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t «Fools Rush In.”

iled westward till he found a fy_ur!d;
One found few worlds within the mind of man;
lled Columbus charlatan. - « -
rdano Bruno! . . . Who unfurled

Standing h—To those who dare, rush in, and die!—

Those who Qefy all rights and break all rules,
Who fight impgssible battles, and who think _
True thoughts—of whom with one accord we cry,
**The fools, the fools, the foofs1"—God bless the fools!
—Curtis Hidden Page, in Harper's Magazine.
s
Politics and Rarty Rule.

In a democracy like oursjavhere all ques-
tions of State management and State policy
are settled ultimately by the ballot, govern-
ment degeneraies into a matter of mere party
rule.
are counted not in accordance with their
moral or intellectual worth, but rather in pro-
portion to their influence and the number of
votes they happen to control. No one pre-
tends that -any questions which are even re-
motely connected with politics are settled ex-

_clusively upon their merits, or that men are

either elected to office or favored in any way.

on the siniple ground that they are deserving
of honor or worthy of confidence. In elec-
tions, the issue is decided by a mere mechan-
ical process of counting, and it becomes not
a question of right or wrong, but merely a
matter of epumeration. If the number hap-
pens to be 20, the result is one way; but if
it happens to be 21, then the result is just the
opposite. It is well known that the ballots,
when they are counted, are not a measute of
the judgment, experience, intelligence, or
even of the integrity of those who have voted.
It is very well understood that, at our most
important elections, many people vote who
are v;anting in the best elements of manhood.
They are oftén men who are not noted in the
community i which they live either for
sound judgment, large E’Xperiepc_el or even for
common honesty. As a rule electors vote in
droves. ‘They often vote under orders, often
under a misconceptiorf of facts, oftefi without
any .knovz_ie’dge\: of the subjects under con-
sideration, and still oftener without any seri-
ous. convictions of their own or any concern
about the result. They frequently vote for
the pay th~y receive or the benefits they ex-
pect, and their choice between candidates or

Under such a condition of things, men

measures is governed solely by what they
conceive to be their own personal interest.
Perhdps such things must be expected under
a democratic form of government, but what
could be moge unworthy or unjust? “Naq
question could ever be settled upon a basis of
fairness and right in that way. It is, as we
have said beforc, wholly a matter of figures.
Legal forms and rules are observed, 1t is true;
but of what avail is this, when légal forms
and rules can always be altered to suit the in-
terests or fancy of those who are in power ?

- We are not able to conceive of anything
so dishonest or so destitute of principle as
political managemeftor party rule as it pre-
vails at the present day. Neither party
makes any pretentions to being fair and hon-
orable in its action. It is an established rule
upon which all parties act, that everything is
fair in_politics, as in war, and that to be suc-

essful is always better than to be right.
Their constant aim is to deceive the people,
and always to seem better than they really
are. During a canvas gll parties keep them-
selves disguis.d as if they were acting a part
at a masquerade. The moment a party suc-
ceeds and is placed in power, the mask sud-
denly falls, and then fiom the first thecountry
begins to understand what, it has done, and it
is enabled to perceive the charactet of the
men into whose hands it has fallen. During
the canvass, the rallying cry heard on all
sides is, ‘*the good of the country,"’ but after
election is over, it is soon ascertained that
what was meant by ‘‘good of the ountry,”
was really ‘‘the good of the party,’ and gen-
erally of only a/very small portion of the
party at that.

No form or phase of human nature can
give such an exhibition of unalloyed selfish-
ness as a political party. A party, any party,
will do meaner things and get down to lower
depths of corruption and infamy than any in-
dividual alone would ever ddre to do. We
see this fact exemplified in New York city,
at our State capital, and in all places where
spoils can be reached, and where men find
they can get rich more rapidjg)y foul than
by fair means. - We saw the “selfishness of
party exemplified in the war of 1812, when
the Federalists favored the British, with
whom our country was at war at that time ;
also in 1846, when the Whigs sympathized
with Mexico, and practically opposed their
own gnvemmeﬁ; in its war with that country ;

and again in 1861, when the Democrats as a
party were opposed to war with the South,
and did much, in earlier stages of the contest
at least, to render victory on the side of the
Union a matter of very grave doubt. Even
in the war of the Revolution there wasa party
opposed-to Washington, and it did all that
was possible to embarass the commanding
general in his efforts to secure the final inde-
pendence of the American colonies. Itim&.
often happened in the past, and it will doubt-
less often happen in the future, that a party
not in power would rejoice at a defeat in war .
that would bring ruin upon its country, for”
no other reason thau thata victory would re-
sult in some material advantage to an op-
posing party. Alas! where shal( .we figd,
villainy manifesting itself in darker hues
than in the. management and maneuvers of a
political party? What did the Republicans -
of the nation do in 1876, and the Democrats
of New York in 1891 ? :

How can we talk about liberty, equality,
justice and pioper representation under any
form of government, where everything is con-
trolled by party; and where the soie gim of
the leaders of the party is the spoils? What
shall we expect where the welfare of the pub.
lic, and even the much talked of ‘*greatest
good to the greatest numnber " is lost sight of,
where decency and fair dealing are ignored,
where all that is manly and ‘magnanimous is
trampled in the dust and where people lose
their heads, as well as their character, in the
mad scramble for office ?

Politics, especially under a form of, govern-
ment where everything is decided byl,the bal-
lot, leads to the development of the very
“worst characteristics to which human nature
is susceptible. Its chief stock in trade is vili-
fication and misrepresentation. Ewverything
that is done by one party is assumed %o be
right, while that which is dene by the oppos- -
ing party is presumed to be wrong. The
party ‘managers and their agents spare no
efforts that might serve to blacken the name

~of their antagonists, or that might tend to
bring them into djsrepute with the people.
Politicsislargelya gameof trickery, treachery
and deceit, and the most persevering schemer,
if notthe most unprincipled rascal, is the one
most apt to succeed, at least‘for the time
being. . It is no wonder that good men by
the hundreds refuse to come out on election
day, preferring to” be disfranchised rathe -
e e %
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‘than to soil their garments by coming it con-
tact with some men that they are certain to
meet at the polls, If they went, they'would
be sure to find the front seats all taken: they
would find themselves crowded to the rear,

~ while boodlers and professional politicians,

would be left sitting in high places. These,
the boodlers and the politicians,, are the men
who own, control and run the machinery by
which our laws are made, by which the des-
tiny of inen is settled, and in harmony with
which all the depattments of the States are
managed.

No, there is not a tinge of honesty, fair-
ness or principle in politics as conducted in
this country. Even the laws, as everybody
concedes, are usually the result of £ compro-
mise—but it is well known that where the
spirit ef compromise prevails, there principle
is thrown to the winds. Compromise is al-
ways unfair to one party or the other. Com-
promise is an argument of rogues.— From
“Life Without a Master.” 7

L A :
Why Cooperatives have Failed.
Iseen writer in The International Socialist

Review has been wrestling with the above
question. He says:

-~

More than fifty years ago men lent themsel ves to the
hope that the launching of cooperative enterpises
would inaugurate a system of industry that would
drive from the world both the industrial dfpot and
the industrial slave.

