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“ For ahwaysin thine eyes, O Liberty!
Shines that high light whereby the world is saved ;
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee”
Jouxn Hay.

On Picket Duty.

‘The position of the woman suffragists, when
thoroughly understood, is simply that women have
as good a right to make fools and villains of them-
selves ns men have We do not dispute it. But is
the right to be 'a fool worth fighting for, and has
either 1aan or woman the right to be o villain ?

The
important accession in the person of Robert Winston,
n member of the London Trades Council, who has
left England and is now living in Boston. He repre-
sents industrial and commercial conditions in Eng-
land as in a very bad way, and says that a great
financial crash may be looked for at an early day.

Liberty is not disappoirted at the (zar's success in
getting himself crowned. We never expected that
the Nihilists would be foolish enough to make their
attempt on the very day of all others when every
possible precaution would naturally be taken against
it. But the blow will fell yet, and when it is least
erpected. Alexander IIL is no safer with a crown
hishead thanhe-was beforo :

Alfred E. Giles, of Hyde Park, Mass., who has done
much useful and necessary work of late as a pamph-
leteer, has prepared o formidable indictment of Vice
Societies- and their agents, which is published by
Colby & Rich, 9 Montgomery Place, Boston. Mr.
Giles was formerly a vice-president of the Young
Mean’s Christian Association, a1d se has seen from the
inside the working of the mac:iinery of superstition.

Josoph Henry, of Salina, {ansas, has published
the first of his six cssays on “ Death and Funerals,”

which have alreidy been announced in these columns,
1t is weil worth reading, and is a sufficient rebuke of
those Christians who habitually picture death as the
tercor of the Infidei. The truth is, as the author
shows, that there is no better test of the superiority
of Infidelity to Christiauity than a fair contrast of
their respective attitudes toward the great fact of
death. Mr. Henry mails his pamphlet to any address
on receipt of twenty-five cents.

We should like to believe that the Paris “ Figaro”
has good grounds for its sensational statement that
France is in danger of being cut into small pieces by
the triple alliance of Gevmany, / ustrin, and Itaiy,
and parcelled out among the swreunding nations.
Anything to disintegrate the nations and set the peo-
“ple against their rulers! . Patriotism is ove of the
chief obstacles to the Social Revolution. When peo-
ple begin to hate their governments, they will also
begin to love one another. Then Liberty and Jus-
tice will be near at hand, for it will gradually begome

“impossible to distract attention from economic. evils

by foreign wars. The boasted -uniiicatioi of Italy,

_ though wrought by some of the grandast of men,

+was really a s!,ep backwards, wh'en we ‘should be

: glad to see more than offset by che (hsrup n of

* France, or some other great n

Enumerating recently some of the tyrannies wbxch
woman would support with the ballot were she
allowed to usc that instrument of oppressmn, we
: placed « gregnbackism " in- tne list as the opposxte of

ranks of American socialists have received an !

“them is the wovernment. e

BOSTON MASS., SATURDAY JUI\E 9, 1883

free money. One of our western readers asks us to
explain the distinction between greenbacks and free
money. There is not necessurily any distinetion.
Treasury notes receivable for voluntary taxes, if
issued only in payment for services rendered to the
government and in competition with other varieties of
currency, would not violate freedom in the least. 1t
is greenbackésm that Liberty objects to, for its first
and fundamental principle, as urged by its cham-
pions and in its platforms, is that it shall be a
eriminal offence for any individual or association to
issue currency for cireulation, and that there shull be
ro money except that issued by the government. In
other words, greenbackism is money monopoly in its
most extreme form. - Free money, on the othor hand,
means f{ree trade carried into finance, unlimited
competition in the business of “ making money,” and,
as a result, the utter rout of inferior «nd usurious
currencies by the virtues of the cheapest and the best.

