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‘t For always in 1."ine eyes, O Liberty!
Shines that higl. light whereby the world is saved ;
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee.”
Joun IIAv.

Readers are asked to note the icllowing corrections
of errors that occurred in * Edgeworth’s ” ar:icles in
Liberty of June 28: * Non mihi tantas componcre
lites,” instead of * Non mihi vanitas componere lites ;"

On Picket Duty.

Louise Michel 'is improving her time during her
long imprisonment at Clermont by writing a school-
book for young children.

From the first plank of the Prohibition platform:
«The Prohibition party, in national convention as-
sembled, acknowledge Almighty God as the rightful
sovereign of all men, from whom the just powers « *
the government are derived.” From the Declaration
of Independence: * All governments cerive their just
powers from the consent of the governed” From
the sixth plank of the Prohibition platform: “ We re-
pudiate Americans who hold opirions contrary to
a.d subversive of the Declaration of Independence.”

£ is distasteful to me to print in Liberty comnpli-
ments personal to myself, but the letter from Ireland
ir another column is so full of information that is en-
couraging to all Anarchists that I waive my repug-
nance. “Only two hundred followers of Proudhon
in the whole world,” quoth Johann Most. Is it not
singular that fifty of them should be concentrated in
the little parish of Brosna, County Kerry? If the
‘ssme had beern true of all‘thie parishes in Ireland, the
“ Pay no rent ” policy wouid have been carried to a
successful issue. ) ‘

A reduction of wages was made in the wire mills
of New Jersey early in the year because the incroased
demand caused by the barbed-wire fence business
had fallen away, resulting, the manufacturers said,
in over-prodaction. In this case I approve the use
of the term * over-production.” Barbed-wire fences
are not useful products of indu::-.. The people are
kept off the land by them and ;.- ented from earn-
ing a living by their labor, in < .cer that a few cap-
italists may appropuat.e great stock ranches. - The
‘barbed-wire fence is a mischievous contrivance, and
“has been over-produced.
Liberty’s experiment in publishing a radical serial
‘story proves satisfactory in more ways than one. It
affords  the editor an interesting study of human
‘nature. - Dr. Lazarus, as’ my readers know, was
“«thrilled with surprise at its excellence;™ another
“sends ten dollars in support of the J-. oer, but doesn’t
“know whather he will read the stury; a third ‘com-
_ plains becsuse larger instalments are not given;
“nearly every new subscriber straightway sends for
_the back numbers, tha* he may los.. none of Tchemy—
_chewsky’s highly interesting novel; and now comes
_the following protest from an oid subacnber in Morris,
Ilhnois' « Please stop Liberty when my subseription
. expires. 1 want somethinz moret.. n stories. I can
' pick up storivs arywhere. I am intcrested in your
ritings and in many of your contributors, but stories
are most too thick.  Respectfully, J. Woop Pox’rym,.”

fear that's what's the matter with Mr: Portex, —-he's
ost too  thick.”  Well, individualism is lee y's
-.0d it accepts the results, “Every one to

the old woman said when she klssed

¥

» first tillage after clearing,” instead of “ first tillage
of the clearing ;” “ Nature, Deity & Co.,” instead of
Nature, Duty & Co.;" “ Beckoned to a porpoise, and

gave the charge,” instead of * Beckoned to : por-;

poise, and gave the nod.”

1 suppose Beacon Street and the Back Bay would
be surprised, if not greatly amused, to hear anybody
say that slavery exists in Boston today as an estab-
\ished institution. Nevertheless it is true. The prin-
cipal dry gouds houses have a ompact not to hire
help from each other or to evcourage any advance
of salary. 'The daily papers report thnt a Philadel-
rhia house sent an agent to Boston recently to engage
men, and of course many Boston clerks were anxious
to apply. The large dry goods houses sent out floor
walkers and deputy managers to stand at the office
of application and spot al} clerks. The result vas a
big black st and a number of dismissals. If that
is not slavery, it is scmetbing worsa.

