entire
question lies there and comrade Morris fails to answer
it.

(3) Without entering for a moment into the discus-
sion of the inferiority of an invader’s desire, I wish to

excens is a foolish idea, and that is the
proper word, When abused, selfishness is greed and
generally reflects against self. When the idea of
Altruism is abused—that is, when if ceases to be in-
spired by seldsh notions—it is ridiculously silly, a
denial of life itself,

Dr. Giovanni Rossi, as quoted in No. % of The
Fitebrand, says that since the experiment at Ceecelia
be is no less an Anarchist, but not quite the same
Communist,

1 see in *Liberty” occasionally a note by some one
referring to erstwhile communistic views; seeing
what seemed to me to be the drift of opinion, I se-
eured several dollars’ worth of the literature of Phii-
osophical Anarchism, and find that while it does not
offer flat equality in property it would bring us so
pear to it that the evils of excessive riches and dire
want would be removed the same as in Communism
pure and simple. In faet, the true laissez faire will
answer every point (not at once, but a few years
after its introduction) that led me to favor Cowm-
munismw. . It is evidently the logical stép to take

“ 4 next, and as it will permit of Communism by those
F_—-W to live, as long as they like it, aad as
it is so mueh easier to convert the people to it than

to Communism, I shall advocate it.

An equitable distiibution of wealth seems to me
better than an equal distribution, and in Individual-
ism can this distribution be best subserved.

The broad fraternity and all-embracing humanity
I onee thought Anarchist-Commuuism to mean, has
been s0 narrowed down by contemporary commun-
istic writers and seems to grow narrower and nar-
rower in each pucceeding exposition. I cannot fol-
low it in this slow course, but at once jump to the
~finale, and declm'e for Individualism,

E. H. FuuroNn.

AGGRESSION AND RESISTANCE.

Tug use of indefinite terms is often the cause of mis-
understanding. It is for that reason, therefore, that I
have first made plain what I mean by the word pun-
ishment and then proceeded to make my deduction
accordingly. But, as the matter stands now, I have
been misunderstood and comrade Addis still holds, in
a very general way, that ‘“‘punishment of man’ by
man necessitates aggression’’. We shall look into this
assertion more closely as we go along and see whether
it is true or not.

‘Whathever else Anarchy may mean it certainly does
not mean a revival of non-resistance. Although we
claim that the causes of aggression will not exist under
Anarchy, we do not say that if aggression should exist

we will not try to check it. May be some Anarchists
would rather be killed than kill others even though
these others have attacked them; but from this it does
not follow that all Anarchists vnll meekly submit to
__aggression. The very life blood of an Anarchist is

resistance to aggression and that is just why most of us
are revolutionists® We do not want to be exploited by
_ a set of monopolists, and in consequence of this we
declare war upon monopoly. We do not want to be
_raled by majority or minority md in cor e of |1
this :

declare the i ibility of simultaneously gratifyiug
the invader’s desire to invade and my desire tw be let
alone. Since both desires canoot be simultanecusly
gratified and one must be subordinated, | certainly pre-
fer the subordination of the invader. If comrades Mor-
ris, Addis and Isaak think that the suberdination of the
invader's desire is equivalent to the subordination of
the desire of one who wishes to be let
alone, because it is subordisation of the desire
of an individeal, then they must maintain that
the use of force to secure liberty is equal to the use
of foree to destroy that liberty. If ostraciem of & man
who ite fer b he delights in Joing so is
aggression inasmuch as this bero is being punished for
his crime, then you might as well dencunce Perovskays
and her comrades who Lilled the Russian Tear, as ag-
gressors. You might as well speak of Berkmann as of
a would-be assassin, because he inflicted pilinishment
upon Frick. Berkmann did not act in self-defence ; he
punished, or rathér inflicted punishment upon that
beast, Frick. Frick was the aggressor and though Berk-
mann did not act in self-defence technically, Berkman’s
blow was justifiable because it was puni £ to the
man who invaded the 'aw of equal freedom., If “self
defence is always justifiable,” then Alexander the 11
was justified in bapging Solovieff, Netwhayeff and the
rest. But the hanging of these noble youths cannot be
jastified, because self-defence is bat a narrow path of
invasion of the law of equal freedou, and whereas the
Russian tyrant may be able to advance a plausible just-
ification for the murder of the best of the Russian ltu-
dying youth on the ground of self-defs he