Somebody, for some purpose or other, hgs taken the
trouble fo send us a copy of a prnmphlet entitled,
“Theory and Practical Workings of Our System of
Government,” by General W. 8. Rosecrans. We give
a specimen of its profound political philosophy.
On one page occurs this statement: *“The powsr
which declares the laws and enforces conformity to
. Since the object of
its existence is the good of the governed, it seems
most reasonable that it should be controlled by a
majority of those for whose benefit it is instituted.”
Then three pages further on: “ Voting is the exer-
cise of a trusteeship, the right to which is to be
determined by the law-making power on the prin-
ciple of ereating .such trustees as will produce the
greatest good to the greatest number.” That is
to say, the government, which should be controlled
by the votes of a majority of the governed, should
have the right to decide that no votes shall be cast
except by such fraction of the governed as it may see
fit to designate. This wounld do credit to an owl.
The main purpose of the author, so far as we can
gather, seems to be to lessen the evils of ‘he caucus
system by having the State * furnish each trustee with
authentic and timely expressions of public opinion
and public intelligence as to the character and quali-
fications of persons to be voted for.” When an at-
tempt is made to carry this out, we shall have a
mighty interesting time of it. Imagine it in force in
Massuchusetts next fail, —the legislature flooding
the rural districts with “ public opinion™ about Gov-
ernor Butler and Governor Butler counteracting this
with “ public opinion” about the members of the
legislature, the whole being dene without the
machinery of campaign committees and paid for out
of the public funds! It would be nuts for the
printers, but mightn’t the tax-payer think he was
paying a little too dear for his whistle?

E. H. Heywood has been arrested again on an
obscene literature charge,— this time, however, under
a State law, instead of for an offence against the

United States mails. He was arraigned at Worcester
a few weeks ago, when the district attorney made an
effort to- push him to trial without any opportunity for
preparation. Judge Pitman would not allow .this,
and consequently the trial will take placo either in
August or October at the discretion of the district
attorney. The special’ oﬁ‘ence cl\arged is the dlstnbu-
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tion of a tract written by Mrs. Angela T. Heywood
upon the right of woman to prevent conception, in
which the sexual organs are spoken of with unusual
freedom and in a style which Liberty would neither
adopt nor recommend. Still the argument is legiti-
mate, sober, aad earnest, and contains nothing lewd
or lascivious in the least, and it would be a most con~
temptible outrage to punish any one for circulating
it. For one re<son we are glad the arrest is made
under a Statc law. It will test the quality of the de-
votion to idiberty professed by those Liberal League
leaders who have elaborated ingenious arguments to
show that the States may regulate morals but that
the national government cannot. We shall now see
whether Mr, Thaddeus B. Wakeman and his friends
object to the substance of tyranny, or only to a cer-
tain form thereof. Mr. Heywood, by the way, desires
to print in pamphlet form the stenographic report of
his recent trial. It is a commendable purpose, and
any. friend of Liberty who wishes to aid in its execu-
tion may send his contribution to “ E. H. Heywocd,
Princeton, Mass.”

Our ardent and admirable contemporary, “ Le
Révolte,” says with truth: «The Anarchists can
have but one well-defined rule of eciduet, —to break
down all barriers which prevent humanity from
marching forward; not ‘only those which exist, but
also those which some would like to creato in place
of those destroyed. Humanity can progress freely
only when each individual is left to follow out his
tendencies.” Exactly so; but in thai case what will
become of the barrier which “ Le Révolté™ proposes
to create between A. B., the shoemaker, and C. D.,
the tailor, to prevent the exchange of the shoes made
by the one for the coats made by the other? Is that to
be allowed to stand? If so, what will beccme of the
freedom of the individuais A. B. and C. D. to follow
out their tendencies, and consequently of the progress
of humanity ? These are grave and vital questions,
and we should like to have “Le Révolté” reply to them.
If we understand “ Le Révolté,” that excellent jour-
nal, in spite of its commendable opposition to Au-
thority, almost always concludes its attacks upon
it by advising the people (who the people are and
how they are to manifest themselves does not appear)
to exercise Authority to the extent of forcibly de-
speiling all individuals of all their tools and mate-
rials and administering the sume collectively (what-
ever that mysterious adverb may imply). Whether
such obstreperous individuals as may refuse to he
thus summarily “ collected ? are to be imprisoned or
shot or starved we do not know; certain it is that
they are not to be allowed to produce for, and ex-
change with, each other in their own way. Now,it
seems to us that this would be simply to substitute
for the present State one even more objectionable,
and that the régime thus inaugurated, far from being
Anarchy, would be one of the most tyrannical Archies
imaginable. Under it (to use a favorite metaphor of
French radicals) laborers would continue to be
cocked and eaten, but with a slightly different sauce.
Liberty thinks twice before criticising * Le Révolté,
but maintaing nevertheless that the task of intelli
gent socialism is not to deprive individuals of their
capital, but to abolish the privileges and monopolies
which make capital an instrument of theft
labor; and that whoever maintains the -contrary is
not an Anarchist, but an dutoritaire. )