Then he proceeds to show how ‘“signally
has this hope miscarried” and gives as

The reason that the cooperative industrial group suc-
cumbs to the capitalistic group is because the capital-
istic industrial group is primarily a fighting 6rganiza-
tion, while the cooperative industrial group is prima-
rily a productive organization.

He quotes Walker as saying—

The armies of industry can no more be raised, equip-
ped, held together, moved and engaged without their
commanders than the armies of war.

The capitalistic industiial group he de-
scribes 'as having—

All power . . . vested in the head. One mind must
move the mass. The more powerful that mind and the
more -obedient the mass, the more efficient will be the
organization. . . . In the army we have the court.
martial, in the factory the discharge; one is just as po-
tent in its power to secure discipline, just as destructive
to life and liberty in the long run, as the other. . aradajste
Another important qualification  of the capitalistic
group as a fxghting organization is its powerto accu-
mulate capital. Capital is the great conquering agency
only by which the market of each group can be ex-
tended, and the great.expropriating agency by which
it alone can absorb the properties of its rivals. .,/ .. .
as an agent of production it cannot rank high”. . | It
robs the members of individuality, individual initiative,
freedom of action and the keen Jjoy of the master work-
man and the creator. It robs the workman of the ad-
vantage of intelligence and culture and reduces his effi-
ciency far below the normal level.
>

How remarkably like the indictment ad-
vanced against State Socialism! But the
“cooperative industrial group” is the oppo-
site of all this—

It is an association of equals. . . . The organization is
immobile and moves slowly because it is composed of
a mass of distinct -individualities possessing. equal
"power. . . . But its weakness does not lie so much in
these conditions as in its incapacity to accumulate cap
ital. . . . The cooperative does not exist for the pro-
duction of capital; it exists primarily for the produc-
tion of copsumable wealth. .
Regarding the abolition of competition he

‘the ‘““cooperativé group”

~resume,” and the
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thinks we may *as well attempt to abolish
war -among the Dervishes of Soudan by
planting in their midst a colony of non-re-
sisting Quakers as to try to abolish compe-
tition by establishing cooperatives. "’

After dwelling upon the gualifications of
the “cooperative group” he concludes as
follows: :

Before we can hope to reap the bountiful harvest
promised by modern production, before we can realize
the coming age of Art and Spiritual Glad’n.ess we must
hush forever the strident voice of commercial war. As
well try to democratize the army in the midst of war
as attempt to democratizg the industrial group in-the
midst of competition. Absolutism is inseparable from
the struggle for existence. The only way open for the
advancing hosts of Democracy is the path that leads
to-the conquest of the. Monopolistic ‘public powers,
against whose bulwark the punitive forces of compe-
tition are powerless. The position of the International
Socialist Party is the only position that is tenable for
those who would bring about industrial democracy.

Which means, if I understand him, that
we must fight the devil with his-own fire.
We must have commanders and absolutism,
apolitical party must mect apolitical party,
and the tug of war must result in a victory
for our side. Then we will reorganize so-
ciety and greet “the coming of Art and
Spiritual Gladness.” But has he answered
the question he starts out with? Has he
not, while drawing with great exactness the
condition of the “capitalist group,” drawn
almost wholly
from his imagination, when he says ‘“‘we will
have to conceive of the cooperative group
operating in a cooperative society”’? As
we never-had a'*“cooperative society ’—hy
which I suppose he means a Socialist gov-
ernment—his “ cooperative group” remains
an object of his own conception. Had he
taken up the “cooperative groups” as they.
actually had existed and analyzed their
methods and organizations he would have
fouad many reasons * why cooperatives
have failed.” But it is quite evident that is
not the real question with him, Why co-
operatives have failed to abolish competition
is what he is considering. 1 have yet to
learn wherein they ever organized for that
purpose. They organize to escape competi-
tion by creating a little world of their own
which hopes to successfully compete with
the world outside. They take advan tage of
‘the conditions competition inspires” or
rather the condition monopoly imposes and
sell their surplus products at a large profit,
and it is generally an increasing treasury
which forms one reason ** why cooperatives
fail.” It is internal dissension, envy, pride,
and avarice, commanders and absolutism.

When the cooperative group which he has
80 ably described shall prevail it will never
be the result of the “conquest of the monop-
olist or public powers’ thru political action.

Horace Greely once said in reference to
specie payment : zThe way to resume is to

ay to cooperate is to co-
operate. What has government got do
with it? The only thing government can
do is to rob the cooperators. But a suec.-
cessful cooperation could evade or stand the
drain unfil strength would enable them to
ignore the power and refuse the tribute. -

Get together, members of all trades and
exchange your products; you could do so

and supply. your every need without money
and without price.

What has legislation to.do with it ? Spider
webs in a bee-hive. 3 e

Instead of organizing a political party
organize a produgtive one, and the gates of
hell (government) shall not prevail against

51 5 A. LERoY LouBaL.

—_— 00—
A Recollection.

It was onthe afternoon of August8,1893.
In the hall-room of the Tonhalle in Zurich,
Switzerland, a battle was raging over
admitting the Anarchists and independent
Socialists to the international ¢ Workmen’s
Congress.” - The discussion had already '
lasted two days. With all possible and im-
possible means the adherents of parliamen-
tarism, being in the majority, tried to shake
off the embarassing Anarchists.

In spite of the tolerant suggestions of the
Frenchmen, regarding the admission.of the
Anarchists, which were seconded by the
English, Hollandish, and Belgian speaker§,
the German delegates insisted on the brutal
power of the majority. By means of dema-
gogic jugglery the German delegates were
victorious. : - '

After the congress had thus been made a
vestry-board, the heretics could be—altho
not burned—excluded.

While the credentials of the different dele-
gates were being contested by the strictly or-
thodox,a tallman leaned against one of the
pillars in the hall. A classic profile, dark,
glowing, flashing eyes. For hours he stood
there motionless at the pillar—Amilcare Cip-
riani.

The old Revolutionist, the Communard,

~who over twenty years had been in exile
and in prison, who had many years heen
forged in chains, who had sacrificed every-
thing for freedom and again was ready to
sacrifice,—this man had to witness how the
congress proceeded with the Anarchists.

The next day he wrote the following letter
to the congress:

“Zurich, Aug. 9, 1893,

“To the Delegates of the Marxian Con-
gress in Zurich. '

“ My Sirs,—I came to your congress in the
hope that justice and the sentiment of fra-
ternity would be at the bottom of all its
considerations, but | have been painfully
disappojnted. .

* From the first day you have displayed a
deplorable intolerance, unworthy of Social-
ism; an intolerance which went so far as to
deny me the floor, for which I asked, to de-
fend the delegates who were brutally driven
from the hall without any reasons,and to
protest against these exclusions, which de-
grades the ideas you profess to hold.

*“ These men were driven out because they
are revolutionists. When g congress, which
calls itself Socialistic, goes so far in its in-
tolerance as to persecute ideas, then it ceases
to be Bocialistic and becomes just as reac-
tionary as the governments, which imprison
and hang us.

