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From ‘the Heights at Dawn.

The voice of a comrade at dawn,
To the weary below;

To the souls that till-darkness be gone
Grope their way as they go:

“In the-East there is light; ‘tis the Sun:
Do not droop, be of cheer;

Bear the torch, lift the burden; let none
Think of pain, speak of fear.

“We have followed the path through the night;
Kept the perilous way; :
Shall we fail when the East all alight,
Gives a promise of day;

“Give o'er when the end we_desire
‘That has led us so far, A
That shone forth in the dark as the fire
At the heart of a star,

“Lies plain in the distance, and fair,
Inviting access;

In a region of light and of air,
In a land made to bless;

“A glory, a grandeur, a good
Unyalued; above

All worth, all the rest that ye would,
All else that ye love?

“Ye-who-gave to it body and ‘soul;
Gave, .to live or to die,

Can ye pause at a step from the goal;
Can ye falter or sigh?

“Ye were filled with its beauty, its worth,
And your spirits were strong,

All fear ye did use for your mirth; ¢
In your hearts dwelt a song;

“Is it less than at first, when at last
Possession is near?

Look back: Ah the strife of the pastl
And rejoice: We are here.

“Follow on; We are Men;
We are nearing the end;

The fairest, most perfect of places,
Worth the stre;ngth that we spend.

“We shall gain the fair goal, we shall stand
And rejoice with the Host

Who with us have pressed on to that land,
Forgetting the cost;

“A land full of glories;
Unvalued; above

All worth; all the rest that ye would,

All else that ye love.”
WiLiam FRANCIS BARNARD.

Set your faces;

of good

Ethics for the Times.

It would bé an interesting study to compare
the Russian humanitarians, the Tolstoys and
Kropotkins, with the Stoics. And the parallel
would be a fair one, for both work towards per-
fecting the individual, and both advocate 2
certain conscious simplicity of life. The chief
diffefence, we imagine, between these protest-
ants of the Camsars and those of' the czars
would be that with an equally definite sense of
the ends of life the ancients had a far clearer
idea of means. Epictetus and Marcus Aurelius
lay down a manner of life for he individual;
the Rassian idealists set before nations a;)qc?‘-
lyptic visions of a transfigured state to which,

however, they build not even a cloud bridge.
Such reflections come inevitably to every reader-
of Prince Kropgtkin's notable atticle, “The
Ethical Needs of the Present Day,” which is
published in the current Nineteenth Century.
For his reasoning is as appealing to the ration-
alist observer of society as it is devoid of prac-
tical counsel for the social reformer.

_~"Upon the practicability of swift and radical
amelioration of society, however, Prince Kro-
potkin insists at the outset:

“For the first time in the history of civilization,
mankind has reached a point where the theans of
satisfying its needs are in excess of the needs them-
selves. To impose, therefore, as has hitherto been
done, the curse of misery and degradation upon vast
divisions of mankind, in order to secure well-being
for the few, is needed no more: well-being can be se-
cured for all, without overwork for any. We are
thus placed in a position entirelyte remodel the very
basis and contents of our civilization — provided the
civilized nations find in their midst the constructive
capacities and. the powers of creation required for
utilizing the conquests of the human intellect in the
interest of all.”

But, he continues, moral ideas have lagged
hopelessly behind sciénce and invention. Our
ethics is adjusted not-to the possibilities of the
new, but to the limifations of the old economic
order. And this new ethics must be no less
progressive than science itself, and as free from
reactionary elements: A new, realistic moral

\ science is the need of the day — a science as
\free of superstition, religious dogmatism, and
‘metaphysical mythology as modern cosmog-
ﬁny and philosophy already are, and permeated
at the same time with those higher feelings and
brighter hopes which a thorough knowledge of
man and his history can breathe into men’s
breasts.” Such a desideratum, a morality cal-
culated, yet not cold, Prince Kropotkin does not
despair of attaining, and he scouts with a most
scornful civility the Brunetieres who proclaim
the bankruptcy of science, and the sentimental-
ists who seek moral certitude in traditional
faiths the very basis of which they profoundly
disbelieve:~One must adu.ire the courage that
would choose social despair rather than accept
an - irrational cure for the evils of society;
one must commend the optimism that not only
seeks a vigorously scientific ethics, but believes
it can be imposed upon the thoughtless major-
ity. -

yAnd this point of application remains vir-
tually untouched even after “mutual aid,” 'the
cardifial principle of Prince Kropotkin's
system, has been thoroughly expounded. Many
people will remember the delightful essays in
which Prince Kropotkin, elaborating a hint of
Darwin’s, showed that what we call the mioral
instincts and claim solely for human kind are
found far down in the scale of animal creation,
For the good of the group, the beasts even will
sacrifice convenience and often life. Discipline
is enforced and justice administered among
many classes of birds. The higher one goes in
every class the more complete is the identifica-
tion of the individual with the interests of his
group, so that bees and ants, for example, are
not unreasonably held before collective man for
his guidance. In fine: “It appears that not

only Nature does not give us a lesson of
a-moralism, which needs to ‘be corrected by
some extra-natural influence, but we are bound
to recognize that the very ideas of bad and
good, and man’s abstractions concerning ‘the
supreme good’ and ‘the lowest evil,” have been
borrowed from Nature. . . . They contain. the
fundamental principles of equity and mutual
sympathy, which apply to all sentient beings,
just as mechanical truths derived from obser-
vation on the surface of the earth apply to mat-
ter everywhere in the stellar spaces.”

So the great Russian idealist takes issue with
all egotistical theories of morals, and findg in
the habits of our animal friends the origin find
the confirmation of a revised social utilitarfan-
ism. In other words, he attempts to give scien-
tific warrant for all the altruisms which science
has denied or turned over reluctantly to re-
ligion. Social progress, in his beligf, lies
simply in the increasing acceptance of “mutual
aid” as a guiding motive. And here, of course,
arises the very practical problem, How is the
principle to be spread broadcast? Here Prince
Kropotkin candidly admits the difficulty of
establishing a scale{)y which the individual may
estimate his reasonable personal surrender to
the common welfare, and turns-6ver-eloquently
but vaguely the work of propaganda to “poets”
who are to produce in the throng “those very
ecstasies which were formerly considered as
belonging exclusively to the province of relig-
ion.” It need hardly to be said that our sup-
posed rational basis of ethics would fare ill
in such transmission. Granted that the basis
of morals is evolutionary, it is hard to see how
the personal color that such a “poet” must in-
evitably give to the pure doctrine would be in
any way more rational than the supernatural
warrant claimed by the prophets andMessiahs
of old. Nor is it clear to us that the mass’
which obeys but languidly the great ethical
leaders of the past will soon consider the
ways of the ant and be wise

And yet we believe that Prince Kropotkin’s
lofty mode of thought is valuable for the ideal
it holds up and for the rebuke it administers
to recreant or discouraged children of-a scien-
tific age. It is a“fair challenge to the new
industrialism to require it to justify its exist-
ence by showing that it has increased the gen-
eral well-being; while it is an added stimulus
to rationalism to realize that the dearest in-
stincts of human.nature may receive scientific
validity without sacrificing their human
efficacy. So if the prophets of Prince Kropot-
kin’s kind never quite show us thé way out of
the wilderness, their passage at least makes the
air more fragrant while we wait for the reveal-
ing of the way. — New York Evening Post.

COMMENT. ~
“The proof of the pudding is in the eating,”
says a very plain proverb, which has strong
affinities with the scientific inductive philoso-
phy; yet recalls the saying 'of a great intui-
tionlist: “By their fruits ye shall know them.’

“If the teachings of the Russian humanitarians. :

result in no practical good works, then they are
“idwlist/s," preachers of a barren faith, which is
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“dead, being alone.” But if their doctrine give

rise to consecrated lives, sublimé deaths, mar-

tyrdoms, social regeneration on a scale which,
tho limited, increases amidst the flames of per-
secution, then there is something suspicious in
the sté;einenrq that it does “not quite ‘show us
the way out'of the wilderness,” and “sets be-
fore nations apocalyptic visions of a trans-
figured state to which, however, it builds not
geven a cloud bridge.,” Because, there are none
so blind as those who will not see; and qui
male agit odit lucem. Then, too, even the com-
parison with the Stoics is unjust to the Russian
humanitarians. Stoicism was an aged effeté
philosophy before Epictetus or Marcus Aure-
lius was born. It was muniﬁcentl&’patr&nized;
introduced into Rome by Panztius under the
Republic; wrought int® the eclectic systems of
Cicero and Seneca, illustrated by the life and
death of Cato (Minor) ; and stated in its na-
tive country;?ong before it fell back in despair
on “the individual,” under a decaying civiliza-
tion, ,wﬁich, tho it was eminently social and po-
litical, it had failed tosave. The Russian human-
iitarians are a school of yesterday. The most
plausible criticism on their method is that
its results are still in the eggshell. But they have
come thru blood and fire. They have been
called enemies of human nature, of morality, of
society, of Godt- They have, however, by shear
force of reason, conquered the attention of the
world already. They will sustain a“parallel with
the society of Blandina a good deal better than
with that of Marcus Aurelius. They are much
more like, in historic attitude and significance,
to the Christians of his time than to himself.

Peter Kropotkin is an.Anarchist. He has
been a prisoner, and is an exile, for being an
Anarchist. He would not’be_allowed to visit
the United States again, as he did in 1991, un-
less, indeed, ex-secretary Curtail-You and
his set have exhausted their capacity for
makir\g asses of themselves in the John Turner
case. |He is one of those whom the president
said, in his first inaugural, ought all to be held
guilty ‘of murder as accessories. ‘These
facts are usually ignored by the critics
who  patronizingly describe this brilliant
cultivator of the positive physical scien-
ces as an amiable dreamer. But they
are familiar to every reader of his “Auto-
biography,” which is in every public library.
There is no more doubt that Peter Kropotkin
is the most actively militant Anarchist agitator
in Europe than that he is an honored and prin-
cipal contributor to the Encyclopadia Britan-
nica, the Popular Science M. onthly, etc.

