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© For always in thine eyer, O Liberty !
Shiner that high light whereby the worli is saved ;
And thavigh thou aluy uw, we will teast in thee
Joun Hay,

On Pickat Duty.

T cail attention to Gertrude B. Kelly's well-directed
criticism of E. C. Walker in another columin, I have
followed Mr. Walker ard his writings for several years
with the greatest care, interest, and admiration, and
this remark on Malthusianism which Miss Kelly quotes
from him iy the tirst really foolish thing 1 ever knew
him to say.

Liberty’s valued contributor, Gertrude B. Kelly,
made ler débul as an Anarchistic lecturer in New Era
Hall, Boston, on Suuday, March 28, deliveriug a re-
markable discourse on “ Anarchism and Expulwncy.
Some idea of the position she took is incidentally
given in suother column in the controversy to which
it has given rise between Mr. Appleton and myself.
After the lecture she stood a running fire of questiony,
meeting them all with a calmness and coolness that
were unsurpassable and a readiness and keenuess thai
were marvellous. On the next Sunday she lectured
in New Ilaven, and scored, I am informed, an even
greater success than in Boston. Of this Liberty may
give some further.r ort later.

In concluding a fe :ble effort »t reply to a Galveston
«News” criticism of the “Truth Seeker” in its recent
struggle with Anarchism, the editor of the “Truth
Secker” remarks: “There is a scholarly courtesy in
the criticisins of the Galveston ¢*News® becoming to
a great journal, which we miss in the editorials of the
smaller Liberty, Whether or no it would not give
force and dignity to their utterances to copy the style
of Mr. J. L. Walker of Galveston is a question we leave
to the judgment of Messrs. Tucker and Appleton.” If
there is cne thing more than another that Aunarchists
believe in, it is the principle of contract. Now I have
a contract to propose to the editor of the “Truth
Seeker.” If, in all future discussions betweer the
«Truth Secker” and Liberty, he will show one half
the brains and one teuth the honesty of J. L. Walker,
1 will show twice liis courtesy. 1Is it a bargain?

The latest piece of govermmental infernalism is the
yproposition to raise the “age of cousent” to cignicen
vears. It sounds quite harmless, and belongs to that
class of measures which especially allure stiff-necked
moralists, pious prudes, “respectable” radicals, and all
the other divisions of the “ unco guid.” But what does
it mean? It meanas that, if a gir' :¥ - renteen, of ma-
sure and sane mind, whomn even tau law recognizes as
a fit person to be married and the mother of a family,
shall Jove a man and win his love in return, and if this
mutual love, by the voluntary and deliberate act of
botir parties, sh:ll find sexuai expression outside of
the “forms of law " made rnd provided by our stupid
legiziatures, the man may be found guilty of commit-
ting rape and sent to prison for twenty years. Such is
the real nature of this proposition, whatever attempts
may be made to conceal it beneath the garments of
gentimentalism and moralisn. It is an outrage on
manhood, and on womanhood not only an outrage, hut
an insult. Aund yet it is put forward in the interest
5t young girls’ honor. Honor, forscoth!  As if it were

yossible to more basely dishonor a woman already sev-

ral years past ths age at which nature provided her

ith the power of moiherhood than by telling her that
¢ hasn't brains enougl to decide whether and in what

«y she will become a mother!

BOSTON MASS., SA ‘I‘URDAY APRIL 17, 1886.

“Der Arme Teufel” Speaks.
The following article by Kobort Reitzel, a man of unim-

)

peachable charucter and editor of “Der Arme Toufel,” —

a German weekly published at Detroit, and one of the best

in the country,—will serve. 1 ¢k, together with the

manly and beautiful letter from Justus H. Schwal which it
cmbodies, to convinee such as needed confirmation of my
own words that the eharges recently pooferred in these col-
umns ngainst the Most party, or mewmbers thereof, were no

wanton Jies, but fearful veracities. It is translated from

“Der Arme Teufel " of April 10,

Serious charges Yave of late been raised agminst the Most
faction of the Social-Revolutionary party.

At first only the rumor was atloat that particular members
of the party, for their personal enrichment, had instituted a
deliberate system of crime in New York; then came the
story of the schism hetween Justus Schwab and Most; and
finully appeared in Liberty, —an Anarchistic journal pub-
lished by B. Tucker in Bogton, —a set charge against Most
and his confréres. ‘Pucker asserts that since 1884 different
houses have been set on fire by members of the group, after
having first been insured, and that in several cases grown
people and children have been burned.  On account of these
crimes, as well as on account of the robbery and murder of
an old woman in Jersey City, several of these bandits are
said to be in custody. lu a word, murder, robhery, and pe.-
jury are sald to be the weapous of these Anarchists, who
had openly deslared that at all events they were bound to
die on the gallowe.

Nun:urally theso chargos are published by the capitalistic
press with great gusto and satisfaction. But since the mat-
ter as yet only rests on assertions, and Most has assured us
in the last ' Freiheit '’ that he will clear up the whole mat-
ter in the rext number, I fecl constrained to withhold judg-
ment on the caee till the other side has been heard.

‘That, on the part of the Most clique, crime, as such;, haa
been glorified is untortunately true, and I can well under-
stand the feelings of my friend Justns Schwab, whom I hold
to be a square and honest man, when he feels himself con-
strained, after all he has sacrificed for * Freiheit," to openly
secedo from Most and his fraternity. I hereby subjoin
Schwab’s letter, which, though it does not go into the facts,
nevertheless leaves no doubt &9 to the writer's sentiments.