“I tell you, sirs, the red banner, around
which you have gathered, comes from the
35,000 proletarians who were slaughtered
by the “autoer at Versailles, and who

~died for the freedom of all, and not for a
small sect., %

“The Socialism of our dead excluded no-
body; its name is unity—not separation,
love—not hatred, freedom—not oppression.

“You, my sirs, have during these three

¢



days trampled all this under your feet; you
killd the International, and for this crime
you will answer before the judgment of hu-
manity—universal history.

"“True- to the principle of the Interna-
tional, which is,nqt“yours, I withdraw from
the congress, in' which there is mnothing

Socialistic,and I go with the banished, with

the victims of yourintolerance and brutality,
to take again my 'place in-the battle, and
this time to prevent your fratricidal ideas
from spreading, as it would destroy the
.work of our martyrs. ¢

*“ AMILCARE CIPRIANL.”

This letter of protest was repressed by the
bureau of the congress! We, the banished
delegates, then published the letter as a leaf-

. let in the English, French and German lan-
guages, and distributed the same among the
delegates taking part in the congress.

Later on the letter was merely incidently
mentioned at the congress. It is a falsifica-
tion in the minutes of the congress which
calls forth the allusion of the reader as tho
the letter had been read before the congress
Aug. 9. The words in the protocol, *The
congress passes it with silence,” are charac-
teristic of the proceedings.

Over nine years have elapsed since that
memorable afternoon. The congress in
London established intolerance against the
Anarchists as a principle, and intolerance
against those who think otherwise hassince
become an integral part of Social Demoe-
racy.

Anarchism has not been injured by their
attitude. ApartfromGermany the anti-par-
liamentarian movement has gained every-
where, and for this reason we recall Amil-
care Cipriani’s letter and it motives.—P. P.
in Freiheit.
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Russian Sectarians and Resistance.

According to Free Russia * the doctrine of
non-resistance is far from being universal
among Russian Sectarians.” V. Tchertkoff
and I. Treguboff, editor and staff of Svobod-
noye Slovo (Free Speech), have addressed
the following letter to the sectarians:

“Dear Brothers in Christ,—Many edu-
cated men who, no doubt, wish well to the
Russian people, but advise the use of the
un-Christian means for the attainment of
good—violence and murder, have lately be-
gun to say and write that our Russian Sec-
tarians are also prepared to wage a violent
revolutionary struggle against the Russian
government and the Orthodox Church, that
is to rebel, to rob landlords, to despoil
churches, and, if necessary, even to murder

, the rulers and other oppressors of the peo-
ple. The representatives of the established
Orthodox Church say the same things,
wishing by these means to increase the
coercipn of the Sectarians,

believe that this is not true, an(iis,
on the one hand, a misunderstanding, and
on the other a horrible calumnny on our
brethren, the Sectarians, who profess, tho
with differences, each according to his own
conceptions, but still one and the same

— J’/feachmg of Christ, who commanded us not

to avenge ourselves and kill men, but to
love and forgive those men, whoever they
be, whether friends or enemies.

‘ But to convince.ourselves still more and
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to learn the truth in its fulness, we have
decided’ to ask the “sectarians themselves
whether what is said and written about
them by those educated people is true.

. “Having this in view, we ask you to give
us replies to the following questions:—1, Is
it right or wrong to rebel against oppres-
sots, to rob and murder rulers, and why?
2, Is it right or wrong to despoil orthodox
churches and destroy icons, and why? 8,
Have the Sectarians of the village Pavlovki
acted rightly or wrongly in despoiling an
orthodox church? 4, What must and what
must not a Christian of our times do for

_the betterment of his personal existence and

of life generally ? 5, What is your faith now,
and what was it before? 6, What is your
occupation? 7, What books do you like to
read best, aud which do you believe to be
useful for spreading among the people?”

In reply to this open letter,a group of Séc-

tarians sent to the Free Speech the following
epistle:

“ Brothers - i~ Christ Treguboz‘f arzd
Tchertkoff,—Replying to the questions put _
to you in your address to Russian Sectar-
ians, we propose that you should also
answer our questions, whichfollow: 1, What
pfoofs have you that people whocarryon‘a
violent revolutionary struggle against the

‘Russian government and the Orthodox’

Church,” and who, according to your own
words, wish well to the Russian people,’
effect rebellion, robbery and spoliation ? Re-
bellion, robbery and spoliation are crimes
always committed by villians only for their
own cruel and covetous interests. If, how-
ever, men have recourse to deeds of*violence
not for such aims, but, according to ‘your
own statement, ‘for the well-being of the
Russian people,’ how can you term their
deeds rebellion, robbery and spoliation? 2.
What grounds have you for charging these
same people with vindictiveness and a ten-
dency to murder, while stating yourselves
that they undoubtedly wish well to the Rus-
sian people? 3. What have you achieved
yourselves which gives you the moral right
to put such questions to others, and, which
is the main thing, so publicly ; questions, to
put which it seems to us it must be themore
difficult to a man the more modest he is?
“And now listen to our replies to your
questions. (1) In your first question you
have evidently used wrongly the word to
rebel (against oppressors), instead of che.
words to become indignant and resist.
Therefore; we must reply to your first ques-
tion thus: ‘To stir up rebellion is always
wrong, but to become md:gn:mt against )
and to resist oppressors is always right, and /
the more so, the more self-denying and the
more loving towards the oppressed the man-
ner of this indignation and resistence will
be.! (2) Your second question, whether it
is right or wrong to despoil urthodox
churchesand destroy icons, seems to betither
too simple or premeditated. If it is simple
our reply will also be'simple; it is wrong to
_despoil what is no concern of ours. If, how-
ever your question is a premeditated one,
our reply will alsonot bedirect, and weshall
say it depends on what the circumstances

may be. (3) Concemmg your third ques-

tion, we should be insincere did we abstain
from saying that we consider it thoughtless
and not right.

It seems to us thoughtless

because everyone who knom. as you do, in
wlhiat circumstances the doings of Pavlovki
Sectarians occurred, must also know that it
isasimpossible toask whether thesedeels are
_right or wrong, as it is impossible toask the
earthquake which causéd the tower of Siloam
to fall on the heads of those who were in it
was right or wrong. Thisquestion of yours
is also not right because by means of it you
condemn people who were subjected to the
utmost sufferings, and are now doomed to
still greater ones. (4) Your fourth question
is too general. Our reply to it will, there-
fore be short. For the betterment of his
own existence of life in general the Christian
of our times must do the same ag]esus did
in "his time, because the truth of Christian
teaching, the meaning, aim and path of life re-
main thesame for all time. (5) To yourfifth
question wecan give you only a reply which
would makeclear to you the thing which you
want to know in tHe first place. Our faith
consistsin this, thatlove ismeasured by self-
denial, because there is no greater love than
that a man should lay down his life for his
friends. Therefore, we believe that a revo-
lutionist using violence, but, laying down
his life for others is near Christ, far nearer
even than the man who prates about Chris-
tian non-resistance. (6)Toyour sixthques-
tion we do not wish to reply. (7) To your
last question’ we reply that our favoriteand
most useful reading is that of the letters of
our suffering brothers.”