What, then, have been the actual fruits of
Anarchism? Remember it is a thing of yester-
day. Until about 1848 it had not even a name.

Tum neque nomen erat, aut hones aut gloria,
monti. UntiLthe rupture of the International,
in 1872, it had no organization. Tt is younger
than Christianity was, not under Marcus Aure-
lius only, but even Nero. It is younger than
Protestantism was under Mary. It has had to
fight as hard as both; and, even allowing for
difference in the means of dissemigaﬁng ideas;
it has spread faster than either. Vital power,
capacity to live and grow, it has shown in far
higher measure within forty years than Stoi-
cism in four hundred. Capacity ‘to triumph over
resistance, it has shéwn in a measure which
makes the comparison ridiculous. Stoicism wil-
ted at the frown of Vespasian, and vanished be-
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fore the grimace of Commodus. Anarchism
thinks it has condescended if it is aware that
Mr. Roosevelt abuses it, op that Mr. Wettin
plays bacarat.. Power, then, is one of the fruits
of Anarchism. It is no “garrulous, canting,
wrangling philosophy,” as Macaulay said of
Stoicism. Its severest critic will not deny that
it shows. abundant practicality.

The High practical virtues of the individual
Anarchists are no doubt the secret of their suc-
cess — supposing the virtues themselves to be
first explained. The blood of martyrs has long
been regarded as the seed of faith. It is true
there have been sects.whose desperate fanati-
cism furnished such seed; but who, having
nothing but fanaticism, soon became extinct,
like grain without life in it. The Circumcellious,
White Doves, Sicarrii, etc., are examples. But
the Anarchists are not an example of that sort.
In 1887 the cry of their enemies was “Anarch-
ism is dead!” In 1894 it was, “We must do
something to stop the increase of Anarchism!”
In 1901, a whisper ran thru the land, arresting
the first howl for riot and massacre suddenly:
“The increase of Anarchism has gone too far
to be stopped”” At that rate in 1908 it should
be: “We are all Anarchists now!” Doubtless"
very silly speakers and writers, addressing very

ignorant readers and listeners, still try to class °

Anarchists with Circumcellious, White Doves,
Sicarii, etc. But they are no longer worth our
notice. This remonstrance i3 not addressed (c/) a
demagogue, but to a critic — not to the Tory
candidate for the presidency, but to the editor
of the New York Evening Post. He does not
need to be told that the success of the Russian
Anarchists is largely dus to their personal
grandeur, He calls them “humanitarians.”
He is aware that Tolstoy is an Anarchist; that
Ibsen is an Anarchist; that Reclus is an An-
archist, who narrowly escaped being murdered
by the hoary butcher Thiers; that Kropotkin,
the typical revolutionary Anarchist, is univer-
sally recognized (by those better informed than
Roosevelt or Curtail-You) as one of the master-
minds among scientists, alike qualified to keep
readers of the principal American magazine in
physics informed on the latest discoveries in all

branches, or to modify the speculations of that

very Darwin whose misfortune was gravely
said to be that he knew more of his subject
than any other man living. Perhaps, hewever,
our critic thinks that Anarchists like these are
few. For he scems thruout his article to in-
sinuate, while praising them, that they lack a
hold upon “the masses” — however those two
words should be divided.

Of course men as great as these are raré
among Anarchists, as they always have been
everywhere. But nothing is so contagious as
virtue; and if we look for that among ordinary
Anarchists we shall find it far more widely
spread than learning like that of Kropotkin or
poetic genius like that of Tolstoy. How hap-
pens it that Tolstoy can address the “Great
White Czar” as Elijah addressed Zhab, and
not have to hide himself like Elijah ? Why was
it easy to hang Anarchists here upon the Roose-
veltian principle in 1887, but impossible in
19017  Surely it is not because they had no
hold on the masses. It was because, in spite of
Roosevelt, and Garys, and Curtail-Yous, and
stupidity, the masses had partly learned to un-
derstand them. And it is only on the moral
side the masses‘are accessible from such heights.

~
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A little reading of the Anarchist press would
soon show our critic that a large proportion of
Anarchists are no Tolstoys — that they are a].
:ﬁqst-‘as anti-Malthusian as Roosevelt, and as
much opposed to important lines- of ‘scientific
progress as Dowie, in short that they do not
know. much. But their “failings lean to vir-
tue’s side.” They oppose vivisection and Mal-
thusianism because they* ignorantly suppose
them to be cruel. High intelligence is not unis
versal among Anarchists. Eager humanity is.

It would be observed that the elevated moral

.standard, in which all Anarchists agree, is

wholly independent of convention. In the three
countries where Anarchism is exefcising most
inflience — France, Russia, and the United
States, — it is intimately associated with eman-
cipation of women. If you do not know what
that means, the nearest libeller of Anarchism—
‘who may e found in the nearest pulpit or the
nearest grog-shop—indifferently can inform
you. That it means no harm, is one of those
things you must learn for yourself. But among
the thousands of .private families which have
adopted it in theory and practice, a marked dif-
*ference from their neighbors is seen only when
they are called to prove their better faith in a
way as little suggestive of Stoicism as Philistin-
ism. There was nothing about Blandina to re-
call either the Empress Faustina or the Prin-
cess of Saxony. With Emma Goldman, Louise
Michel, or Hessy Helfman, she might be com-
pared, and not made ridiculous either.~
That our critic should not have remarked the
destructive revolutionary, emancipating charac-
ter of Russian humanitarian ethics would be
remarkable, but that critics, since the one whs.h}.
sifted the grain for Apollo, have had an uncrit-
ical habit of dbserving what looks weak about
the author criticized .in preference to what is
manifestly strong. Kropotkin says the first need
of ethics is “a justification.” Not how our mo-
ral sense originates, but wharﬁ'otﬁfe we have
for cultivating-it, is the practical problem. He
also says its greatest need is to effect “a synthe-
sis — not a compromise” — between egoism
and altruism. The solution of both difficulties
finds in this truth, that the ethical life is the
life’of full individual development. Adam Smith
long ago traced all actions to sympathy in his
“Theory of the Moral Sentiments,” and all
actions to greed in his “Wealth of Nations.” He
did not attempt to resolve the paradox; but
Suckle and others have to a great extent resol-
ved it since. All properly individual action does
spring from sympathy. But "corporate action,
like the working power of a slave-gang is lim-
ited by the capacity of those members who
amount to least. That on which all of a church,
party, nation, clique, etc., can agree, is what the
best have in common with the worst: and the
determinig cause of a coorporation’s actions
is therefore selfishness, as little relieved by the
sympathy which measures personal force of
character as possible. He, therefore,"wh obeys
an external law of any kind, must be exception-
ally mean if he does not behave worse than he
would without it; hesvho cuts loose from the
world’s standards, will almost certainly bé bets,
ter than the world. That this is exactly the re-
verse of time-honored moral teaching need not
be said. To follow the custom of one’s neigh-/~ T
borheod, is the barbarian’s sole idea of obliga;/
tion. V\ch the "Greek, it heeame a little eleva-
ted — it 'was to act well one’s part; but still
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- one’s,part in society. ChriStianity excited re-
- nunciation of the world ; but soon made a new
world within the cloister, which was no better.-
Protestantism first decidedly brought the man
and his capscienc\a together. Thus Anarchism
is the climi‘x of an Zonian movement begin-
‘ning with the /evolution of man, — the
movement which has raised us out of
devil - worshippers and cannibals. For con-
venience, Kropotkin  has described it in
terms of a moral movement. But our
critic has “been sifting Kropotkin’s wheat
and taking the chaff for his reward when he de-
etcts one sentence to prove that Kropotkin re-
lies for propaganda u;?on “poets.”  Kropot-
kin perfectly knows that tho poets — who are
prophets — save many individual souls, one in-
vention like that of illumiflting-gas does mote
to moralize society than all the gas which has
been set to music since “David’s harp of solemn
sound.” In other words, he knows that the
movement is mainly intellectual. The strength
of the Anarchist doctrine that to conform is to
be wicked, to be wicked is to be weak, and to be
weak is to be miserable, lies mainly in their
scientific character. For tho virtue is more
contagious than vaccine, knowledge is required
to eliminate moral small pox. Novel as they
are, these doctrines may be said to have con-
quered the world. The movement away from
corporate barbarism into personal civilization
is proceeding with unprecedented rapidity since
it took the form of Anarchism, because in that
form it attains the acme of direct energy. As
science, it states by the mouth of Lombroso
that penal laws, like other laws, do nothing but
increase crime. As att, it dominates the great
works of France and Russia- during the last
twenty years. For other natfons—have they
produced any great works of art during that
time? If not, why not? I say that Anarchism
has already virtually conquered the world, be-
cause it \has_conqeuered the world’s art and
science, What remains to conquer, after that/?_[
Even Rooé‘fveit airs his contempt for law, and
cants about™ the strenuous life.”” If there be
anything over which we do not need to worry,
it is “the way out of the wilderness.”” The way
is with the current. C. L. JaMEs.

The Integral Life.

A FORECAST OF THE FUTURE.

