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

On Picket Duty.

¢ Freiheit” has a witty wrapper-writer. Liberty’s ex-
change copy now bears the address: “So-called Lib-
erty.” I wonld remind this embryonic firebug that
such little pleasantries are liable to subject the copies
on which they are inseribed to being held for letter
postage, in which case I'should be deprived of the en-
joyment of his ebullient humer.

John Most, finding that peopie will not believe that
Justus Schwab is a coward, now attacks him with the
graver charge that he gives smaller schooners of beer
than any other New York saloon-keeper and no free
lunches. Oh, fie! Citizen Schwab, how can you be
guilty of such wicked conduct? Why don’t you be-
come a firebug and thus earn an honest living?

The report reaches me that half of the thousand dol-
lars furnisked as bail for the release of John Most was
contributed by Justus H. Schwab, in spite of the fact
that Schwab is being boycotted by Most’s followers
and is now the victim of the vilest personal abuse and
..slander: for which Moat’s.foul .month can find words.

1-know not whether this be true, but I do know that

such an act is exactly characteristic of my nohle friend.

And I further know that he furnishe? bail only a few

days before for Braunschweig, one of Most’s lieuten-

ants, arrested, like his chief, on a charge of incendiary
utterances. Schwab is outspoken in his denunciation
of the incendiary deeds of tbese men, but, when the
question is one of incendiary utterances,—that is, of
free speech,—he knows no enemy but the oppressor.

His conduct is all the more praiseworthy because he is

probably aware that, in heaping coals of fire upon these

firebugs’ heads, he is but adding fuel to the flame of
their hatred of him.
Gertrude B. Kelly in Liberty and John F. Kelly in

“Lucifer” have driven my friend, E. C. Walker, into

a very small corner. Unfortunately I cannot lay my

hand on Mr:. Walker’s original paragraph in defence of

Maltl ism, but I'r ber that it gave me a very

decided impression that he r-gaided large families as
# no less direct cause than usury of the srevailing pov-
erty of the musses as a whole, and prudential limitazion
488110 less direct remedy for this poverty than the abo-
lition: of monopoly. I may be wrong, and his words
‘may rot ]ustlfy this impression. However that may
any rate forced now to declare, under pres-
» of the Kellys’ arguments, that he did not mean
at limitation would in itself destroy our social evils,
‘but that men with intelligencs enough to practise limi-
tation would necessaily have intelligence enough to
find a way to destroy these evils. Well, I think ey

ould; Mr. Walker is right. If the knowledge that,
esides being able to get io Chicago from Bostoa by
relling ‘westward for two days, I can “get there all
, ame” by travalhng eastward for several months,
* ‘makes one a Malthusian, then I ‘acknowledge my con-

; ion, ‘I am ‘a Malthusian, too. Mr. Walker’s idea

of he posmon of the people in relation to the problem

verty seems to be somathmg,hke this: «“I have a.

chlei befm-e ‘mie: whwh can be solvad by the Tule of

before me; but, when I have mastered the origin of
species, my intellect will be so sharp that the rule of
three will be a simple matter to me, and with it I then
can solve the problem.” Undeniably true; and yet I
am tempted to exclaim with Lord Dundreary: *What
d-d-d-damned nonsense that is!” Ts it any wonder that
Proudhon, to the disgust of the Malthusians, loved to
treat them with laughter instead of logie, with sarcasm
instead of the ayllogism, with wrath instead of reason?