Mr. Zhook then shows that, aside from
fanaticism, mysticism, and distorted political
ideas, the program of the Sectariansis rather
far-going fora religious sect. They propose
to take away the land from the landlords,
and that the payment of all taxesshallcease ;
that “it is a sin to work for landlords”;
that ‘supremne power be abolished,” and
“universal equality established.” S.R.
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Marriage and Population.

All husbands and wives agree—but the
agreement 1s usually to the effect that they
made a mistake in marrying. Tkerefore,
according to statistics, marriages are de-
creasing and suicides are increasing. They

are evidently choosing the quicker and less

painful method of leaving the earth.

But how about the command to “increase
and multiply”? Well, according to the
same statistics, divorces are on the increase,
and the multiplication is brought about by
the divorce courts, which make two of one.

R. GOODHEART.
—

LETTEKk-BOX.
C. L., El Reno, Qkla.—It seems as tho some so-called

Individualists cannot sce any other motive of man's”

actionsexcept those thatcan be explained from cut and
dried * principles.” Has sympathy no place in your vo-
cabulary ? It was obvious from Comrade Voltairine de
Cleyre's appeal that she did not assume anybody was
under “obligations’ to aid her asSailant in rescuing
him from the grip of government.”

R. D, City—If, as you say, “the Sociilists can do
nothing against economic development and should not
be blamed if Socialism is not inaugurated after we have
the power” why all this fuss about *‘capturing the
government''? . Why not leave it to the mnnagement
of that deity called **cconomic deferminisim '?

e
. Publications Received.

“Socialism the Basis of Universal Peace.” ByDr.H.
Gibhs. Comrade Publishing Co., New York. 5 cents.

*Socialsm and the Negro Problem.” By Chas. H.
Vail. Comrade Publishing Co., New York. 5 cents,
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s Notes. A

“To anyone sending us $2 we will send
FREE SoCIETY one year and Dr. Greer’s * A
Physician in the House" or his new work
*The Wholesome Woman.”” Also to anyone

ending us one new subscriber and $2 we
will send the same. This applies to renewals
as well as new subscriptions.
* -
-

Boston.—The Social Science Club meets
every Sundayat 5 p. m. at 724 Washington
St., room 9. Free forum for all sociological
topics. Anarchist literature for sale. Sub-
‘ect for Feb, 1, “ Law and Authority.”

BrookLyN.—The Social Science Club meets
every Friday evening at Central Hall, 410
Stone Ave. Discussion free to all,

Cuicaco.—The Progressive Club will hold
a meeting cvery Friday cvening at 331
Walnut St.

The Chicago Phitosophical Society meets
evgry Sunday evening at 72 Adams St., 8 p-
m. sharp.” Free discussion. Sunday, Feb. 1,
Dr. Juliet Severence will speak on * Thomas
Paine.” :

The Russian Revolutionary Club meets on
Sunday evenings at 278 Blue Island Ave.

The Workmen's Educational Club meefs
Saturday, 8 p m., at 278 Blue Island Ave,
Jan. 81, H. Dalitsch will speak in Jewish on
“ Will the Ballot Emancipate the Working-
men?”’

Friday, Fel. 6, 8. p.m.; R. Grossman will

. speak on “* 'P(le Social Question.”

CrevELAND.—Liberty Association meets

every Sunday, excepting the first Sunday of

the month, 2:30 p. m.,.in For:ster's Hall,
236 Champlain St.” Free discussion,

NEW York.—The Radical Reading Room,
180 ForsythSt. Meetingevery Sunday at 3
p. m. Lectures and free discussion. Every
Thursday evening L. Rosenzweig gives les-
sons in ** Physics.”

Teb. 27, Friday evening, the Bauern Ball
of the Radical Reading Room will take place
at Lenox’s Assembly Rooms, 252 Second St.
Admissicn, including hat checks, 25 cents,/

PriLApELPHIA.—Social Science Club holds
weekly meetings Friday evenings in Brick.
layers’ Hall, 707 N. Broad St.
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: Outpost Echoes.

They ¢an’t hang trath. =

Force is not an argument,

Love will not come for hate.

The social spirit completes man.

Reputation is only a coat of paint.

Liberty lives solely by breaking laws.

Revolution is‘just a phase of evolution.

The brightest of lights cannot cure blind-
ness. N . :

A patriot is a man who is proud of his
ignorance. 3

J. P. Morgan has succeeded in bribing his
conscierece. -

If women are fools, remember, all of them
have had fathers. -

The London pour are crowding the
churches. Now where is ** God ” ?

Sweden has a famine. Hannacould prove
that this famine was prosperity,_

The coal baroas have just admitted their
crimes aud ordered wine and cigars.

“What law have I broken ?”" asks the ex-
ploiter, and his dying victim answers, ** No
law.” X

There is nothing so bad but that a good
reason for doing it may be found. Ask
Rockefeller. £
. Attoraey General Knox is an adept in the
- fine art of drawing a salary for services not

rendered,

Venczucela knows now just how much the
word of government is worth. Thieves
must lie, to ** get there.”

We all want liberty for ourselves, but
when it comes to the matter of liberty for
others — Dangerous !

Those who want “God in the Constitu-

tion’’ should rest satistied ; the Constitution
contams liesenough fora hundred such docu-
“ments.

“It is opportunity that makes the
thief,” it is authority that makes the op-
portuaity ; and there is the matter in a nut-
shell.

Goldwin Smith is still arguing the case for
the Boers.  What other defense do they need
thad that Chamberluin was against them
from the start ?

The Filipinos are reduced to ruin, but the

s of the American government
Might

* greatness
has been proved beyond doubt.
makes right.

Colonel Lynch has been convicted of high
treason.  He helped the Boers. The British
governmentstandsconvicted of high treason

. to all humanity. :

Judges and legislators accept free railroad
trangbortation and deny that it is bribery,
The’J escape self-cundemnati(m on a te’bni-
calily. i

The movement toward freedom will not
wait to keep the good people from being
shocked; even what they call goodness will
have to submit to experiment.

Those whodeemsex and its manifestations
unclean and low should neverdo the wrongs
involved in sex association and procreation.
It is shameful to live,

What man undergoes in the self-effacement
nécessary to the avoidance of martyrdom
may be in the nature of a greater privation’
than that martyrdom, tho it involved- tor-
ture. s % = S i

Government, frankly unveiling itself, is im-
perialism. Under the form of a republic it
disguises its essentials fora whijle, butsooner -
or later it goes forth to conquer in fact.

- There are three thousand-miners out of
work in the anthracite regions, and those
who are at work are given too few cars to
fill. Prices mustbekept up evenif thestrenu-
ousness of Theodore is sacrificed.

Allman’s yearnings and aspirations, how-
ever they may be clouded by false idealsand __
evil methods of attainment, are directed to-
ward no other end than fulness of life or
adequate manilestation of self.

These who areevercalling attention away
from “the untoward conditions of life and
bidding man perfect himself here and now,
are like those who would hav¥e man put on
flesh yet never eat any food.

Philosophy, an explanation of existence
which makes all things fall into a harmony
and work together for perfection, is anelder
brother of religion, with more astuteness
and offering a more subtile poison.