Anarchists, when asked for a social program,
very properly answer: we have none. When
liberty is assured to every individual, the inter-
nal forces — emotions, desires, determinations
— which actuate men and women, will develope
an order of society suited to their several and
common desires and requirements; just as, un-
doubtedly, they have developed the present or-
der, (?) imperfect as it appéars to us. We,
whose ideas. desires and requirements, have
outgrown the pfesent order, see and feel its im-
_perfections, and~wish to change it to one which
more nearly accords-with the life we seek. It
is true, however, that many of us have some
idea of the form which society will assume in
the future; because we know some of the
things and conditions we now require, and
which the present order does not furnish or
permit. But, inasmuch as, with every change
of conditions in the direction o1 freedom, will
come a change in the character of the individual,
which in its turn will demand and create still
other conditions, it is evident that:no progran
unless expressed in the most general terms, is
likely to prove correct. ;

Nevertheless it may be permitted us to in-
dulge in forecasts, — to build “castles in the
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air” — even as poets and seers indulge ; and
to give them to the world for what they are
worth.. The following, while in some sort a
castle in the air, has nevertheless its founda-
tions on the earth, and is builded of stones hewn
from the quarry of nature.

_Reader, have you ever taken part in tableaux
vivants, and had to stand, say, with extended
arms, or with the body in a constrained po-
sition for a minute or two? Then you know
how the muscles tire, and begin to tremble, and
what a blessed relief it is whén curtain i$ rung
down, and you are free to resume the equili-
brium of repose. As an occasional experience,
what with the companionship of your fellow-
posers, the lights, the music, and the applause,
this strain of muscle, attention and purpose
forms a delightful episode. But, suppose you
should have to repeat the same pose, at the
shortest possible intervals, for three, six, or ten
hours at a stretch, simply to “make your liv-
ing;” would it then prove so delightful, or
wotlld ith€ wearisome even to disgust? Change,
variety of activity, is one of the essentials of
continued enjoyment, and without enjoyment,
what is life worth? Variety of occupation,
change of scene, breaks in the continuity of at-
tention by shifting its object, is as necessary to
the enjoyment of life, as a varied diet is, to the
satisfaction of the appetite.

Now the integral life — the life T sing — is
a life wherein every part and faculty of the in-
dividual has opportunity to perform its func-
tion, and is in fact exercised in alternation and
due proportion with every other part. Such a
life will necessarily result in, and consist of the

highest enjoyment of which the organism is -

capable. But in order to this life, and as part

/

substitutes for these and other useful and inter-.
esting occupations. There is no reason how- .
ever in the nature of things, why this alterna-
tion- shotild not be the rule of life with all, in-
stead of the exception. ;

These exceptions, by the way — and every
one’s experience can furnish a number of such,
— are indications of the natural reaching out
for a fuller and broader life than the common
work-a-day routine furnishes, People with
“fads” are cases in point and the ftumerous fra-
ternal societies secret or otherwise, clubs, asso-
ciations, orders, etc., wherein the members, in
rotation or by election, perform the various
functions pertaining to social or business organ-
izationts; and certain benefits of membership .
(quasi citizenship) are shared by all the parti-
cipants, are indications of this same wide-
spread desire to enjoy more of life than com- .
mon citizenship places within reach: and this
in addition to the special objects or missions of
the respective societies.

There is however, a reason why it is not the
rule; and this is=to be found in the unwise
search for riches — abundance of things in
possession — as the great good of life. But
surely, healthy and happy men and women and
children, well fed, well clothed and comfortably
housed, with leisure for social intercourse and
amusement are much more to be desired in a
natione than an abundance of marketable com-
madities intended for exportatigh — things
w%b possess “exchange value.” The “balance
of tyade,” which means the importation of gold,
and the exportation of useful articles — wheat,
cotton, timber, and manufactured goods in
excess of the useful articles imported, can not be

msidered an indication of real prosperity j*nor

of it, activity and experience in various regions ¢can it possibly conduce to the wealth of a na-

and departments of nature is required and first
and especially in those which contribute to the
satisfaction of fundamental demands as those
for food clothing, habitation, society, amuse-
ment, and the intimate associations connected
with the generation and rearing of offspring.

This life is so widely different fromr the-
fractional life — which for most of us is the
rule — wherein only one part, one faculty, or
exceptionally two or three, are habitually exer-
cised, that very few people consider it possible;
and there arc not many who comprehend its
desirableness. Some of us indeed, have caught
a glimpse — nebulous at best — of its blessed-
ness; and desire to make it possible, -and to
realize it in our experience.

Nature, you may say, is so vast in extent,
and work so various in kind, as tanake it im-
possible for single individuals to expérience and
participate in anything but a small fraction of
either one or the other. This is doubtless true.
But, on the other hand, the human organism is
so constituted as to be fitted for, and to demand}>
a great variety of work and extensive transac-
tions with nature ; and as a matter of fact we sce
here and_there individuals who make excursions
into departments of knowledge and acquire-.
skill in handicrafts and the @sthetic arts entirely
foreign to their daily employment: even the
common laborers and mechanics in their scanty
leisure time study music, sing and perform on
the violin, flute and trombone, or acquire a
knowledge of foreign languages, and science.
Elihu Burritt, “the learned blacksmith,” while
working at the forge, studied languages; Hugh
Miller, a laborer in the stone quarries of Cro-
marty, and later a stone-mason, studied geology
and paleontology, to such lengths as to become
an authority on these subjects. Professional
men, statesmen and philosophers not unfre-
quently seek relief from the monotony o their
specialties, and make their leisure hours rich in
enjoyment by working at cabinet-making or
gardening, ‘at blacksmithing, wood-chopping or
fishing. Herbert Spencer, when “run,down”
by his work as philosopher and litterateur, took/
to salmon-fishing ; Gladstone and Horace Gree-
lev alternated their politics and literature with
agriculture and felling trees. Our athletic
sports, Cricket, Rowing, B:'ise-ball. Foot-ball.
ctc., all good enopgh in their \Q\ay, are merely

-

tion; for the gold is useless until it be parted
with — exchanged for something useful, some-
thing which sustains or enhances life.

If we loak at the positive benefits which this
integral life would bring, in its change and al- -
ternation of industrial pursuit, it is casy to
sce that they comprise a multiplicity and varia-
“tion of enjoyments, gnd consequently an ampli-_
fication of life. And its negative beneficence is
not hard to perceive: it provides against and
abolishes, the exhaustion and disgust, the weari-
ness and loss of interest in life which uniformly
accompany and follow on long-continued gctiv-
ity of a single part or function, or fh#uninter-
rupted occupation of'the mind with a single ob-
ject or pursuit. Moreover, it will abolish many
of the vain and unhappy longings caused by the
frustrated impulses to activity of organs lying
unused and fallow, and the thwarted desire of
the active and inquiring mind for knowledge
and experience in regions of nature and art
other than those already become familiar.

Is life worth living? At first blush, the
question would seem fatuous, but with many
people at the present time, and those not the
most ignorant, it is a question of serious import.

And the reason is not to be sought from afar.

With an organism of great complexity, of
varied wants, of impulses to activity!in many di-
rections, such as constitutes a human being;
with the exigencies of life under existing con-
ditions, requiring — nay compelling — over-
activity of one, or perhaps a few organs, while
the rest of the body and -mind isxcondemned to
nearly total inactivity; what is the inevitable
result? Ennui the most intense. With the so-
called laboring man,—the hewer of wood, and
drawer of water, and mender of roads, the
blacksmith’s striker, and digger of ditches, —
it is the muscles which are over-taxed, while tije”
intellectual and emotional faculties are deprived
of opportunity for activity: with jthe profes-
sional man, on the contrary, it is the brain whichg
is overworked ; and the mugéles, either in single
action, or in coordinated and purposeful com-<
bination, are neglected and unused. This disuse
inevitably leads to more or less of atrophy. The
resultihg nervous exhaustion’ and mental . or
muscular fatigue as the case may be and simul-
taneously, the unsatisfied desire for activity in .
Continued on page 5)
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By the Wayside,

The letter that Roosevelt was supposed to
have written to Michael Donnelly was one that
a president of i.telligence a.d integrity should
have written, according to the Evening Post,
but Roosevelt denies the authorship.

* o %

Since the iron and steel trust has reduced the
wages of its employes, the world is informed
that the “earnings” of the corporation in the
quarter ending September 30 will approximate
$18,000,000, And yet the toilers accepted the
reduction in wages almost without a murmer.

* ok

The International Wood-W orker reminds the
Socialist parties that the wage-workers do not
number 35 per cent of the voters of thiscountry,
a great percentage of whom are members of the
Catholic church, and that for-these reasons the
“political triumph of a Socialist party is an utter
impossibility.”

x % %

“I do not think the last two issues of FRree
Sociery will excite much interest among its
readers: fault-finding is tiresome,” says a
friend of the paper in a private letter. “I am
glad to see the paper getting lively for the last
few weeks:
wearisome,” writes another reader. “Peccavi!”

cried the editor.
® % %

“Sacred confusion; have mercy upon thy
diciples!” exclaims a. Socialist organ in com-
menting upon the suggestion that during a
general strike “the toilers will take bread where
it can be found.” “If-the bakers stop working
and the housewives quit baking,”, the' paper
“where is the bread to come from?” Hold

“on, sacred simplicity. Who said that the house-
wives and bakers should quit baking? During

~
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a partial strike-at Barcelona, Spain, about two
years ago, the bakers continued to work and
supplied themselves and their brothers on
strike with-bread, only excluding the military
and other parasites in society from the blessings
of “‘free consumption.” By the way, the uni-
versal strill ‘is being highly commended by the
leading spirits of Social Democracy as an excel-
lent means to achieve “political rights,” and a
“confused” soul is confronted with_ the query,
What are the people going to eat when the So-
cialists decide to proclaim a general strike? Will

our Socialist friends ‘enlighten a curious soul?
* ox *

The Japanese Socialist organ, Heimin Shim-
bun, gives its opponents some hard nuts to
crack. If individual violence cannot be justi-
fied, the editor argues, under the pretext of
maintaining law an®rder and the preservation
of life, then it is plain that collective violence,
such as wars and punishment, can no more be
justified from the standpoint of the established
moral code. And if preachers, statesmen, and
scholars defend war on the ground that a na-
tion is justified in resisting “the encroachments

: of other nations by force in order to maintain

its own existence,” then the laborer whose ex-
istence is threatened by the robberies of capital-
ism is also justified in resorting to violence in
order to maintain his life and we'fare. “When
a man’s life is threatened by a robber or a
violent fellow, the right of self-defense is
recognized by society, vet these cases are few in
proportion of those in which man’s existence
is endangered by the lack of employment,” and
when they can find no work “their existence is
plainly endangered not by their own fault,” and
“if existence is the supreme good, lahorers may
well assert their right of sélf-defense by robbing
capitalists or society.” 'This is not our idea of
morality. the editor concludes, but the defen-

ders 1 r 2id violence can come to no other
lpzi < n UTf the mia'ence of lahorers
a e ji the that f =~tans connot

he ju-tified.”