advance any justificatian for his atrocious crimes onece
he grants “the right of each man to do what he wills,
provided he infringes not the equal freedom of others.”
Hence I say that use of force, ostracism, or whatever
means wisdom might dictate to resist invasion is in

parfect accord with “Anarchist Morality.””  Resistance |

to invasion, whether directly in self-defence or not, is
always justifiable,
(4) Now a word or two as to puuhhment or lel!-d&
fence. While the law of tal
true—while we dislike the things that give us pain and
delight in those that give us pleasure—and while it is
true that the thing which answers its purpose is consi-
dered good and the thing which departs from its pur-
pose bad, any violation of what is essential to bodily
welfare and is followed by pain, is a trae illustration of
crime and punishment., Furthermore this reaction en-
tailed by a person’s action is a check which preserves
our health, or our life would quickly -be destroyed by
bodily injuries. And whether the running of a pinintoa
man’s finger ‘‘is the result of presure bearing against it”’
or not, that is to say, whether I stated the cause of run-

I'ning a pin into a finger or not, it will be a violation of

what is essential to bodily welfare. And whether there
is an mtum.xon in nature to inflict pan for the trans-
gmmon of that law, or. not, inasmuch a8 pain follows
in all cases where man t 2! the o laws,
it is perfectly legitimate to say that a man who does ot
violate the organic laws will not meet with painful
results. The same will proba.bly be ‘under Anarchy:

equal freedom will be checked by pamfnl
I call punishment, and wheth
hi

late to theatre must put up with a bad seat aggression,
though it is punishment. - H. A Koca.

(1-2) The claim has never been made in these col-
umns that Anarchy means non-resistance. On the
contrary, we are revolutiouists and recommend act-
ive, violent resistance to invasion. Bat the claim is

resistance and invasion-—in faet, that the difference
is identical. Now punishment may be inflicted
whether or not the person punished has been an in-
vader. For instance, the S’ate makes a law forbid-
ding an act that is rot invasive (and there are many
such laws); the penalty attached is punishment. By
aggression or invasion of course nothing can be us-
derstood but interference with individual liberty. 1f
a man undertook to “liek” me, I should certainly re-
sist; but if wy blows should be persuasive enough
to induce him to give up the undertaking /subordin-
ate his desire), and he should ery “enough”, or try
to get away, and I kept bammering him, 1 would be
actuated by a desire to punish, the spirit of revenge.
Thas is, 1 would cease to be resistant, since there is
po more anything to resist, and become aggressive.
Resistance is the assertion of liberty; punishment is
the gratification of the barbarous desire for revenge.

But I must repeat my former question: How can
phenomena exist without cause? The claim that
the causes of aggression will Le non-existent under
Aparchy is Mr. Koch's, and his pressing upon me
the question as to what I would do if it should ap-
pear, is the height of absurdity. Has bhe so little
confidence in his own logie, in his own secial theory,
that he must provide so far in advanee for its going
amiss? My question, on the other hand, is a perfect-
ly proper one, and one that would suggest itself to
any logical mind. 1If the cause of invasioa is to be
non-existent, -hywuuﬁuudspmmdm
ing the impossible?

(3) I 1 do not choose to asscciate with a murderer
or other invader, it is from the same cause that
would operate in the case of any olher isdividual
who might be umattractive or repulsive to me. If
8 man is “wall-eyed"”, has an impediment in his
speech, a rasping voice, or any peculiarity that is
irvitating to me, and I do not choose to associate
with hi, is that punishment, and for what? This
natural selection is all there is in “‘social ostracism”,

*Justification” depends altogether on the point of
view, Whether the murderers of the Tsar and the
would-be murderer of Frick were justified is purely
a matter of opinion. In my pesition I would not
feel justified in such an act; in theirs I might. If
Frick was the aggressor I must insist that Berk-

We are not lawyers that we should discuss taahn!e-
alities. If he did not act in self-defense, then hio was
an aggressor. The hanging of the Nihil-
ists named was not in self-defense, but punishment
as accomplices in the Kkilling of an invader in self-
defense. Since his whole effort is to justify punish-
ment, it is himself that must answer his question as
to the justification of that hanging. The “advocate
of liberty” who does not know that self-defense i3
the broad and only road thereto, but deliberately
Oys the reverse as a truth, is in a pitiable mental
dition. - The Russian Nibilists certainly act in
resistance to invasion, in self-defense; the Tsar, who
hangs, imprisons or deports them, does not so in
self-defense, but in defense of, or in order to uphold,'
his invasive acts. If self-defense were the only ob-
jeet of two combatants peace would be the only so-

- lution of the question. But fights don’c come about .

that way. It is always a question of liberty, and no
writer who is remarkable for mental acumen will
assume that the invader acts in self-defense.