Those Social Purity women who are pit-
ting their forceés against the nude in art,
have, taken all together, less purity in their
natures than exists in one picture such as
Watts’ ““ Love and Life.” They see dirtily.

A true libertarian should be absolutely
unafraid of any consequence of liberty, either
superficial or wide-reaching and profound.
Liberty’s worst is better than slavery’sbest,
for under liberty her worst may disappear.

AMERICUS,
. —o— '
{ A Student.

What is it to be a student ? Usually it is
understood that anyone who attendsschool,
or especially one who attends some high
seminary of learning, is a student, But, we
apprehend, in ninety-nine cases out of a
hundred, the term is misapplied. A man, or
a boy, may attend a seminary or a college,
and not study. A pupil who belongs to
classes and recites lessons that have been
assigned to him, is not for that reason a
student in the proper sense of the term. A
student is one who thinks, inquires and con-
siders on his own account, without any
reference to any authority or doctrine. On
who searches after truth in any manner th&‘{z
leads him into the ways of truth, is a stu-
dent. A student is always an independent
thinker ; he is one who thinks and inquires
on his own responsibility, without the
slightest 1egard to authority. How many
such are there in any city or town in this
country ? No one whois a pupil in any of
our schools or colleges is properly called a
student. He has masters, teachers and
books. To be a good pupil, he must follow
authority at all times. He must ndt think,
or inquire, or investigate on his own account.
That would be rebellion, and next thing to

_treason. No student who thinks can . re.

ceive a diploma at any institution. All his
acquirements,_when he gets thru, consist
in his having learned what others teach.

oo




That is all that can be acquired at any col-
lege in the lahd. Such pupils make good
subjects, excellent slaves, and that is what
schools and colleges are intended for. Ifa
pupil only knew how to think, or was
allowed to think on his own responsibility,
he would never need.to go to college.

This country will never have real students
80 long as we follow the school and college
system that prevails today. A mantobea
real student, must first of all dispense with
authority—the authority not only of books
but of teachers also. Knowledge cannot be
fed to pupils as you would feed gruel with a
spoon. J. WiLsonN.

— o0 —— :
The Toilers.

It is growing dark and the western sky is
of a deep rose color. In the distance, dim,
shadowy buildings are outlined against the
sky, like huge gray spectres. The buzzing of
ever-goihg sewing machines fills the airfrom

* the open windows of the sweat shopsbehind
and below me.

This is Sunday, the day of rest, and all
day long the wheels have been turning and
I bave watched the bent figures of men and
women and their busy, toiling hands. Hour
aftét hour thru this whole beautiful day
they have been confined in those low, dark,
dusty rooms. Icould see the baskets piled
high with the men’s garments they had fin-
ished. . . Ey

How can they he so patient and passive ?
Does it never occur to them that this beauti.
ful world is theirs, that days like this are
here that we may go out into the world and
see the sunshine? In the country the or-
chards and lanes are full of ripe, red apples
that will rot away, and here in the city,
men, women, -and children toil hour after
hourfor a piece of bread to cat,

How long will people continue in this
stupor and blindness? How long will they
be satisfied to be beasts and machines? ' In
every breast there is a soul thatis only wait-
ing for a chance to free itself. When will
the multitude begin to understand that the
God it is looking to for help and a future
reward. for its sorrows and burdens is in the
breast of each individual; that each one of
us has the power to be free and independent,
that no-oneneed submit to despotism ! My
breast feels like bursting when I think of
these things, and I feel like standing on the
‘house-tops and crying down unto the multi-
tude: ‘Wake up! Realize that each one of
you has infinite powers and capabilities,
and that you can all do what you wish to
do! The fact that you wish to do a thing
shows that the power to do it is hidden
within you.,”—C. L., in The Whim.

e
At the Chicago Philosophical Society.

“Socialisjt and the State’” was the sub-
ject last é?;da.y_ and the speaker, A. M.
Simans, did not see why mankind should
dispense with- the State—an institution
whica would be a blessing if the Socialists
were the governors. Kropotkin had shown
us in his “Mutual Aid” that people had
helped each other independently of the State
in various ways, but being afflicted with
“Stateophobia’ Kropotkin had failed to
see that the State was also an institation of
mutual aid. Still Mr. Simons was confi

.
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dent that/the benevolent institution would
pass away with capitalism; and the way to
abolish the State was to get hold of it,
which could egsily be done thru political ac-
tion. Neither non-resistence nor terrorism

1

had ever accomplished anything. Ideals had

ever remained a dream, for it was economic
conditions which mapped out society’s des-
tiny. “Economic determinism may be all
rot,” he exclaimed, “but the Socialists will
cling to it!”

The critics showed that they had closely
followed Mr. Simons’ lecture, for they dis-
puted every point he had made. According
to Mr. Simons’ logic, said one critic, the
way to abolish Catholicism is to take hold
of the Catholic Church and elect a Socialist
pope. All endeavors to rid society of its
evils had always been a failure because all
forms of government, whether autocratic
or democratic, prevented a spontaneous
growth and natural adjustment. No mat-
ter how sincere or honest thé intentions of
reformers were, the result~had ulways been
the same—tyranny. And the result of politi-
calactionin the Socialist parties was already
apparent. Altho Socialist stump-spéakers
still assert that Socialism will beestablished
after the government has been captured,
their most prominent writers frankly admit
that only petty réforms will be introduced
* the day after the revolution,” such asrais-
ing the wages and shortening the hours of

_thelaborers; of which everybody could con-

vince himself by a perusal of Karl Kautsky's
latest book, *“ The Social Revolution.”

In his concluding remarks Mr. Simons did
not attempt to refute the arguments of the
critics; but confined himself toa few general-
izations and a defense of Kautsky’s book.
He claimed that that which Kautsky had
outlined for *“ The Day After the Revolution "
was not Socialism (nobody had said that it
was), and that the failure of establishing
Socialism after the revolution was no fault
of the Socialists, but depended on economic
development. He did not seem to realize
that his position of fatalist makes man a
nonentity, who always remains a play-ball
of economic conditions, before which shrine
he can only exclaim: “ Thy will be done!”

REPORTER.
—_— O —
o " Literature.

The New Lire. By Leroy Berrier. Cloth, pp. 126.
Published by the author, 2301 Farnam St. Davenport,
Iowa. Cloth, $1. ) .

An offshoot from Buddhist stock, devel.
oped from a variation into Theosophy, cor-
rupted into Christian Science, and presented
to us at last in still another new form, the
“New Thought,” a thing about which we
hear everywhere, is merely synonymous
with a recrudescense of idealism at the ex-
pense of materialism, presenting the old
problems and their old solutions, - Mr. Le-

oy Berrier gives us in the.volume named
above a conception of existence in which
hypnotism with its various forms of sugges-
tion; and psychometry, telepathy, concen-
tration, and all the rest play their parts,
and out of which theory constructs the
‘“ perfect life.”” - :

The book is well written, that is to say,
simply ; and if the matter were as good as
the manner there would belittle fault to find.
Mr. Berrier endeavors to make his thought

s

clear to his readers, which is more than
many writers on such subjects care to do, if
their work may serve for proof. But inas.
much as the case which our author makes
out rests on assumptions which themselves

stand in need of demonstration, inasmuch
- as the work is deductive rather then induc-

tive, its value lies chiefly in some sugge3tive
conceptions, anditcannot be taken seriously,
as a whole, at all.