4 \ * k%

Rev, E. G. Updike, of Madison, Wis., pre-
dicts that a great conflict between “corporate
wealth and the people” is imminent in this
country, but the “divine” is confident that “the
people will establish a government of the
people and by the people and for the people,”
which  shall bring about the millennium,
Heavens, is history and its lessons of no avail
to these well-meaning but harmful reformers ?
Are we not supposed to live under a govern-
ment of the people? Since the migration of the
Roman toilers to the holy mountain (secessio
in montem sacrum) tyrannized mankind has
been deluded by these catchwords “of, for, and

by the people;” only to find that the “dear
people” had been duped. The revolutionary

forefathers of this country provided this nation

philosophical dissertations are—With the “Declaration of Independence and a

“government of the people”. Both are being

worshipped, altho the famous document “of in-"f

dependence was a still-born child and . the
people’s government has developed all the attri-
butes of an autocratic monarchy — the prop of
the rich and the scourge of the toilers.
“Government requires force,” says J. Wilson in
his book “The New Dispenisation,” and the per-
usal of which would not hatm Rev. Updike,
“because it is always in.the wrong, and because
it always opposes the wishes and sentiments of
the people.” . . . “Freemen need no laws; and
{

brave men will not tolerate. them, Laws are for

slaves only.”
* * x

The end of class struggles and class. rule, of master
and slave, of ignorance and vice, of poverty and
shame, of cruelty and crime — the birth of freedom,
the dawn of brotherhood, the beginning of man. That
is the demand. This is Socialism. — Eucene V.
Dess.

Yes, that are some of the phases of Socialism,
but not of Social Democracy, with its narrow
platform and the belief in majority rule, both of
which are incompatible with the free develop-
ment of man. Socialism includes every school
of thought which endeavors to obtain a state:
of society in which the recognized ills shall be
eliminated and be in accordance with the aspir-
ations and ideals of so-called utopians. . These
aspirations are the result of the ever present
desire to. free ourselves from the misery and
strife prevalent in society and the continual in-
tellectual growth of striving mankind. The at-
tempt to realize our ideals and aspirations thry
the ballot-boox is as absurd as if the scientists
would determine the truth or falsity of their
researches by a majority of votes. Socidlism
is the product of knowledge, of freedom of

thought, of experience, and to bring about its”

consummation men must be free to expcrimeXt,
to live their own lives, regardless of platforris
and parties. To subject our ideal and knowl-
edge to platforms, is to assume that we can ar-
rest intellectual growth, hence the intolerance
and stagnation of thought in political pdrties;
and to subject our knowledge and aspirations to
the decision of a majority, is to degrade our-

selves below the beast.
* *x %

In speaking of the calling out of troops
against strikers, the Soéialist party organ of
Switzerland, the Greitlianer, says among other
things:

We are of the opinion that governments are only
in rare cases culpable. . . . As regards the strike-
breakers, we have no right to prevent them from
working.  But the question whether an augmented
police force would not furnish the necessary protec-
tion can certainly be raised. . . . But the most abortive
means of combat in the labor movement is the re-
fusal of military service. It is revolutionary in the
wrong sense of the term, for it\attl;;cks the founda-
tion of government, and it is the fight and duty of
the executive power to uphold order.

Now, since we are told by a Socialist party
organ “that governments are only in rare cases
culpable” (consequenly the rebellious workers
are the real culprits); that they agree with
Parry as regards the interference with strike-
beakers ; that a larger-police force is necessary
“to protect thé citizens and property,” as the
editor says in No. 97 of the Griitlianer; .and
finally—which caps the climax of opportunism
— “that the refusal of military  service
revolutionary in the wrong sence of the
term because it strikes at the foundation of
government” — T hope we will no longer be
accused of misrepresentatoins and wanton at-
tacks.. And, let it be remembered, it is not the
mere desire of fault-finding which_prompts us
to devote so much space to the disclosure of the
doings of the Socialist political parties. It is
my honest opinion, verified by events, that So-
cial Democracy in its present course is seriously
imperiling industrial emancipation and/ social
progress. INTERLOPER.

. Theology ever tries to block evolution, and
its chief characteristic is a lack of faith, — THE

'PHILISTINE,.

o
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The Integral Life.

(Continued from page 3)

other parts of the organism, together, produce
such disgust with .ourse.lvgs and the world, as
to prompt the inquiry: . is it worth while?

And a not inconsiderable number of our fel-

_Jows — of all occupations, and in every station

of society — answer the question, alas! in the
negative ; and slip out of life by one or other of
the scores of open doors. When however the in-
tegral life becomes the rule in human society,
such a question will rarely — very rarely — be
asked ; and that only under the most exceptional
and untoward circumstances.

The scienc€ of living things —- Biology —
show us that only thru functioning can an
organ be maintained in health and power: in-
deed it has been shown with tolerable clearness
that function is before the-organ, — a paradox
rather startling at first sight but easy of expla-
nation — for in the more simple form of life all
the operations are performed by the whole body,
indifferently : now, when a particular operation
or function is called for in greater force or fre-
quency by the surrounding conditions, certain
portions (cells) associate themselves togetherf
for that work, and in this manner form an or
gan. So we see that, organs have their genesis
— their beginnings — in the necessity and de-
mand for, and impulse towards function. Or-
gans grow and perfect themselves by exercise
(function) and the power of an organ increases
with its growth: the two things organ and
function are reciprocal in action. The same un-
derlying principle is applicable to the mind—the
intellect proper, and the feelings: activity of
one or the other in this or that direction
strengthens its power; and that for the simple
reason that the bodily organs_thru which these
mental traits are manifested,\receive, during
nd nutriment)
in proportion, than organs which‘\are quiescent;
and this extra supply of nutriment is continued
for a larger or shorter period after activity has
(temporarily) ceased.

From these considerations then, it is fairly
to be inferred that, in order to produce and
maintain perfect men and women, — and it is
only of such that a perfect society can be con-
stituted — we must make it possible, — and
natural impulses will make it imperative, —
that each and every individual may and shall

vary his activities so as to bring into play a

healthy growth of every part and family of his
being.  If I remember correctly concerning the
discussion preceding the constitution of Plato’s
Republic, one of the interlocutors defines Justice
as “the due proportion of things;” that is, the
due proportion of the various parts respectively,
to cach other and to the whole. Now, as justice
must be the foundation of a desirable and du-
rable society, it is of the highest importance to
estimate and approximately define the relative
value of human parts, functions, and opportuni-
ties and to order the lives of individuals in
such wise as to observe due proportion in their
use and enjoyment. :
Agriculture, using the word in its widest sig-
nification, is undoubtedly the fundamental, be-
cause the most necessary, occupation of a settled
human society. The production of food-stuffs,
in regularity and abundance is one of the es-
sential conditions of life where large numbers
of people are gathered together for permanent
associations. Almost of equal importance are
the productions of raw materials for clothing.
and the cutting down and hewing of forest trees
for the erection of dwelling houses. As an al-
ternative and complement to agriculture comes
bshing, and hunting for food supplies, and the

breeding and feeding-of tame animals not only

for fbod, but also for clothing a.Q’c’l,»shelter. Next
to these are the so-called mechanic arts—skill
and handicrafts, the making of tools, the weav-
ing of fabricg for'clothing, basket making and
pottery, the quarrying of stone, the makmg of
bricks, and the construction of dwellings.
Evidently there are in these employments
conditibns ‘giving opportunity for the exercise

_aries and under its sanction.
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of the basic faculties of man—muscle and brain
— in many different ways, as well as for the
coordinated raction of both, accorrding to the
dictates of necessity, and choice, and t& satisfy
thc. de§|re for social enjoyment. Thé agricul-
turist indeed, from the nature of his subject
and. occupation, has opportunity, for that alter-
nation of activities already insisted upon as a
condition of the integral life. The seasons pre-
scribe’ it, he must obey their behests. he
time required for the growth of many of his
staples, leaves him ample time for rest in the
intervals between periods of strenuous exertion.
As society is at present organized, however, the
agriculturist seems to be cut off from and denicd
many @sthetic enjoyments — music, the drama
and painting — and participation in the niore
purely intellectual pursuits. S

The reason of this divorcement of intellectual
and esthetic pursuits and enjoyment from the
life of the agricultural, lies, not in the natur
of things, but in the perverse arrangements o
our “boasted civilization — a civilization which
it is true dates back some thousands of years
and has therefore the prestige of age and an-
cestry, But which nevertheless is to be condem-
ned in many of its prominent features. Man
seems to have been continually” repeating what
the fabled builders of the tower of Babel did;
saying: “Let us build a.city and a tower, whose
top may reach unto heaven, and let us make to
ourselves a name, etc.” And Nemesis in the
shape of coufusion and disappointment contin-
ues to pursue close on the heels of his foolish
endeavors, just as in the days of the fabled
tower. RCr

Division of labor is the Shibboleth of civil-
ization! Specialization the road to perfection!
Jut a question is pertinent here: is it the road
to the perfection of the man, or of the thing
which the man makes?