My dear Robert:

Jefore these lines reach you, you have probably been en-
lightened through Liberty as to how I stand with Most. As
for myself, 1 have so far amended the Jesuitical maxim:
“The el justifies the means,’” as to say that the wmeuus
must ot desecrate the end.

1 regard myself 88 a member of the International Working-
People’s Association, — first, because I stand upon its gronnd
principles, and, secoudly, hocause, a8 fur as my conception
of integrity sanctions, I fulfil my dutu,s to the same.

1 am no party man, in the narrow sense of that term, May
1 also be preserved in the exercise of an independent judg-
ment over all deeds that come to my view! Ihate orthodoxy
in every form. Behind the scenes thero are Feopla from
whom 1 ain minded to turu away, on account of their pecu-
liariiies. However deeplv I may be involved in the whirl
and confusion of citizen life, I have not yet lost my concep-
tions of love, nobility, and decor cy.  So he it well, if former
“riends Lhooﬁe 10 attack mme: I can bear it, ln the con-
sciousness of never having proved reereant to the highest
good and welfare of soctety.

Vive I Humanite.

With hearty greoting, thy
Justus H. Bcuwas,

P. 8. —1 rojoice in the prospect of being able to salute you
in person this summer. 1 hive a fow lordly drops of wine
imported by myself, and some Frankfor cider.

PostecripT OF “DER ARME TeUFRL.” — That these deeds
bave been committed admita of no doubt; the record of them
has escaped the knowiedge of the police. The matter of con-
cern now is, wi.ether theso rascally deeds are chargeable to
the party; fer, if so, the concern wust be, in the oyes of
every honest man, an vrganizatien of gallows-birds, who the
sooner thoy reach their destination the better. But if, on
the cther hand, the party has nothing to do with them, and
they are only the brutal deeds of some men who use the
nsine of the party to disgrace it, then is it the duty of the
leaders — Most above all men~—to emphaticile yepudiate

‘Whole No. 79.

them. Most will probably by this time have realized what
it signifies to appoal to the buser passions of men. In his
pamphlet, * The Property Beast,”” he says: ¢ B:ize upon pri-
vate property,— kill the innocent, if necessary,— but seize
upon it at all hazards!’" Of the spirits whom he summoned ,
many a one is aiready past reclaiming.

The Firebugs’ Defencs-
' To the Editor of Liberty :

‘ I suppose you have seen Most’s answer. It scems to me
very much like the defenco in the famous kettle case: 1,
Such actions were never committed ; 2, They were commit-
ted, but not by our people; 3, It may have been our peo-
ple, but not with my approval. But, seriously speaking,
can anything be more absurd than Moest's claim tiat these
acts were private affairs, and did not coscern him? Assassi-
nation and robbery private affairs! And when Anarchy
comes? Of course any act com:nitted in the name of a party
or a cause is not private, but is a fit subject for discussion.
B0 of two things one, — eitlier these men acted in the name
of tiie party, and then it ls our right and our duty to con-
sider what they have done, and, if we find them tc bave
acted wrongfully or injuriously to our cause, to disavow and
condemn them; or they acted to advance their owrn private
interests, and then they are but comrzu criminals, — worse
than common eriminals, as they profess to be soldiers of
Liberty, and we wko seek to citablish the reign of Justice

can have no solidarity with them.
Yours truly,
JouN F. KeLLy.
HosoxEN, NEW JERSEY, APRIL 9, 18(6.

Malthusianism.

1t is with the greatest surprise tiat I see in ‘‘ Lucifer,” of
Murch 26, E. C. Walker, whons we have long beeu iu the habit
of regarding as » first-rate Anarchist, one who had probud to
the botton the cause of the present unjust distribution of
wealth, propose Maith i as a e in any way
caleulated to relieve the distress of the laboring masses.
Can Mr. Walker really be so ignorant of the “iron law of
wages '’ that he does not see that the reduction in the num-
ber of the members of a family, the very moment it becomes
genezal, can have no other result than a reduction of wages?
Small families under present conditions are of advantage to
men only as_long as they are confined to a few.

Mr. Walker says that, ‘‘when the laboring masses shall
for two generations have had the practical sense to limit
their offspring to two to cach family, the great vobberies of
which our reformers complain will no longer be possible.”
I think that the verdict of hii .ory is against Mr. Walker.
France has had small families for now nearly three genecra-
tions, and the working-people are there no better off, no
nearer to a solution of the social problem, than they are ia
any country in which large fawilies prevail. The strikes
at Lyons. Montceau-les-Mines, Decazeville, the statiatics of
wages and of the mode of living of French working-men and
women, published not long since by M. d’Haussonville and
Mmnie. de Baran in ' Revue des Deux Mondss,’' the fact that
346,000 houses in the agricultural districts of France have no

other opening than the door, while 1,817,535 have only a sin-
gle window, do not speak very much in favor of small fami-
lies as a remedy for the social disease. The only effect
decrease in the size of familiea could have under present
conditions would be to increase the proportion of the pro-
ducts of the laborer absorbed by the capitalist. It is cnly
when a man is g d the full product of his labor
that thrift, a small family, etc., are matiers of concern to

im. Why, even John Stuart Mill admitted that the large
families of the Irish were the result, not the cause, of their
poverty; for there was no incentive to have fewer childeen,
as misery waas their lot in any case.

It must not be argued from tuals that we are opposed to
amall families, but what we do maintain is that small fa-
riilies are of no uimu;o to the people until after the
fudustrial revoluti lished; and, when that b
ueompluhod. the -ndl families will oono a8 n natoral con-
will no longer consent to be

[ mn reproductive machine.
Guaraupr B. Kxiuy,