The truth is that the book does not con-
cede that environment plays the part in hu-
man life which most sociologists believe it
does;but on the other hand boldly takes the
ground that ‘“‘mind” is the supreme power
in ‘things and can dominate them to any
result which it desires. Individual reforma-
tion therefore rears its head as the prime
means of changing society and turni g it
from the error of its ways. The readeris
told the familiar tale that he is perfect essen-
tially—that is-in his real being—and that
when he learns that he is the ** g 1, or what
is supreme in things, he will be able to dis-
miss error, disease, and e%il from his being,
as these things are but mistaken thoughts.
We are not told how it is that the rfect
became imperfect, not yet how imperfection
can play a good part in a world where-there
cannot be too much wisdom. In fact g
thousand que§tions which induction would
ask are ignored and unanticipated, it would
seeni, by our ingenious author,

As an evidence of the way in which Mr.
Berrier goes about it to prove a pProposition
the following may perhaps serve :

*“I believe that T am warranted in makin
the following statement: The most ad-
vanced thought of today expresses the be.
lief that mind is life’s mode of expression.
It is therefore the creative power. This fact
being established, it becomes obvious that
an understanding of the laws that govern
the expression of that power in human Jife
and all that pertains to its welfare is vital. _
ity.

Because ‘‘the most advanced thought,”
not necessarily the truest thought, “expres-
ses the belief”’—mark you, it expresses the
belief (would it not be better if it would
furnish the proof?) “that mind s life’s mode
of expression”—** It is therefore the creative
power.” lItalicsmy own. What have we
here? A belief becomes the proof of the
satement that mind ““is thecreative power."”
This is *‘the new thought” with a venge-
ance. >

The ideg that man is “ the all, the perfect,”
and that his task is to realize this, and that
then evil will disappear from life and the
golden age be with us, stands in such terrific
contrast to experience and established truth
that it a;:ipqa.rs almostgrotesque; and when
there is added tothestubborn facts thetruth
that if there is an “all,” & “ perfect,” a final,
then evil, disease, error, and crime are parts
of it too because they simply are, because
they exist in experiénce; when it is realized
that good, truth, reason, mind itself has
no more objettive existence than any of
these others, the *“new thought”' will make
but/slight headway it is to be hoped.

Psychology is the most difficult of sciences
because the data upon which its inductions-
must be based are 8o elusive and imperma-
nent; the powers of mind are by no means vet
fully apprehended, but when weare told that
mind ‘is the-ultimate power, when we are
misled by the wonderful revelations of tele.
pathy and the rest into such sweeping gen-
eralization as the new thirikers allovy them-
selves, we are very near the borders ofa
mental fog. As far as social problems are -
concerned thesocialrevolutionist knows that
he is fighting not only wrong thoughts but
wrong facts as well. " Mr. Berrier has not
solved the great problem of human exist-
ence. Perhaps there will never be g com-
plete and finished science of psychology, but
if such a work should be forthcoming it
would not deny or ignore one half of life.

= ; W. F. B,




A Vindication of Anarchism.
111
Having scen that authority in all forms is
softened by culture, which, again, appears
€6 derive uniform encouragement from get-
ting rid of the authority, we must be pre-f
pared for the startling conclusion that Civil
Government, the only institution-whichlays
claim to authority indépendent of and su-

_preme over others, is the mainstay of all

surviving tyrannies and the principal impe-
diment to 6ur advance incivilization. Those
who désire only a strong statement of the

case against this institutin may find it in -

Bakunin’s “ God and the State,” Proudhon’s
“Whatis Property ?’’ and Karl Marx’s “Cap-
ital.” But as I have all along announced
my method to be inductive, not polemical, I

- prefer, instead of digesting anything like an

invective against government from such
sources; to show that it is actually the stay
of those practises now felt tq be oppressive,
and necessarily, the obstacle to their re-
moval.

The tenures of land by the actual cultiva-
tors involving the tribute they are compelled
to pay non-producers for the privilege of
increasing the world’s wealth by theirlabor
are among those grievances most generally
recognized in sundry countries. Let us not
lay the flattering unction to our souls that
our’s is not among them. It enjoys, on
the contrary, at this moment, the’honor, of

\bcing the only country in the world where

landlordism prevails on so gigantic a scale
that the new republic of Illinois contains
more tenant farmers than the dncient feudal
kingdom of Scotland, with about the same
area and populdtion; the only country in
which absentee landlordism is an increasing
evil; and about the only one in which the
tenant's rights against the landlord have
absolutely no protection. In this latter re-
spect, we are much behind even Ireland,
which is usually cited as a very extremc
case.

The immense popularity of the late Henry

George's “ Progress and Poverty " has famil-

iarized everyone with Ricardo’s law of rent,
asserted by orthodox cconomists tocontain
the philosophy of an admitted evil. If a

_particular piece of land yield more net in-

come¥to its possessor, for the same outlay
of capital and labor than that average
which determines the currentrate of interest
and wages, this surplus is properly Rent,
being the amount which a tenant could pay
for use of the land without bécoming worse
off than if he squatted on the least remunera-
tive land in use. Because the least remu-
nerative land in use is sure to be just within
that on which the current rate of interest
and wages may be realized ; any surplus on
better land being swallowed up by Rent.
And land derives value only from the rent,*
so that the poorest in use \\'hk}';iclds none,
is, tho legally protected, practitally free (be-
cause_worthless) to anyone who will try
making it valuable. Moreover this surplus
gain from any land equals all that anyone
will pay for 'the use of it, inasmuch as to
give more would put himina worse position
than if he squatted upon free land. Appar-
ent exceptions to the rule are not real ex-
ceptions. Thus if land, in an agricultural

* Land, in an economic treatise, is always under- .

stood to exclude houses and other improvements.
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sense qpﬁe unproductive, is reztted for the
purpose of a pleasureground, the popularity
of the site makes it productive to its pos-
sessor, which is the condition we have been
reasoning from, and the -rent paid is still
what the tenant can recover out of the land
by .sub-letting, minus what he could get
from the least remunerative in use—unless,
. indeed, he has a peculiar fancy to the spot;
and that is one of those.accidental circum-