So much has this idea of specialization and
the exclusive pursuit of one form of activity
thru life, permeated our civilization that, men
of science have incorporated it with their think-
ing, as tho it were a law of nature in connection
with human life. lLombroso, writing concern-
ing the Man of Genius and his relationship to
the Insane man, notes as a mark of insanity in
certain geniuses whom he particutarizes, that
they have written books on subjects foreign to
their vocations or professiong: an architect for
instance, writes on music, or \a sculptor on rel-
igion. It would appear %o a sober thinking
person, that, the ability to think and the desire
to express himself on subjects other than those
habitually and professionaly handled marked a
strong and active intellect, rather than a ten-
dency to insanity.

Without doubt specialization is a fact of na-
ture. Organization is specialization.  Special-
ization tends to ascertain cconomy of labor and
perfection of function. Dut it does not follow
that specialization in human socicty tends to
perfection of individuals. And I am onc of
those who. hold with the Gallilean teacher, that
institution and society were made for man, and
not man for institutions.

In parenthesis: speaking of institutions, it
may in passing be well to notice that of mar-
riage, and to consider its relations to the infe-
gral life. The Jewish and Christian Bible says
that in the beginning God blessed the man and
woman whom he had made, saying: “Be fruit-
ful and multiply and replenish the-garth.” We
know too that, this is the course-of nature,
which “neither laws nor locksmiths have been
able effectually to frustrate. Yet because of
the institution of marriage, — a purely human
convention, differing in its conditions with dif-
fering political arrangements and among dif-
ferent people, — which like the sabbath may be
good. enough in its way, the fruitfullness of
woman is condemned, except within its bound-
God, or Nature,
(whichever you will), says: Be fruit_ful: we
say: Be not fruitful except ye be married ; thus,

to quote again- the Gallilean teacher, making-the -

commandments of God of no effect by ofir tra-
ditions. ;

e
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To resume: we have a standing example of
the pernicjous effects of extreme specialization,
daily before our eyes. Observe how the divi-
sion of labor in connection with machinery and
out of such connection, reduces men to the level
of machines. Machine did I say? nay to the
level of parts of a machine — a cam, a wheel,
a lever! Look at the effect on a man of start-
ing and stopping a machine, for eight, ten,
twelve hours a day! : S5

But why pursue the subject farther: this is
not, surely, a revolutionary essay? No more so
than LeVerrier's calculation of the perturbation
of the planet Uranus, which led to the discov-
ery of that other planet — Neptune. In like
manner, a study of the perturbations of so-
ciety which have made a fractional life for
most people the rule instead of the integral
life, — so much more desirable, — may be
expected tow result in social arrangements ma-
king the latter.possible for all. The idea, let
it be understood, must go before action and
the fact ,even in the making of an axe or a
mouse-trap, much more so then in the building
of a city or the ordering of a commonwealth,
and still more so in the search for a desirable
way of life, wherein we may tread. Let no one
be deterred from seeking a better and fuller
life, by fear of the bugbear revolution! In-
dependent America is the result of revolution;
I'rance was freed from her aristocracy and
seignioral rights, by revolution; the divine right
of kings shown to be a myth by the deposition
and execution of Charles I and Louis XVI; the
inauguration of constitutional  government
came of revolution.  Revolution has changed
dynasties, overthrown oppressors, given liberty
to slaves, and cleared the way for the onward
march and<healthy growth of the people.

We are here dealing with life the life of
individuals. Now life may be considered from
two standpoints — from without and from
within.  As it appears to the philosopher view-
ing it from the outside; and as it appears to
the man himself in his experience. To the
philosopher on  the outside contemplating
human  society as at present constituted
twith its governors and governed, its upper
and lower classes, its machinery and claborate

division of labor, and more than all its enor-.

moys_output, when he sees the great majority
of the people continually at work, and a small
minority living in clegant idleness or engaged
in a busy round of mierely governing activities,
he is astonished and pleased with this brilliant
example of adaptation of means to an end.
Some to feed and others to be fed; some to
clothe, and others to prepare the clothing; the
many building houses for the few to live in,
and living themselves in hovels.  Industrial
and orderly multitudes;  wealthy and idle
groups;  beautiful, pampered, and richly,
adorned women; powerful ornaments; glo-
rious array; the heavens full of fiddles, and
the bands always playing!

But if we consider the matter from within—
take a subjective view, — the experience of
the multitude of actors in this admirably phi-
losophic arrangement, we see a very different
picture, The experience of the great multitude
we have seen consists of exhausting labor in
one or two directions only, and of thwarted
desire for free action in other directions, and
for other faculties. When to this is added the
experience of insufficient or inferior food, too
little opportunity for rest, social intercourse
and zsthetic enjoyments, the contrast between
this_picture and-that presented to the philos-
opher on the outside is great indeed.

A being with a structure fitted for varied
work, and a mind hospitable to new impres-
sions and ideas, to be condemned to waste his
energies for ten hours a day on some little
detail of work, as the pointing of pins, or the
filing of saw-teeth, is certainly neither logical
nor just. With bodies strong and vigorous,
with. muscles adapted to heavy labor, to be
confined to “keeping books’ '— making figures
all day and balancing accounts, just to inform
some drone how much money he -has gained in
i e
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his various transaction, is not making the most
of -the human organization -and ‘@pportunity.
To condemn some of our fellows, who love the
sunshine and the sight of field and flowers and
forest just as much as we, to work under-
ground eight, ten and more hours per day dig-
girlng coal is not working either justice ortight-
eoufsness

\

The economist will retort, however, by
showing the increased production of articles
for exportation — the increase of wealth ac-
cruing to the nation by this oppression of in-
dividuals. Wealth indeed! Is there any
wealth other than life? And can that nation
be. deemed wealthy, the’ larger number of
whose people are deprived of opportunity to
enjoy the sight of trees and sky and lake and
river, to hear the singing of birds, to breathe
the balmy air, to bask in the warm sunshine,
and to enjoy the rest for which their natures
continually do cry?

But look at the honey bee, they say! In the
hive you see complete division of labor, which
seems to. work to the satisfaction of every
member of the bee-community. Thus, they
say,-is fractional life—vindicated, and the ut-
most 'spcciglization shown to be advantageous.
Softly Mri Economist; softly my philosophic
friend! Let us examine into this matter 4 little
more closely.

The honey bee presents us it is frue with a
noteworthy example of a fractional life, as
viewed by a philosopher from the outside, A
fractional life which, as an economic arrange-
ment, is certainly beyond all praise. The bee-
society appears to be and is indeed an organ-
ization wherein certain of the individuals con-
stituting the society perform only one or at
most a few functions, while another individual
or group performs other and different func-
tions exclusively. The sterilized females —
sterilized by arrested development — constitu-
ting by many times the larger number, do the
main work for the community ; they gather
honéy -and pollen and wax, construct and fill
the combs, attend to the hatching of eggs and
the nurture of the pupe, and carry out the
debris from the hive. They are called worker
bees. The males, in only small number, do
no work proper; their only business in life is
to attend upon the queen bee and make sure of
her impregnation. The queen bee is the
mother of bees, but only to the extent o de-
positing eggs in the proper cells in order to
their being hatched. The result of the joint
labors of these three groups is:  First they
have all been fed; second their number has
been augmented by a new brood of bees; and
third the production of a store of honey and
wax, perhaps to serve as food during the win-
ter, perhaps to be caten by the philosopher and
economist. y

There is another side to this bee economy,
however. Long before civilized man became
acquainted with-the honey bee, the constitution
of the various groups had been developed as
we see them at present.” The workers are con-
stituted to find their life work and happiness
in collecting honey and wax and pollen, and
in caring for the eggs and offspring of the
queen bee. The drones or males have no
desire, nor need, to engage in the work of
gathering stores: their nature is to seek as-
sociation with the queen, to attend to the_perpe-
tuation of the species; and when their work is.
finished they are ruthlessly killed off by the
workers.

In these bees then, we have actually an ex-
ample of the integral life. Every individual
bee and every group lives the life for which
it and they are severally fitted; exercising in
freedom to the extent permitted by their en-
vironment every part and faculty of their organ-
With specialization of function is as-
sociated specialization of structure.  'Thus,
while the queen bee and the drones have a gay
time in performing their special functions and
while they fare sumptuously every day, the
workers appear also to enjoy life, humming
while they fly from flower to flower, filling

>
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their pockets with pollen and their crops with
nectar, and resting in the sunshine when weary
with their long flights. This is faultlessly
_beautiful. Then all follow their impulses,

[ gratify their desires, and doubtless are lmpp}{{
| They find their enjoyment in activity such
| as their structure impels them to engage in.
|~ Not thus however is it with human b.emgs;
/ for it is to be noted here that, except in one
particular namely that of sex, all human
beings are constituted alike in respect of bodily
structure. What the result of the division of
labor and specialization carried on for thon.}s-
ands and thousands of years would result in,
it is useless to inquire or guess. We deal here
with the present and the immediate future.