The excellently-written article by E. C. Walker
printed in this issue sets forth considerations in favor
of isolated communities for reformatory purposcs
which are forcible and: weighty, especially that of
preventing, by the aveidance of social ostracism, the
constant and serious drain upon the radical forces.
Nevertheless, Reclus is right, all things considered.
It is just because Mr, Walker's earnest desire for a
fair practical test of Anarchistic prirciples cannot e
fulfilled elsewhere than in the very heart of existing
industrial and social life that all these community
attempts are unwise. Reform communities will either
be recruited from the salt of the earth, and then their
success will not be taken as conclusive, because it
will be said that their principles are applicable only
among men and women well-nigh perfect; or, with
these elect, will be a large admixture of semi-lunatics
among whom, when separated from the great mass
of mankind and concentrated by themselves, society
will be unendurable, practical work impossible, and
Anarchy as chaotic as it'is generally supposed to be.
But in some large city fairly representative of the
varied interests and characteristics of our heteroge-
neous civilization let a sufficiently large number of
earnest and intelligent Anarchists, engaged in nearly
all the different trades and professions, combine to
carry on their production and distribution on the cost
principle and to start a bank through which they can
ohtain a non-interest-bearing currency for the con-
duct of their commerce and dispose their steadily
accumulating capital in new enterprises, the advan-
tages of this system of affairs being open to all who
should choocse to offer their patronage,— what would
be the result? Why, soon the whole composite popu-
lation, wise and unwise, good, bad, and indifferent,
would become interested in what was going on under
their very eyes, more and more of them would actually
take part in it, and in a few years, each man reaping
the fruit of his lator and no man able to live in idle-
ness on an income from capital, the whole city would
beco:ne a great hive of Anarchistic workers, prosper-
ous and free individuals. It is such results as this
that I look forward to, and it is for the actomplish-

ment of suﬂ,iﬁ hat [ work. Social landscape gardening

can come later if it will, It has no interest for me
now. I care nothing for any reform that cannot be
effected right here in Boston among the every-day
people whom I meet upon the streéts.
1 am indebted to Lysander Spooner for a copy of a
very able and interesting pamphlet, written by him
and recently published by Cupples, Upham & Co.,
entitled « A Letter to Scientists and Inventors, on the
Science of Justice, and their Right of Perpetual Prop-
erty in their Discoveries and Inventions” The
author's objeet is to show that scientists and inventors
have a right of property in their discoveries a*.d in-
ventions the world over and for all time, and that
they should not only take measures to vindicate their
own rights, but should see to it that a right of prop-
erty in al' the Jiscoveries and inventions of the past
be forthwiwa restored to the heirs of the men who
discovered and invented them, so far as they can be
foand and identified. So profound is my respect for
Mr. Spooner’s enthusiasm and intellectual acumen
that I always think twice before disputing whatever
proposition he may pus forward, but, having thought
much more than twice upon that above stated, I must
frankly say that I can conceive nothing more un-
reasonable. Nobody has any right t~ monopolize a fact
of nature. Tratis fundamental and axiomatic. That
the fact that some individual, perhaps by industrious
exercise of his ingenuity, perhaps by sheer good luck,
has discoverec. some fact of nature which some one
else would have discovered sooner or later if he had
not, shonld debar all other individuals for all time®
from using suid fact of naturegwithout his consent or
only on payment of such price as he may exact seems
to me too patently false and outrageous to be refated
by argument. Why, if such were the case, and the
heirs of James Watt could be found, tley would be
justified in taking possession of pretty nearly all the
wealth vow existing in civilized countries, for there
is precious little of it in the producticn of which the
steam-engine did not play a part. A reductio ad ab-
surdum, indeed! Every discoverer of a fact in nature
has a righ! to decent pay for his labor in discovering
it, and ail decent people who benefit by it will con-
tribute their share of his reward, and such indecent
people as refase to do so may be rightfully compelled
by whatever meuns of enforcing justice are in vogue.
F-rther than this, all patents and copyrights are
robberies. But Mr. Spooner will answer that this W
doctrine would strike down the greates: stimnlus to
invention. Not at all. Unless I am greatly mistaken,
the most valuable invintions are achieved by men
who work at them less from hope of reward than
from love of knowledge and investigation. How
much more would this be the case if the great mass
of mankind, under the absolute freedom of comme ce
and banking in which Mr. Spooner and I boih so
heartily believe, had leisure for something more than
the mere struggle for their daily bread and butter!
Thei nature’s secrets would be wrested from her much
faster than aver before, and the world’s wealth would
be increased a thousand fold. Free money will securs
the rights of all, those of scientists and inventors
with the rest. It is almost needless to say, in conclu-
siun, when addressing the readera of Liberty, who
Aare also tue readers of Mr. Spooner, that his new
pamphlet abounds incidentally in heavy blows ai
shams and frauds and superstitions delivered in the

author's miminble md cmshing style.