(4) Yes, we were told ‘‘in a word” before that re-
sistance was punishment, and it might be repeated
over and over and still we would have only words.
Resistance is a word with a definite meaning and if

. Kach will use it when he speaks of thi aaserﬁom

Y ty he will not be misunderstood. No ons

that resistance and punishment are as different as -

mann was resistant— that he did act in self-defense,




-

REPLY TO MY CRITIC.

CoMrADE Byington is so surprisingly weak in his
criticism of my series of articles, “Christianity and- the

Church” that I could well afford to ‘‘smile and pass
him by.” Indeed, the only reason I do not do so is
that my silence might be misunderstood and his non-

- gense be misleading. I will give the prayer ‘‘Kaddish”

as it has been found in the Talmud and translated by
Rev. John Gregorie: It

“QOur Father which art in heaven, be gractous to us,
O Lord, our God: hallowed be thy name, and let the
remembrance of thee be glorified in heaven above and
in the earth here below. Let thy kingdom reign over
us now and forever. The holy men of old said, Remit
and forgive unto all men whatsoever they have done
against us. And legg us not, into temptation, but de-
liver us from the evil thing. For thine is the kingdom,
and thou shalt reign in glory for ever and for evermore.”

Again nfy critic is, apparently, ignorant that the
early Christian church claims that Ezra (Esdras) repro-
duced the “burnt” book—the “lost” Old Testament,
Clement of Alexandria, Irengeus (according to Euse-
bius), Turtullian, Jerome and several. others of the
Christian Fathers testify to Ezra having reproduced the
Jost Bible. W. Stewart Ross writes: ‘‘Ezra not only
wrote the book in Hebrew—a language which, during
the Babylonian captivity, bad become obsolete—but,
apparently because then the Jews did jnot know even
the very letters of Hebrew, he wrote his obsolete He-
brew in Chaldean characters! Fancy what Macaulay’s
‘History of England’ would look like, not translated ine
to German, but printed in German characters, and you
will have some sort of vague notion of the appearance
of the book which was turned out by Ezra and his five
scribes. . . . To complete the analogy we must further
submit that Macaulay’s History had been burnt, and
had been reproduced from memory.” W. Stewart Ross
gives a number of names as authorities, amongst which
are Grotius, Bishop Walton, Louis Cappel and Dr. Pri-
deaux.

Tt is true that I do not practice phonetic writing, but
I think I do know pretty well what it is, and feel sure
brother Byington’s ‘‘stenographer’” would be unable to
‘write from shorthand notes centuries after they were
taken down or have any idea what the notes were a re-
port of; indeed, Comrade Byington’s expert would sad-
ly need ‘‘inspiration” to understand and rewrite what
had been written ages before in an obsolete or dead
language!

My critic cannot hit the mark—he misses whereso-
ever he aims to strike. He makes mention of‘‘an eclipse
local in the neighborhood of Jerusalem so far as appears.”
A total “‘local eclipse’” (!) certainly was possessed of

~peculiar-powers all its own—it was a “‘daisy.”

Brother Byington is willing to leave my “abstract

* discussions” to‘thé mental acumen of FIREBRAND read-

ers; soam I. He made such a sad mess of my ‘‘histo-
rical facts” that I think he decided wisely.
I will inform my critic that according to Max Mul-
ler’s translation the Golden Rule is to be found in the
Rig-Veda: Does my comrade think it an interpolation
of his pious fraud and learned Jesuit Missionary?
Indeed, so far from the ‘‘Prayer’” being all the Lord
has stoien from the Talmud, comrade Byington has
only to consult honest scholars (not the historical sci-
ence of Sunday Schools) to learn that the four gospels
(Byington’s ‘“‘coherent account’) fairly bristle with
beattitudes and ethical maxims stolen from the Talmud.
As the Golden Rule is in thie Talmud, the imystical
“Messiah” probably found it there. Also, Buddha
gave the Golden Rule certainly 543 B. C. 3

My comrade staggers weakly all through his eriti-
cism. His description of his ‘ modern Hindoo” is
much too general —all-embracing; and if he be right,
indeed the woods are full of him. The pulpits, college
and editorial chairs and all the professions are held or
occapied by his ubiquitous if not omnipresent modern
Hindoo. But-I doubt that he writes ‘““texts and com-
mentaries on the Vedas.”