wstances which cancel each other on a wide _

survey, since personal aversion to a
location also operates to lower the-rent.
From this law, Mr. George has drawn such
startling consequences as that no progress
in the arts, no reform of institutions (except
of course his own single tax scheme), no in-
crease of wealth, can add anything to the
gains of capital ur labor; but, on the con-
trary, these must decrease as the margin of
cultivation extends downward to poorer
land—all the increased yield being engulfed
by dévouring Rent! And in réply to criti-
cisms on the law itself, he quotesJohn Stuart
Mill to the effect that those who dissent
from it do not understand it. Yet Mill,
who said this, adopted (without credit), a
most serious criticism on the law from Rich-
ard Jones,* viz., that the *“law’’ (more pro-
perly to be called the generalization) is not
true. The division of crops between land-
lord and tenant is not ordinarily determined
by considerations like those'which Ricardo’s
deductive logic assumes; but in very differ-
ent manners. Thruout extensive regions,
the land, belonging to the government, pays
a tribute (ryot rent). In considerable Euro
pean districts custem, dating from the time
of the Roman Empire, ordains that the land-
lord shall provide the tenant with working
_capital, receiving for the use of bothland and
tools a stated share of the crop, whether it
provelittle or much (metayer’srent.) There
are countries, Ireland being one of them,
where the farmers, unable to get away, and
_]ealously watched lest they should presume
to squat on “‘free” land, pay whatever the
landlord can get outof themuponthesimple
principle that a cat has'no mote than its
skin (cottier’s rent). The customary labor
of serfs had equally little to do with the
Ricardian calculation; and long leases, such
as in England are frequently granted for a
series of lives, can be adapted to it only in
the most random and haphazard manner.
Rent on Ricardian principles (economic rent)
can be demanded and paid only where there
exists a considerable quantity of land open
to untaxed settlement, forbidding a combi-
nation of landlords, and where the use of

* occupied land is an object of repidly fluctu-

ating speculations.. And even there, as the
plans of single-taxers for realizing George’s
program have brought out in the United
States, it would be very difficult to deter-
mine what, on Ricardian principles, the rent
of any given land ofight to be; sothat there
are thegravest reasons fordoubting whether
the actual rent'is the ‘“economic.” One
thing is certain—that the value of the land
by no means represents the money which at
current interest would produce the actual
rentt; tho according to Ricardo’s law it
should be. This enables us to say at once

* Encyclopedia Britannica, article * Political Econ-
omy."” )
t Roscher, * Political Economy.”

that ryot rent, metayer’s rent, and cottier’s

rent, are not economic rent'in disguise; but-

that the generalization errs substantially
by attributing to landlords and tenants a
knowledge and judgment about the natural
remunerativeness of land which actually
they are far from possessing. The best we
can say for the theory is that, like much
else in Ricardo’s commonwealth, it is an
ideal to which the facts approximate only
under conditions of unwonted enterprise
and freedom. This observation does not
predispose us to regard it as a formula of
particularly ‘ dismal science.’
that the wages of labor and the proﬁts of
capital are being constantly driven down-
wards by the overgrowth of Rent, it must
be true also that land-owners are by far the
richest class_of men; that in an age of such
rapidly increasing wealth asours’ they must
be growing richer very fast; that merchants
must constantly find it harder to keep their
heads abov® water; that the proletaires

“must be constantly growing more miserable

in comparison with their predecessors—i. e.
that whereas the English laborer of Eliza-
beth’s time frequently had to live on bread
made of beans, peas, and oats, with some

“acorns added to eke out,* he must now find

much difficulty in getting that! Well, then!
I assert not only that these evident conclu-
sions from the Ricardo-George theory are
palpably false, but even that they are pal-
pably absurd. '

It is somewhat remarkable that the Ricar-
dian school of Socialists, as George and
Marx, should always'have thought it in-

Ifit be true-

-

cumbent on them to demolish Malthus. For

acquaintance with the history of political
economy teaches that the Ricardian laws of
rént and wages are corollaries from the
Malthusian law of population; and, more-
over, that Malthus himself rejected them as
incorrectly drawn. Because Malthus had
said that population must increase faster
than the means of supporting it, unless it
were restrained either by the ‘“positive
checks” of vice and misery, or the preventive

-check of voluntary continence, Ricardo,

omitting the saving clause, reasoned that
population must increase, keeping down
laborers to the minimum necessary for life

and propagation- (' Ricardo’s firon law of °

wages '), which must involve extension of
cultivation to progressively poorerland, and
rise of rent. But Malthus replied that in
his judgment the positive check was not at
all necessary : the preventive wasquite prac-
ticable on a scale sufficient to prevent in-
crease of population from affecting wages;
while, even if wages did fall from this cause,
rent would not rise. Granted (which Mal-
thus did not believe) that the masses, where
improvidence is notfactitiously encouraged,
are ignorant enough to think a man should
marry without seeing his way to bring up
children as well as he was broughtjup, it is
certain men of business do know better than
to take land on which they cannot obtainas
good remuneration for their outlay. as on
any now in use, unless they do it by way of
a charitable enterprise; and that will not
raise rent. Only when the returns of new
land to labor and capital seem like to be as

good as those of the poorest 'in use ‘have -

* Hollinshed. See Macaulay, review of Southcy&
"Colloqules 2




been till lately, will such land be takenasan
investment: and until that happens rent
will not rise. The brilliant dialectics of
" Ricardo trivmphed over Malthus, whose
reasoning was in the main inductive and his
style uninteresting.® But it was at this
very point that John Stuart Mill, originally
a docile pupil of Ricardo, began to dissent
from his master’s teachings. The wholedif-
ference between the economics of Ricardian
Socialism as expounded by the Marx-Engel
school, and Aparchistic, are in Mill’sdictum

that the rate of wages is not the lowest at -

which the laborers can live, work, propa-
gate, but the lowest at which they will con-
sent to do so. And this is also (reversely)

the difference between the Malthusianism of

Malthus and the Malthusianism of Ricardo-
MacCulloch improvements upon Malthus.
Returning with these lights to the facts
about rent, we see that in all countries the
landlord is somehow enabled to reap where
“he has not sown.. This I have ventured to
call att universally recognized evil. But the
philosophy of this evil, we now see, is not
thatsome !a/n_(_ig yield a better return tolabor
and capital than others. It is to the interest
of the community to encourage prompt im-
provement ofland which willdo that; for this
« means encouraging discovery of natural re-
* _sources; and the confiscation of *‘ unearned
increment”” proposed by George would be
against the public interest, as tending to
discourage such discovery. The true cause
of the evil is property in land, as distin-
guished from possession of land ;+ and this
evil, as Proudhon asserted, is equally great
whether the property be public or private.
I, however, am prepared to go a little fur-
ther than Proudhon. All property, we
have remarked, was at one time in the tribe,
not in individuals; and property inland has
continued to be tribal more persistently than
property in chattels; because chattles are
produced by individuals whose personal
claim on them the tribe cannot afford to dis-
regard, which is unlike the case of land.
Now the tyranny ‘of the landlord, I affirm, is

* Malthus had in him the making of quite a brilliant
rhetorician, several passages in the first edition of his

* “Essay,” having high poetic merit—among them the
famous one about Nature’s feast, which has been so
atrocrously garbled by many, of those who quote it.
These, hoyvever, generally disappeared in the edition of
1803 and later ones. His aim was to place his theory
on a basis of positive induction. The method, tho the
most philosophical, is not the most amusing ; his tal-
ent for arrangement and exposition was limited; and

he ‘refined till his friends thought he would-have been”

clearer for taking less pains to be clear. On the whole
subject, which is of great importance to social science,
see Bonar, cit. George attributes rent not to increase
but concentration of population. -

t Every shyster knows that there is a difference be
tween proprietorship and possession. It was defined
t}d thousand years ago by a lawyer in his own time

ry eminent. Posecssion, says Cicero, is tl* right to
use; property is the right to use or misuse. The right
to misuse was never claimed by any &xcept govern-
ments and those creaturcs to whom it has been form-
ally transferred. In the absence of government, we
cannot even imagine such a right’s existing or" being
recognized at all.