But can we contemplate with equanimity
among: bees, while- we retain the organization
such a state of things as we see existing
of human beings? How would the bulk of
the men relish the idea of celibacy, and con-
demnatip to perpetual labor, in order to feed
the favored few of their sex set apart for the
propagation of the race? How would the
women welcome an arrangement by which the
greater number of them were denied the joys
of sex-association and maternity in order to
devote themselves to providing and cooking
and serving food to their more favored sisters ?
how would they relish being made slaves to
these same highly favored sisters’ offspring—
rocking their cradles, washing their frocks,
combing their hair and singing their lullabies?
How would they like having to do the work of
the whole community and only have their
board and lodging for their pay? But this is
the logical outcome of specialization and divi-
sion of labor and to what end? hat more
honey may be made-and stored. For whom?
For the stranger to eat. And more wax for
whom? for exportation to be sure; for other
people to make candles of, to give light to
other lands!

It goes without saying that change of di-
rection in the mass means change of direction
in its constituent parts. Where the mass is
constituted of_discrete parts, change of direc-
tion must driginate in one or more of the
parts, and by communication of motion to the
others, (perhaps) ultimately change the direc-
tion of the whole.. Hurhan society, being con-
stituted of discrete parts, namely individual men
and women ; it follows that, in order to change
from the fractional life of the present regime
to the integral life herein crudely sketched in
its broad outlines merely, Jindividual men and
women must endeavor and commence to live in-
tegrally for themselves. This, as in the mechan-
ical case for illustration, will involve more or
less collision of parts, and more or less incon-
venience, and perhaps suffering to individuals.
It will bring also, however, the pleasure
and satisfaction of a return to nature’s ways
which are paths of peace. To a certain extent,
many will find the change of habits possible
and easy; many will find it difficult; but
every attempt to move in the right direction
will make it casier for succeeding efforts;
every individual beginning the new life will
aid others in their efforts to begin. It is use-
less attempting to disguise the fact however,
that the integral life involves an entire change
in our estimates of things. We must once for
all become convinced that a man’s life does

fnot consist in the abundance of the things he

_~possesses, but on the contrary in the acts
twhich he does. We must _cease to consider
“getting on in the world,” that is distancing
our fellows and competitors in the race for
life; we must cease to worship: the ,golden
calf, and cease to measure our success by the
size of our bank account.

In conclusion of the whole matter: the or-
ganization of man — male and female — re-
quires, in order to its full life and satisfac-
tion, that he shall have opportunity to engage,
in alternation, in several different kinds of ac-
tivity or labor. First — and this is of prime
importance’ — in_agriculture in some of its

departments or in some of its complements, ‘as.

fishing etc.; second, in some one, or eyer 4
veral mechanical, operations or handicrajys .
third, in what are called intellectual -
suits — scientific, literary, and asthetic, Ad.
ded to these for completeness -will be ftravel
and social converse — interchange of
amenities of life, and the conduct of anuse-
ments in friendly association. Complete iy
tegration of life for women must include y50-
ternity and the rearing of offspring, which
again involves, as a necessary factor, associa-
tion with men as men.. Celibacy means g
incomplete life, either for men or ‘women.
GEo. Pypury,

Herbert Spencer.
By P. Krororkin.

r‘Herbert Spencer, who was born in 1820 ang

died in December last, was one of the Brilliant
group of scientists to which Darwin, Huxley,
Lyell, J. S. Mill, Bain, and others, belonged in
Fingland, and which contributed-- very power-
fully to the glorious awakening of natural
science and the triumph of the inductive methol
which took place in the sixties.\AOn the other
hand, Spencer is connected with “such radicals
as Carlyle, Ruskin, and George Eliot, who un-
der the influence of Robert Owen, of the Four-
ierists and St. Simonians, and of the political
radicalism of the Chartists, gave a radical and
vaguely socialistic character to th& movement
of ideas in England between 186g-1870.

Spencer began as a railway gineer, then
became a writer on economics. * At this time
(1848-1852) he formed a friendship with the
physiologist George Lewes and his wife,* the
author of “Felix Holt,” “Adam Bede,” and
other novels of an advanced’ character, who
wrote under the pseudonym’ of George Lliot.
This remarkable woman, not yet forgiven by
British hypocrisy for having married Lewis
openly without intervention of Church or, State,
exercised a powerful influence on Spencer. In
1850 he wrote his best work, “Social Statics.”

He had ngt at that time that narrow respect
for bourgeois property and-that contempt for
the victims in the struggle for existence that we
find in his later works, and he pronounced hin-
self clearly in favor of land nationalisation.
There is a breath of idealism in the “Social
Statics.”

It is true-that Spencer never accepted the

State Socialism of Louis Blanc or the govern-
mental collectivism of Pecqueur and the Marx-
ist followers of the latter. He had already dc-
veloped his anti-government views in 1842 un-
der the title of “The, Proper Sphere of Govern-
ment.” But he recégnized that the land should
belong to the nation, and we find a breath of
Communism in some passages of the Statics.
. Later, ‘he revised this work and, attenuatcd
these passages, but he maintained his rebellion
against the usurpers of the land and against
all oppression, whether economic, political, in-
tellectual or religious. He, always protestatl
against the ynprincipled policy of the Conserva-
tives; at ?& time of the South African war he
openly expressed his blame of the English ag-
gression, and quite recently he declared himseli
strongly against the protection of the adven-
turer Chamberlain. All his life long he refuscd
the titles‘of nobility and decoration that were
offered to him, and when a university sent him
an honorific title he did not even acknowledge
it. - —

This explains the silence mainfained- aborit
Spencer by the robbers of ‘the upper classes.

The greatest service, however, rendered Iv
Spencer is not to be found in his “Social Sto-
tics,” but rather in the elaboration of his “Sy
thetic Philosophy,” which may be considered a-
the philosophic work of the nineteenth centur.

The philosophers of the eighteenth centur) .
and especialiy the Encyclopadists, had already
tried to construct’a synthetic philosophy of the

*) Not Lewes’ (wife, but Marian Evans, better
known as George Eliot, the novelistt, with whom
‘Lewes lived outside the marriage relation because he
sould not secure a divorce from his wife. AL
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amiverse, — a summary of all that is. essential
in our knowledge of nature and man; on the
plants and the stars, on the ph_ys:cal and chem-
ical forces (or rather the physical and chemical
movements of molecules), on the facts of vege-
table and animal life, on psychology, the life of
puman societies, the development of their ideas
and of their moral.ldeal. A “picture of nature,”
as HHolbach had tried to make it, from the fall
of the stone to the dream of the poet — the
whole conceived as material facts.

Later on Auguste Comte continued the same
vork. He tried to construct a positive philos-
ophy, which was to summarise the essentials of
our knowledge of nature, without any interven-
tion of gods, occult forces, or metaphysical for-
mule with their veiled allusion to supernatural
forces.

The positive philosdphy of Comte (what-
ever the English and Germans, who imagine
that they have not suffered its influence, may
say) impressed its mark on all the speculations
of the 19th century. It provoked that awake-
ning of the natural sciences™in the sixties, of
which we have wfitten in “Modern Science and
Anarchism.” - It' also inspired Mill, Huxley,
Bain, and all the Positivists and gave Spencer
the idea of constructing his Synthetic Philo-
so[)l\)‘.

But Comte’s philosophy, apart from the fun-
damental religious error, of which we speak
in the pamphlet just quoted, presented a form-
idable gap. Comte was not a naturalist. Zool-
ogy and botany were unknown to him. "He de-
nied the variability of the species. This obvi-
ously hindered him from conceiving evolution
and development as we conceive them at the
present day.

Already . in 1801 the great naturalist, La-
marck, giving a further development totheideas
of Buffon, affirmed that the various species of
plants and animals that now people the earth,
had developed gradually out of other species
of plants and animals which, under the influence
of the conditions amongst which they lived,
had acquired ever new forms. In a dry climate,
where evaporation is very great, the tissue of
leaves will change, leaves will even disappear
to give place to a hard and dry prickle. An ani-
mal forced to race thru deserts will gradually |
acquire lighter proportions than one that lives
in the mire of swamps. And so on. *

Everything continually changes in nature:
forms are not permanent, and both the plants
and the animals which we find nowadays are the
result of a slow adaptation to conditions that in
their turn are always changing.

But such was the reaction that reigned after
the great Revolution that these ideas of La-
marck were forgotten and boycotted. German
metaphysics ruled at that time, and reinstated,
together with the cult of royalty, the god of the

lebrews, and the immortal soul part and par-
cel of god.

Nevertheless the idea of natural development,
of evolution, was going its own way. If our
system of planets and our sun are the result of
2 slow development — as Laplace and Kant had
already proved them to be — why should not
the masses of nebulous matter that we see in
the starry sky represent worlds as yet un-
tormed?

Is not the universe a world of solar systems
Constantly evolving and starting afresh to in-
finity? If Buffon and Lamarck had already
thessed that the lion, the tiger, and the giraffe
a¢ so well fit-for the conditions in which they
'ive, because jt is those conditions which have
"ade them what they are, the facts that were
"'ng accumulated at the beginning of the cen-
0y or by travelling, constantly brought new
1700fs in favor- of the variability of the species.
. Transformism, ar'xcf thence the ever-renewed
t-velopment of new species, were ideas that
!"iposed themselves on men’s minds.

At the same time geology established that

ousands of centuries had passed before the
"5t fish, then 'the first lizards, then the first
- ds, then mammals, and at last man, had made
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their appearance on earth. “These ideas werl
very widely spread during the first half of the
century’ — only people did not dare to affirm
them q\penly. Even in 1840, when Chambers

“put thj"? into a system in a book, “Vestiges
of Credtion,” which created a great sensation,
he dl‘(] not dare confess his name, and hid his
identity so successfully that during forty years
no one could discover who had been the author
of the book.