In hitting another fellow over my shoulder, my com-
rade makes the astonishing assertion (by implication,
at least) that historical science is to be found in the
Sanday School. Bad as this is, it is not the worst: “It

is luck that Josephus mentions Jesus and his reputa-’

tion at all.”
. w repalaln and, in all probahility, never men-
tioned bim at all ;—but let the “tampered with’ allus-

Chowstias s cocugh 6 malke cne stase in wunderment.

Pretty bad, as Josephos don't mention | najiing machine, costing about $20, which wilt re-

jon pass. The word “inck™ 38 to the man-god, the !
second pesson of the trinity, used by sn wrthodox |

Doss Bosther Byingion coneider & “basd huck’” that ' Frenzel, Parkins,

Jesus was hanged ?—or is it that Jesus would not be so
fully believed in had not forgeries, silly interpolation,
been slipped into Josephus’ work to move about among
the pages like veritable will-o’-the-wisps?
I will pass by, in sorrow, Brother Byington’s ignor-
ance as to the God-in-the-constitution multitude.
CriNTON LOVERIDGE.

_»@ﬁhe gztte_g-ﬁux.

J. Koplon, Akron, O.—Send your order to E. H.
Fulton, Columbus Junction, la.

I R., New York. — Your supply of No. 14 was
broken open in transmission and came baek. It has
been resent.

J. H. C., Providence.—,Your order has not been
received. Possibly it went to London instead. Bet-
ter make inquiry.

" €. L., Los Angeles.—Thanks for the names. We
are glad you think The Firebrand improving; but
you will notice in this number that at least one indi-
vidual holds the opposite opinion.

W. A. McG., New York.— Back numbers have
been sent. The postoffice department had already
notified us of your change of address — you see that
is a feather in the State Socialists’ cap!

A. M., Bridgeport, Wash.—In this issue you will
find a list of the pamphlets we carry. Select what
you want and send in your order. That will probab-
ly be more satisfactory than leaving the selection to
us.

J. B., Providence, R. I.; O. L., New York, and
others.—Thanks for your reports of Turner’s meet-
ings; but we have in this issue a general report of
his work, and it will be unnecessary give space to
yours. Nevertheless, in the future do not hesitate
to report any eveut that may be of interest. Better
a dozen reports of one event than none at all.

0. L., New York.—(1) *‘Marriage”, by O. W. von
Gogh, was an article in **Die Fackel”, Chicago. The
author’s address is 330 North Avenue, Chicago. (2)
Viroqua Daniels is a Californian (Lake City, Modoc
Co.) and no relation to Myriam Daniell. The latter,
we understand, is dead. Viroqua is an earnest, wo-
man, a vigorous thinker, a clear writer and the
especial pride of the movement in the west. We are
sorry to say that sickness has stopped her work for
the present. Literature intended for her use should
be sent to her direct and not to us, and save postage.

. NOTEAND COMMENT. -

Comrades are requested to observe instructions on
first page as to communications and money orders.
Comrade Addis is away from the office most of the
time, 2nd when letters and money orders are sent in
'his name it causes us much trouble and incon-
venience.

*

THERE has been sor;;e call?or photograpns of THE
WIREBRAND group, but for lack of means we could
not furnish them. A comrade in Kansas sent two
dollars for the purpose and we now have a few on
hand. Those who have a curiosity in this direction
and who desire to aid the paper in gratifying that
curiosity, will be supplied at 25 cents each.

* * o

FroM a report in the San Francisco Call, it appears
that comrade Gori, who has been propagandyzing
among the French and Italian speaking people in
that city for some weeks, has had good audiences
|aud success generally. He was in St. Lous at last
| reports.

*
s *

TuE FIREBRAND will soon have in operation a
| new mailing outfit. The list hasrun up until the
| mailing has become a serious job—requiring about
“wo days’ work. Comrades Addis and Dvering have
.made the cause the very acceptable present of a

| duee the work of mailing to a few hours time.

i

Printing-Press Fund.
RECEIVED, for the purposé of buying aprintng'press
for THE FIREBRAND, as follows: ;

T H o Moxrle s s i e e iis e
Henry Addis. .. 5
Chas. Doering

SAMPLE COPIES.