1 It-is I suppose generally known that in recom-
mending a single direct tax on land values, George was
preceded by the French “economists” (physiocrats),
particularly Quesnay, whom see in series “ Principaux
Economistes.” Their ground, however, was rather
different from his. A closer predecessor was Patrick
Dove, hitiself a Scotch landlord, whose works, “Theory
of Progression,” and *Political Science,” have been
brought into notice by Geoige’l eloguent agitation.
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worse in proportion as the landlord repre-
sents the tribe’s old property claim on land.
Under the system of ryot rent, where the
landlord is the government, the condition of
the proletaire is economically ut its worst—
very much lower than that of slaves, in

America forty years ago. Metayerage, a ~

system under which the cultivators are very
poor, is well known to be a relic of serfdom ;
and serfdom in Europe sprang from a reas-
sertion of eminent domain, to which the
Roman Emperors were driven for the pur-
pose of getting something out of this ex-
hausted country (see the previous references
to the codes of Constantine and later em-
perors, in Justinian; and to modern histor-

ians who quote). Cottier rent prevails in®

countries which have been conquered, like
Ireland, or divided on feudal principles, like
Scotland. It is-a direct trgnsference of the
State’s property claim (termed by Proudhon
the aubaine) to individuals. That approxi-
mation to ‘““‘economic rent” which we see in
the United States is less oppressive to the
cultivator than any other system in actual
use. But the original sin of eminent domain
not being obsolete in the United States, we

see,even here, immense tracts of land sold at nated in the making by individuals of tools

nominal prices to railroad companies and
foreign capitalists, whose rent is notderived
from the Ricardian law, but solely from the
factitious power which our government has
chosen togive them of keeping theland out of
use. At every step, therefore, progressively,
in proportion to the actual regulation of
land by government, we find government,
not any natural law, at the bottom of that
evil universally -allowed to pervade the sys-
tem of rent. ©
Very different from the situation of the
idle-landlord is that of the employing capi-
talist. As projector, organizer, or at least
manager, of a productive enterprise (ex-
change isa secondary branch of production),
he is an unquestionable laborer, agreat part
of whose income_is universally admitted to
be wages not above what would be neces-
sary to hire a competent person for his task,
Another considerable proportion is loosely
called interest of assurance. That assurance
is very necessary for thepurpose of inducing
men ‘to stake their possessions on their
success in a business, must be obvious,
when we remember that of those who
do so only five per cent escape bankruptcy
at one time or other; and only thcee per
cent, entire loss of their first investment.
And it is clearly for the interest of the lab-
orer that new branches of industry should
be opened with the aid of wealth. A goor
colony, like that planted by the Pilgrims in
New England, becomes rich very slowly if
left to its own resources; and a country in
which those who have anything consume it
apace upon shows, feasts, or other amuse-
ments of rich people who are not men of
business, will not, for any thanks it owes
them, advance in wealth at all. - It seems:

strange, therefore, that ever since wage- -

labor began, the capitalist should have been
fully as unpopular a character as the land-
lord. What is that item in his gains which,
according to a widespread feeling, he ob
tains unfairly, at some one else’s expense ?
It is of a rather miscellaneouscharacter. In
one of Henry George’s ablest chapters, he
touches, tho too lightly, for it was foreign
to his deductive argument, upon the multi-
foldness of ways by which “money makes
more money,” and the palpable illegitimacy

. of some. A railroad company approachesa

small town as a highwayman does a trav-
eler. The threat “if you do not accede to

i ¥y

-

“to a man—ahead, indeed, since h

-wé have forgo‘ten that it is sure.

our demands we will leave your town two

or three mile§ to one sidée” is as'efficacious |

as the *'stand, and deliver' when backed by
a cocked pistol. For it is not merely a
threat to deprive the town of the benefits of
the road. It is a threat to put the -town
in a much worse situation than if the road
had never been hunlt. This is very far from
an exception or a trifle. The enormous for-
tunes of the last century are here identified

in every one’s mind with a regular system -

by which their present possessors have half-
deluded, halfintimidated almost every civil
corporation, from the federal government
to the town ward, into giving them enor-
mous bounties and incurring heavy bonded
debts. And, by these means, chiefly or
largely, the combinations of capitalists
which did it have become so great that, as
is commonly believed, they nominate gover-
nors and senators as they would clerks;
dictate legislatfon, and rule our rulers, no
less than our own individual selves, with all
the tyranny of a secret oligarchy, or Vehm-
-Gericht. That they are able habitually to
defy the laws; and to keep secret tramsac-
tions which the representatives of the peo-
ple have enacted shall be published; is not
suspected but well known. It is not to be
denied that the power of capital to do such
things is partly in itsnature. We have seen
reason to think that private property origi-

and weapons, which were the first capital.
And it is evident the possession of a how
gave onesavage such an advantage overan-
other who had no bow, that the grst might
easily make the other his slave. Not very
different has been the effect of every step in
the progress of invention. I have just con-
démned as an error of fact, fruitfuf in falla-
cies of argument, the popular notion that
the poor grow poorer while the rich grow
richer. But like all widely disseminated
ideas, it must containa grain of truth, which
recommends it to the public. The truth it
contains is that the progress of invention
destroys that technical skill which used to
make a cobbler or blacksmith his own mas-
ter, and renders the proletaire more help-
lessly dependent on the owner of machinery.
‘The Marx-Engel school of Socialism has'a
keen appreciation of this truth: It regards
capital as that factor in gemeral human
progress which has simultaneously emanci-
pated the masses from chattel slavery and
serfdom, but enslaved them again to cor-

orations; from which, it teaches they can
ge liberated only by transferring control of

capital to the State, a_corporation consist- .

ing in themselves. What such reasoning
overlooks, is that the power given by inven-
tions is inherent in the inventive faculty,
and can therefore neither enslave man, the
inventing animal, without factitious aid,
nor be prevented from doing so thru any
system which by teaching him to.rely on
others, depresses his originality. The pistol
with which the railroad highwayman_ap-
proaches the citizen of the small town is his
charter.  Without that, he is onl
as his
money ; but not so far ahead that the other
cannot, if stimulated to exert itself, catch
up. We see this in the history of new and
poor countries, like the Americau colonies,
which, if only let alone, soon become able
to deffy commercial dictation by the older
and richer. *It is the pernicious hand of
government —itis thecharter which enables
an existifig corporation to prevent others
from being formed in"express resistance to
any tyranny it may attemptexercising. Be-
cause ‘‘ progress by conflict”’ is rather slow,
In our
haste to be rich we have ceased to be in-
nocent. We ourselves have endowed cor-
porations with power to **develop our re-
sources " by oppression of the minority ; and
our reward is that they now oppress the
majority. C. L. Jaues.,
(To be continued.)
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