It follows that when metaphysicians tell us
today that Hegel discovered, or even popula-
rised, the idea of change and evolution, these
gentlemen only prove that the history of the
natural sciences is as unknown to them as the
very alphabet. of these sciences and  their
method. S,

The idea of evolution had imposed itself in
all the fields of science. It was, therefore, ab-
-solutely necessagy to apply it to the interpreta-
tion of the natural system as a whole, to human
institutions, to religious and to moral ideas. It
was necessary, while maintaining the funda-
mental idea of Comte’s positive philosophy, to
extend it, so that it should embrace all that lives
_afid develops on earth. To this Spencer conse-

~ crated his life.

Like Darwin, he was physically of the
“weak.” Dut by submitting rigorously to a
physical and intellectual hygiene he managed
to complete this mighty task.

In truth he wrote a complete system of syn-
thetic philosophy, describing, firstly, physical
and chemical forces; then the life of innumer-
able suns, in formation or in decay, which
people the universe; then the evolution of our
solar system and of our planet. This forms the
“First Principles.” v .

After this comes the evolution of living be-
ings on our globe, treated in the “Principles of
Biology,”  This is a very technical book, to
which Spencer gives much original work, and
in which he shows how, by the action of chemi-
cal forces, life first appeared on our globe ; how
out of small collections of microscopic cellules,
the immense variety’of existing plants and ani-
mals, from the simplest to the most complex,
has been able to dewvelop gradually. Here
Spencer has in part preceded Darwin; and if
he was far from possessing Darwin’s knowledge
and having probed as deep as he had into cach
question, he sometimes had on the other hand
\greater and juster general views than those of

is great master and contemporary.

According to Spencer, new species of plants
and animals originate firstly, as Lamarck had
stated, in the direct influence of the environment
on the individuals. This he called “direct adap-
tation.” 'Then, these new variations, produced
cither by the dryness, the dampness, the cold or
warmth of the climate, or by the kind of nour-
ishment, etc. — if they are serious enough to
be of use in the struggle for existence will
permit those individuals who possess them, and
who are, therefore, the most fit, to survive and
to leave the healthier progeny. This is Darwin’s
survival of the fittest which was called by Spen-
cer “indirect adaptation.”

This double explanation of the origin of
species prevails today in science. - Darwin him-
self hastened to accept it. 1

The next part of Spencer’s philosophy,is his
“Principles of Psychology.” Iere he takes an
entirely materialistic point of view. He does not
use-the word “materialism.” But, like Bain,
he definitely leaves out all metaphysics, the soul,
and the rest. He lays the foundations of mate-
rialistic psychology.

Then he gives us the “Principles of Soci-
ology,” the foundation of the science of socie-
ties, based, as Comte had foreseen, on the grad-
ual development of customs and institutions.

Lastly, he gives us the “Principles of Ethics,”
that is to say — Morals. Two parts of this last
division — “The Data of Ethics” and “Justice,”
published separately in cheap editions, are very
generally known. 3

Thus we have a complete system of revolu-
jonz hilosophy.
it . o be continued.

{
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News from Comrade McQueen.

“McQueen, who in New Jersey is imprisoned
for pretty much the e reasons that the in-
mates of the Paris bastile at one time suffered
for the pleasure of the courtlings,”
Freiheit, “has again given a sign of life.
is not sick, but one can read between the lines
that to be buried alive is not to his taste. That
Kropotkin. has written him a sympathetic and
encouraging letter has filled him with joy. From
this it can be seen’that letters from friends are
greatly desired. All such communications he
can freely receive. Letters from the outside
world are restoratives for a prisoner, provided
that they contain no gossiping, for such stuff
has the effect of ratsbane.” Books and letters
should be addressed to Wm. McQueen, Drawer
N, State Prison, Trenton, N. J.

Letter-Box.

M. C., Baltimore. — Correct: “the writers
of Free Sociery are not infallible”; but if they
“misrepresent” or make “false statements con-
cerning Socialist parties,” the columns of the
paper are open to the political Socialists for a
reply.  If you will take the trouble to induce
your “German Socialist friend” to write for the
Socialist periodical, Griitlianer, Nos. g7 and 99,
which will cost you only a few pennies, ydu

will find that the editor not only justifieg the
calling out of troops against strikers, but§vin-
dicates all sotts of violence perpetrated by

governments, as is shown by “INTERLOPER” in
this issue.

1. AL E., Cripple Creek. — T think it hest not
to publish your article. It is more less a
personal affair; besides, inconsistency is not
appreciated even by our adversaries, As to
martyrdom, I am inclined to think the greatest
martyr is the man who lacks the courage of
his convictions. We do not “suffer” by being
persecuted — we derive satisfaction and plea-
sure from it. Regarding the term. “philosophic
Anarchist” I am as much at sea as your friend,
for so far 1 have not been able to learn the
distinction between  “philosophic  Anarchists”
and “Anarchiists,” unless the term “philoso-
phic’” implies that the bearer of the adjective is
determined to remain inactive until the millen-
nium has been prepared by those upon whom
he looks down as inferioor creatures.

Attention,

Kindly announce in ¥reg, Soctiry that the
St. Louis Debating Club has closed its doors
owing to the lack of interest on the part of the
comrades.

The different periodicals are requested to dis-
continue sending copies to the club. Communi-
cations regarding the propaganda should be
sent to the address given below. I. WACHTEL.

1110 Franklin Ave., St. Louis;, Mo.

Fof New York.

A concert and dance will be given by the fed-
crated groups of Russian-American Anarchists
on Saturday, November 5, 8 p. m., in the
Pacific Hall, 209 East Broadway. Ticket, 15

cents.

T

The German singing societies “Freiheit” will
give a grand vocal and instrumental concert
and dance on Sunday, November 6, 7 p. m., in
the New Yr}rk’ Minnerchor Hall, 203—207 E.
56th St. Tickets, 15 cents,

For Boston.

Under the auspices of the group “Progress,”
a concert and performance, “Thé Innocent
. Walking Delegate, or Justice by Force,” will
be given for the benefit of a library fund in
Paine’s Memorial Hall, 9 Appleton St., Sunday,
Nov. 6,7:30 p. m. Single tickets 20 cents; 35

cents for man and woman. :

says the ;
He!
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Book-List. History of, the French M. N, Ma'SEPS Bﬂﬂk stﬂfe eu? be paid at the fol.lo:inzzr:;:f"
Revolution. ALLEGUENY, Pa—H. Bauer, 73 Spring.

“Essays on the Social Problem”. ...
mosssssesiescnsescss.H. Addis 05
“The New Hedonism™...Grant Allen 05
Bakunin 05
10

' _“God and the State”......

“Whitman’s Ideal

Other Writings”. ...Helena Born 1.00

- ij Daughter; or, The Price
° of Virtue”... d!hehd Campbell 25

“Love’s i Seaewaah
...... b R e

“Evolution of the Family”........
....... ‘«..Jopathan Mayo Crane 05
t“Conduct and Profession™.... ...... =
“Crime and 10
“Realism in Literature and Art” 05
“Resist Not Evil.” 75
STolstoy i o 05
............ 10
“The Worm Turns” 10

“The Emancipation of Society from
Government”. . ..... Dallan Doyle 05

- t, Czolgosz, and Anarch-
R Jay Fox 03

“Moribund Society and Anarchy.”

Cloth, 60c........... Jean Grave 25
“Origintof Anarchism”..C. L. James 05

“Anarchism: Its Philm&y and

Ideal”...........Peter tkin 05
“Anarchist Communism: Its ﬁ-

sis and Principles” * 05
“An Appeal to the Young”..... “ 05
"Anuvxxilt Morality”. o 205
“Expropriation” ..... ces %08
“Field, Flctognmd Workshop” “ 45
“Law and Authority”.......... “_ 08
“M irs of a Revolutionist”... “ 2.00
“Mutual Aid, a Factor of Evolu-

tion” . 7 “ 200
" ized Vengeance”.. 03
“Paris Commune” “ 05

“The State: Its Historic Role”.. “ 10

“Lhe Wage System. Revolu-
(tionary Government”......... “ 06
“Socialism and Politics”. ...... “ 05
“The Coming Revival of Socialism™ 05
“Government Anal ”......Kelso 50
“The Economics of Anarchy”......
.................. er D. Lum 25
“Anarchy.” (Is It All a Dream?

Jas. F. Morton, Jr.)...Malatesta 10
“A Talk About Anarchist Commu-

nism Between Two Workers”.. “ 05
“A Chambermaid’s Diary”.....

...... cesena.. . Octave Mirl;;;x 20
“Do You Want Free Speech?”.....
.......... James F. Morton, Jr. 10

“The Deistic Pestilence”..John Most 05
“God and Government: The Siamese
Twins of Superstition”..W. Nevill 05
“The Pyramid of Tyranny”........
«+.++....F. Domela Nieuweuhuis 05
“A Citg‘lleu and Countryless World:
An Outline of Practical Co-opera-
tive Individualism.” Cloth Qr.e. oia

.................. Henry Olerich 50
“Mating or Marrying, Which?”. ...

.............. W. H. Van Ornum 05
“Sine Qua Non; or, The Core of Re-

Hglos®”. . 1200 Dr. m 10

Geo. Pybu
“Evolution and Revolution”...Reclus 05
“Pure Economy”......J. H. Rowell 10
“Pages of Socialist History”. ......
.................. W. Tcherkesoff 30
“Bethink Yourselves”, the Russ-

ian-Japanese War. Leo Tol-

BEOV.. a0 v b Sl cara deinse .10
“The Blavery of Our Times.” Cloth.

