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“ For always in thi.:o eyes, O Liberty!

Nhinea that high light whereby the worid is saved ;
And though thow slay us, 1we will trust in thee.”
Joux Hav.

On Picket Duty.
Democracy has been deiined as the principle that
svone man is as good as another, if not u little better.”
“Anarchy may be definud as the principle that one
. government is a8 bed as another, if not o little worse.
Alfred B. Giles has writton an admirable pamphlet
 sntitled  * Marriage and Divorce,” from which we
“should be glad to quote if wo had spuce. He takes
~the most radical ground in fwvor of freedom. Pub-
~ - lished by Colby & Rich, 9 M ntgomery Place, Boston.

In a lecture in Milwaukee a shoit tinve ago Clara
- Neyman of New York said that, *if women could
_have the right to vote, they would devise better
““means of reform than those of narrow prohibition.”
Yes, indeed ; there would be nothing narrow abuut
their prohibitinn; it would be of the broadest kind,
neluding every:hing from murder to non-attendance
~ at church.

‘The earringe which contained Alexander IL. at the
time of the catastrophe of March 1, 1881, has been
sed in the museum cf the imperial stabies at St.
sburg. Tt looks just ae"it did after the explo-
““sion. The lower part of the rear panel is gone and
the ‘npper part shattered. The inside sent is dis-
 pleced and damaged. There are also somo cracks in
* the coachman’s seat. The successor of Alexander 11.
should pay frequent visits to this museum. He now
. may learn usefui lessons there.

We receive with great pleasure the San Franeisco
“wTruth? It is daring, energeiic, and enthusiastic,
and — better still — is gradually working its way out
“of the darkness and tyranny of State sociulism into
- the light and liberty of Anarchy. It will soon be
marching by our side. We were pleased to see in a
*.recent issue, by the way, the following shoct but sig-
fiificant letter from Mr. John F. Kelly: * Enclosed
you will find $2.00, one yewr's subscription  for
«Truth! Do not send me that capitalistic abomina-
tion, * Progress and Povorty,’ as a premium.”

" Fmile de Laveleye has been writing two articles an
what ho calls the * European Terror.” One appeared

‘other in the April iesne of the * Contemporary.” fn
: the former article he says that Socialists are divided

through the State and the other to abolish the State.

Socialism.
ot the sorry lot.
Comrade Tchaikorsky writes us from London

Versary. of .the Commune.  A-letter from Mrs
mpotkine. who is smying at Clan'vaux, says tha

n the April issue of the * Fortnightly Review,” the

to two seuts, one of whlch aims to realize its desires

‘In_the latter article, correcting Proudhon’s allegad
statement- ¢hat any one endeavoring to ameliorate
social conditions is n Socinlist, he states that Social-
fom necessarily implies the use of the State as an
jnatrument of referm. Consistent, isw’t it? Yot this
is a fair sample of what the eeonomists know about
And M. de Laveleye is one of the fairest

under date of March :9, that Kropotkine and three
f his fellow-] risoners were removed from Lyons to
lairvaux a fow days béfore, in order to prevent any
monscration in the former city on March 18, the

nbsmd is stili unde thu common régamc of cen-
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tral prisons, thoule\ the sul-minister of the intorior
ind positively nssured her that he and his friends
should be placed under special regulations.  Kropot-
gine says that the cells are cold and damp, No light
~not even » candlo — is allowed for any purpose,
and all literary work is forbidden. The food is rather
above the usual prison fare, but no meat is allowed.
In consequencs of this prohibition, Kropotkine is suf-
fering again from the scurvy which he contracted in
Russian prisons, Under auch conditions our valiang
co-worker cannot live out half of his five years’ term.

The latest scheme of the Fronch authorities to get
rid of the troublesome Anarchists is a law, now under
discussion, by which all eriminals convicted of «
second offence may be banished to New Calodonia.
Of course the bill contning a provision nowinally
excluding political offenders from its application, but
this amounts to nothing. We all kiwow how easy it is
for a judge — especially a French Roman atholie
judge —to construe a political offence into « violation
of the common law. If the law passes, every man
twice convicted of helonging to the International, or
publishing revolutionary opinions, or manufacturing
oxplosives, or doing any other similar thing will be
shipped out of the country. By this steady drain on
the revolutionary forces Premier Ferry hopes to avoid
the necessity of again adopting the Thiers policy of
wholesale masssere, which otherwise will be felt at
no distant day. Ilow much longer will tyrants con-
tinue guilty of the folly of resisting the incvitable!