_ We sent out large numbers of sample copies, and
if you are recieving the paper without ordering it, it
is an invitation to investigate our principles. you
want the paper, let us know and you shall have it,
and you may send in such amount on your subscrip-
tion as you can afford. If you can’t pay for it and
want to read it, you shall have it anyhow. Ifyou
get the paper and don’t want it, please be kind
enough to have it stopped. If you have been getting
the paper witliout paying for it, and can afford to
send us some money, please do so, as we are sadly
in need of it.

* Labor Exchange Certificates, ‘‘rabor Tender” or
other paper that will procure the necessities of life,
will be received in payment for subscription. We
also accept all kinds of farm products.

Agents for THE FIRE BRAND,

Charles L. Bodendieck, 1140 Milwaukee Avenue,
Chicaép, 1.

C, O. Schmidt, 412 Soudh. 13th Str., Omaha, Neb.

I. Rudash, 162 Norfolk street, New York City.

G. Lang, 29 Grape Street, Buffalo, N. Y.

L. Rabotnik, 731 Plover St., Philadelphia, Pa.

OMAHA, Nebraska.

Sociery FREEDOM meets every Sunday 3 P. M. at
the Labor Temple, 6th floor, SW corner 15th and
Foruam Strs.

7’0 THE FRIENDS OF THE FIREBRAND.—For
the benefit of this paper I will send intructions for
mounting and preserving any sized bird, from a hum-
mer to an Eagle, without skinning, to any one sending
95 cents to THE FIReBrAND and a self-addressed, stamp-
ed envelope to Ep. Gorg, Warren, Minn.
P. S.—After receiving it, if your conscience troubles
you for receiving so much for so little you can remit
something to the sender. E. G.

FIREBRAND LIBRARY.
Bases of Anarchism ; Q'iftorical, Philosophical :

and K.conomical, by "Ym. Holmes 5¢
God and the State, by Bakounin {-——ﬂ,#
The Commune of Paris, by Kropotkine and An

Anarchist on Anarchy, by Reclus, both in one 5¢
The true aim of Anarchism, by E. Steinle 5¢
Revolutionary Government, by P. Kropotkin 5¢
Anarchist-Communism, 1 e 5¢
The Wage System 3 ” 5¢
Expropriation i i be
A Talk about Anarchist-Communism, Malatesta 5¢
Anarchy’ R 5¢
1 Revolutionary Studies be
1-Anarchy on Trial-—— Mo R s D L R
Economics of Anarchy ; a study of the industrial
~type,; by Dyer DrEum—— e —
A Sex Revolution, by Lois Waisbroker 25¢ N
Anything More, My Lord? o = bc
Wants and Their Gratification; H. Addis - 10c
A Secret and Confidential Address, by Gavroche ~ 15¢
Revolution, a lecture by S. II. Gordon : 5¢

LIBERTY LIBRARY
MONTHLY

E. H. FULTON PUBLISHER

Columbus Junction, Lowa,
SUBSCRIPTION 50 CTS. PER YEAR.

In this Library Mr. Fulton brings out one-or more
volumes of anarchist literature every month. It is
printed on fine book paper, in new clear type, and is a
model of neatness and artistic skill. No. 1 contains
War. Holmes’ ““Bases or ANARcHY: Historical, Philo-
sophical and Economical.” No. 2 contains “God and
the State,” by Michael Bakounine. No. 1 contains 16
pages of solid reading matter and is one of the best
pamphlets for missionary work extant. No. 2 contains
44 pages and is the cheapest edition of *‘God and the
State’’ ever issued. No. 3 contains two important es-
says: “The Commune of Paris,” y Peter Kropotkine,
and “An Anarchist on Anarchy,” by Elisee.Reclus.
No 4 contains The true Aimn of Anarchism, by E. Steinle.
These numbers contain 16 pages, and are excellent to
lend the prejudiced. They are uniform in style, neatly
bound, artistic title page, and sold at the remarkably
low figure of 5 cents per €opy, or 2% cets each Jn lots
of ten or more; 100 copies or more at 2 cents each. No
better means is to be found. Orders

RECEIPTS.
| MeGee, $1.00. Hallbeck, Krieger, Dustees, Wilken,
Neebe, Prokes, Warren, cach 50c.
Anderson, each Z5¢.

Eoser, Dumstead, | THE
Slotkis, 10c. Car Line, Center

received at this >

office” of Tue Fingssaxp: North Mt. Tabor
Addition North Mount Tabor.