.................. Leo Tolstoy 75
“Our Worship of Primitive Social

Guesses”. .......... E. C. Walker 15

“Vice: Its Friends and Foes”... “ 15
“What the Young Need to
Know”

.................. el | ]

“Anarchy on Trial” ............ .05
“Social Democracy in Germany*

daver 02

“Responsibility and Suiidarj:y T I e

the Labor Struggle.” Nettlau .05
“Direct Action vs. Ifegislation.”” «

J. Blair Smith seserepeeaas 05
“The JNr:w _IDispcnsationA" Cloth.
“Living

Hopgh =0z O $l.$g

. Wilso
“Life “?!ﬂwut a Master:® 336 pp.
Cloth $1.50............ J. Wilson 1.00
“The Chicago Ma: ¢ The Famous
Speeches of the - ight. Anarchists
in Judge Gary’s Court; and Alt-
geld’s Reasons  for rdoning

Fielden, Neebe and Schwab”.... 25
Order f\iom Free Society.

By C.'L. JamEs.

A new history of the French Revolu-
tion, and a history written from a new
point of view—this is in little a charac-
terization of a work which is exciting
intelligent interest and apprecative eriti-
cism among historical scholars and read-
ers of history in genenl 2

The author of the work, C. L. James, is
in a literary as well as the physical sense
the son of his father, G. P. R. James,
who was well known both as a scholar
and imaginative writer to an older gen-
eration of book lovers. With a trained
literary faculty, an unbiased judgment,
and a capacity for painstaking investi-
gation and dation, he has produced
a piece of writing which cannot fail to
become better and better known as time
goes on, and which will take a place
among  authoritative pronouncement
upon those events which it chronicles.

C. L. James approaches the problem of
the French Revofntion in a thoroughly
scientific spirit, and iliates opposi-
tion at once by giving due consideration
to all the fabts having any importance in

that memotable strife.  But ere the
reader has gone very far into the book
he discovers that it is a vindication of
the human race in its long, long struggle
to free itself from restrictions upon its
liberty and life; in short, he discovers
that the author views the evil of the
French Revolution as a thing arising
mainly out of oppression—prior thereto
and authoritative interference during its
progress, and the good as those liberties |
which it gave to the world and which its
ideal and example predispose men to aug-
ment according to their strength and in-
dividuality.

Monarchic, democratic, religious his-
tories we have had; the French Revolu-
tion is now presented to us from a liber-
tarian point. of view.

Printed from large, new type on good
book’ paper, and handsomely bound in
cloth; 343 pp. Price $1, postpaid.

Order from Liberty Group, 427 Park
Ave., Chicago, TII.

SURE GURE FOR
»THAT WAR SPIRIT?”
CEN1S

Resist Not Evil 75 .conns

By Clarence S. Darrow.

Write for list of other I Darrow books.
——————

“Reveals a strong man at his mental

best.” — Chicage Tribune. .
THE COST OF
Something For Nothing . ..
By the late

John P. Altgeld
THE BOOK OF THE HOUR 112

Dealing fearlessly with recent social,
business and political developements,
the late Governor of Illinois warns
those who enter into the spirit of
modern business speculation and poli-
tical corruption that there is a moral
law which will exact swift and fearful
retribution from® those who transgress
it.

Every young man and woman should
read “The Cost of Something for
Nothing.”

12mo, cloth, gilt top
price $1.00 net
Is There An Agent For This
Work In Your Town ? Write
Us For Terms To Agents.

Send us IOICen?; for a Copy of
“BETHINK YOURSELVES”

Tolstoy's Famous Letter

{On the Russian-Japanese War

64 pages. The only complete 10 Cent-
Edition published in ‘America.

THE HAMMERSMARK
Publishing Co.

151-1568 Wabash Ave., CHICAGO, Il

-on hand.

194 EQ’ST BROADWAY

{New York
\_» \
\
The best ten plays of
HerpRIE IBSEN.

A Doll’s House,

Rosmerholm, 25¢.
The Lady of the Ses, 25¢.
The Wild Duck, 25¢.
Young Men’s League, 25¢.
Hedda Gabler, 50c.
‘The Master Builder, 50c.
The Pillars of Society, 25¢.
Ghosts, 25¢.

The Enemy of Society , 25¢.

The last three plays named are also
published in a cheap edition in one vol-
ume, cloth, and sold at >ve. or 40c. post-
paid. Y .

The above ten plays, paper, sent to one
address, postpaid, for &0

The same ten plays, seven in paper, to-
gether with the last three in one cloth
volume, sent postpaid for $2.25.

MAXIM GORKY’S.

“Orloff and his Wife” and seven other
stories; 485 pages, cloth, published at $1;
my price for the copies on hand, 45
cents, with postage, 60 cents.

LEO TOLSTOY’S.

“The Slavery of Our Times,” cloth,
published at $1.25; my price 40 cents;
with postage, so cents.

I have only a few copies of this book

“History of Civilization in
England.”

By Henry Thomas Buckle.
Three vols.,cloth, 1” mo., 1720 pages,
large type and good paper. This best
edition of Buckle's great work was
originally published at $3.00 a set. My
price is $3.25 or $3 60 postpaid.

~a

I have only a few sets on hand.
Walt Whitman’s‘Leaves6fGrass.
Elegant artistic cloth binding, 12 mo.,
446 pages. This is the copyright edition
of 1897 by Bucke, Horned, & Traubel,
literaryexecutors of Walt Whitman, My
price is 85 cents, or $1.00 postpaid.

Modern Science and
\ Anarchism

\

BY PETER KROPOTKIN.

By some critics this book is considered
one of Kropotkin's best work, dealing
with all phenomena of life scientifically.

* author reviews and analyzes the
intellectual movements of the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries, as well as the
teachings of the Church. He shows
what place Anarchism takes in science;
the object of the ideal, its origin, and
how it developed. In conclusion he
treats law, mortality, economic ideas,
government, and revolutions and their
birth.

Price, 25 cents.

Address orders to N. Notkih;/i332
So. Sixth St.,Philadelpha. Pa.

LUCIFER — Son of the Morning — a
fortnightly]ﬁ’umal of Radical Thought
— Devoted mainly to the Emancipation
of Womanhood and Motherhood from
Sex Slavery. and to the Right, of the
Child to Be Born Well. Send 25 Cents
in Stamps to 500 Fulton St., Chicago,
IIL, for a three month's trial, and get a
Catalogue of hooks and pamphlets in
the line of Sex Reform.

THE ANARCHIST CONSTITUTION
Br D. 1. STumBER, Anarchist.
Price, 50 cents.

Sent prepaid on receipt of price. Sold by
The Radical Publishing Co.,

Sdn Francisco, Cal,

garden Ave.
ATLANTIC CITY, N. J.—M. Kisluck, 1108
_ Baltic Ave.
Boston.—K. A. Snellenberg, 127 ¢ t
St., Roxbury. : A
Caicaco.—T. Appel, 790 Girard Ave.
H. Gordon, 427 Park Ave.
BrooKLYN.—M. Metzkow, 174 Ralph st
CLEVELAND.—E. Schilling, 34 Elwell st !

-Lonpox, Eng.—T. Cantwell, 127 Ossulton

New Yore.—M. Maisel, 194 E. B'way.
Alfred Schueider. 230 E. Fourth St

PHILADELEHIA.—Natasha Notkin, 13328,
Sixth St.

FOR NEW YORK.

“The Slavic Group meets an the first
and third Tuesday of the month, 8 p m.,
at 543 East Sixth-St. Free discussions.
All are invited. g

E o
Liberal Art Society meets every Wed-
nesday at 8.15 p. m. sharp, at Terrace
Lyceum, 206 East Broadway. Free dis-

cussion.
* ¥ %

New VYork Literary Socjety meets
every Wednesday, 8 p. m., at 206 East

Broadway. Free discussion.
Wednesday, Oct. 12, — “Reforms as
a Means to Achieve Anarchy.” — L.
Stein.
Wednesday, Oct. 19, — “Morality.”—
H. Kelly.
* x %

Manhattan Liberal Club meets every
Friday evening at 220 East 15th street.
Admission fees 10 cents for man, 5 cts.
for women. - )

Friday, Oct. 7, the subject: “Would
Socialism, as advocated by the Social-
ist Party, be an Improvement on the
Existing Social, Economic, and Politic-
al Institutions?” will be discussed bet-
ween Gaylord Wilshire and James M.
Brinson.

riday, Oct. 14—"“Prohibition as a
Partial Solution of Pressing Cconomic
Problems.” Rev. Dr. J. K. Funk.

* x %

FOR BROOKLYN.
THE RADICAL LECTURE CLUB

of Brooklyn meets every Sunday eve-
ning, 8 p. m., in the Military Hall
Scholes and Leonard sts., entrance oo
Scholes st. Admission, 5 cents. Free
discussions.

Sunday, Oct. 9, “How Freedom is Re-
alized”.  A. Isaak.

Sunday, Oct. 16, “The American
Superstition of Majority Rule.” Chas.
B. Cooper.

* * =

TO BOSTON COMRADES.

Comrades of Boston and Vicinity
who are obliged to room out, and who
would prefer to room where personal
liberty is understood and respected, can
secure such lodgings if they so desire.

For further particulars address Ber-
tha M. Stone, Hotel Pelham, Boylston
st., Boston, care of G. P. Wiksell.

* * ¥

CHICAGO, ILL.

The Social Science League meets
every Sunday evening, 8 p. m., in Room
913, Masonic Temple. Free discussion
after_each lecture. k

Sunday, Oct. 16,—“Injunctions; their
Cause and Cure.” E. L. Masters.

Sunday, Oct. 23,—Subject not known.

Sunday, Oct. 30,—“The “Open Shop
Conspiracy.” Jay Fox.

FOR COOPERATORS.

If you have something to sell, or if
you want to buy at cost, or to have the
full product of your labor, or if you
want to acquire knowledge in any
branch of science — then address the
Golden Rule Society, 566 Carroll ave.
Chicago, Il o

o
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