It Henri Rochefort is correct in his statements, tize
Freueh Orleanists have hit upon an instrument for
eftfeciing.a coup @’ Etat which has its advantages over
the bayonet of the Napoleons and the homb of the
Nihilists, Somewhat more expensive, truly, but
much less bloady. 1t is nothing less than the gov-
ernment bond.  The French ehamber of deputies
recently voted to convert the five per cent. bonds
into four and ene-half pe cents. For some days
before the vote there was a panic in the s uck market
‘owing to the prevailing uncertainty as to the action
{of the chamber.  Bonds svere thrown on the marked
in large quantities. Rockefort says that the sons of
Louis-Philippe, in connection with their friends the
Rothschilids, invested enormous sums in buying them
up. 13y the vote of the chamber such bondholders
as do nat wish four and one-half per cents. may have
their five per ver . redeemed. It is the intention of
the Orleanists —- we again quote Rochefort — to pre-
sent themsclves at the French treasury somo fine May
morning and demand fitty million dollars or so in
redemption of their bends. The government, it is
expeeted, being unable to pay, will find itself con-
fronted with the dilemma of repudiation on the one
hand or Orleanist rule on the other. A very pretty
plot, surely ! The restoration of a dynasty by a run
on the Republic!

dogsephine S. Tiiton, in an interesting and weli-
written arzount of the Heywood frial furnished by her
,1to several Liberal journals, makes this statement:
“ Mr. gohn Storer Cobb worked up and furnished im-

bringing forward the point upon which hinged the
successfu! issue of the trial” Mrs. Lucy N. Colman,
. in a letter to the * Truth-Seeker » makes this similar
| but more specific stateraent: “ Mr. Cobb suggested

portant matter, und indeed to him is’due the credit of
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that the obnoxious adverlisement was deposlwd in
the mail by Mr. Heywood, and really that was the
card which, in the technicality of the law, was the
winning one.” Liberty has no desire to detract from
the credit due to Mr. Cobb, but must protest most
seriously against this throwing away of the victory
which Mr. Heywood's act has won. If what these
ludies say is true, then the very next mau arrested on
« similar charge, if he is unfortunate enough to bave
the fact of mailing fasiened upon him, will go tu
prison. A tremendous victory, indeed! No, Mr,
Heywood was sequitted on no such technicality. He
was acquitted by the charge of Judge Nelson, espe-
cially those portions which deciared questicnable the
evidence of a man who confesses, as Comstock did,
his habit of deception, and that the government must
prove that the article advertised was manufactured
for the purpose of preventing conception. These de-
cisions do secure tho libertics of the peaple to a very
considerable extent. Miss Tilton and Mrs. Colman
will sec this, we are sure, and insist with us that Mr.
Heyweod's victory shall be utilized for all that ic is
worth.

The letter in another column from Patrick J. Healy
of San Franeisco is notewortky. Wo little expected
to'receive from California a criticism of * Max " for
his lack: of ‘liberality-on the Chinese question;-on the
contrary, we expected to hear him condemned for
exce_s thereof. But the disappointment is a gratify-
ing ome. Mr. HMealy very properly condemns
« Max's” proposal to enforce the Restriction Actin
order to show that the presence of the Chinese is not
the real evil Liberty was very glad, nevertheless,
to print such a propossl from the pen of one who
formerly wished to exclude the Chinese for the oppo-
site reason that he then supposed them to be the
principul cause of low wages on the Pacific_coast.
Such an advance is well worth noting. Regarding
the responsibility of monopoly for the declire of
wages in California, *“Max” is right, we think, and
not Mr. Healy. Had there been no land or money
monopoly, wages would only have been Ligher in
the Pacific statcs in consequence of the advent of
(hinese labor from one divection and Eastern capital
from the other. Easy access to capital always tends
to increase wages. Mr. Healy is also wrong in sup-
posing “ Max’s ™ assertion that cvery man’s wages
under a just system would be his product or its
equivalent is identical with Henry George's theory
that every laborer produces his own wage-fund. The
economists’ theory of the wage-fund is perfectly cor-
rect. Consumption comes before production, and
every man's wages are paid.out of the product of
past labor (his own or another’s), — that is, out of
accumulated capital.  The trouble is that our present
system, instead of allowing this capital to accumu-
late in the hands of its producers and rightfa!
owners, drains it off into the pockets of usurers.
But even if the laborers possessed the capital, they
would still have to live upon it while working and
waiting for the completion of new products; in other
words, their wages would still come out of capital.
The words *or its equivalent® in “ Max's" statement
make his position, therefore, distinetly different from
George's, but he would have been still more accurate.
had he said that every man's wages under a just sys-
tem would be an cquivalent of his product paid in

that the government must be called upon to prove

advance.
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