The article from the New York “Sun” copied else-
where, although it does not tell one-half the truth or
the worst half, is a collation of names, dates, facts, and
figures from official records suflicient to convince every
fair-minded person that I told the truth about the
scoundrels who are practising the precepts of John
Most. They were sifted from an immense mass of
material by weeks of tireless investigation pursued un-
der great difficulties, and the writer would have been
able to make his exposure much more complete had he
not been hampered by the officials of the pclice and
fire departments of New York, whose jealousy and
pique at being outdone, and at the incidental revela-
tion of their own stupidity, incompetence, and negli-

dollar and twenty-five cents a day, he can not board at a two-
dollars-a-day hotel, nor can he support six children so well a5
he can two. If wages are now fixed, on an average, upon #
basis of six children to each married worker, it is quite true
that the universal limitation of all future families will have
the effect of carrying wages down proportionally) should no
other factor be introdaeed in the meantime. But—and mark
this—when any large number of the workiug people shall
have the practical sense to limit their families to two or three
children each, the new factor will have been introduced into
the probl B the extravag: of the masses is sup-
posed to benefit the producers is the poorest of all poor rea-
sons why the head of a family should live veyond his means.
Because the universal reduction of the size of families will
have the tendency of reducing wages is the poorest of all poor
excuses which a man can give for procreating more children
than his present means will support. It isin the present that
he is living, not in some millennial future, and if he expects
to be of the least use in the battle of reform. he must not
spike his own guns, break his own sword, and cripple himself
as he comes upon the field. So long as the laboring people
of the world have not the wise prudence to keep their families
within reasonable limits as to numbers, they have not the
tical wisdom y to establish any system better
than the present one of wage servitude, and the “ Social Revo-
lation,” of which we hear so much, will bring nothing but a
change of masters. The less can not include the greater;

gence, know no bounds. The work that he ded
in doing, however, has thoroughly scared the firebugs,
and they will probably discontinue their hellish prac-
tices. If not, the first attempt to renew them will be
met by prompt and vigorous exposure. The charge
made by “Freiheit” that Moritz Bachmann wrote the
«Sun” article for money is utterly unfounded. Tt was
written by a professional journalist not identified with
the Anarchistic movement, and no one but himself re-
ceived any pay for it or for the f. sts contained in it.
Most’s answer to the “Sun” is ridiculous and inade-
quate in the extreme. He says that he does not know
whether the statements are tiue; and that, whether true
or not, he does not kncw who the men mentioned aze.
Now, the greater number of these men have been men-
tioned in ¢ Freiheit ” as comrades from ten to fifty times
each, and by a singular coincidence, in the very next col-
umn to that containing this audacious assertion, Pan-
zenbeck, one of the first of the firebugs, is credited with
a certain sum of money among the cash receipts. Most
then asks, with characteristic assurance, if it i to be
expected that Anarchists’ houses will never take fire,
and suggests the advisability of preparing a list of such
capitalists’ houses as have been burned. It will be time
enough for Most to talk about this when he can find a
society of one hundred capitalists even ten of whom (to
say nothing of fifteen or twenty) have been so unfortu-
nate as to lose their property by separate fires within a
period of three years and so prudent as in each case to
take out an insurance policy somewhere from a week
to a year before the occurrence of the calamity. And
even then, would the fact that he could fasten such
crimes upon the capitalists excuse the communists for
doing likewise?

Miss Kelly’s Criticism.

While there can be no successful denial of the fact that
population does tend to outrun subsistence, that was not my
‘chief contention in the paragraph in *Lucifer’’ which Miss
Kelly criticises. Neither was I oblivious of the ' iron law of
wages.” My argument was addressed to individual working-
men, as it is only through the mpmvement ‘of the units that
a bettering of the aggregate ic possible. The individual la-
‘borer, perforce of the *“iron law™ of is com-

lut are but p id, in the greai regenera-
twe work of Evolutxon, which simply means growth, and can
result in good only in so far as the directing actors in them
and the masses who survive them are guided by better prin-
ciples than those which ruled in the ante-vevelutionary soci-
eties and systems. ’

As to the condition of the laboring people of France and
tie status of Maltl there, 1 tfully refer Miss
Kelly to my reply to J. F. Kelly, which appears in  Lucifer "'
of May 7.

One word in closing: my critics all proceed upon the as-
sumption, it seems to me, that the wage system is eternal in
the nature of things, —at least, that is the way they talk aud
write when idering the popul My op
is that laige families and State Soclahsm sustain to each other
the relation cf cause and effect, and that, upon the other hand,
small families and voluntary codperation are similarly related.
That is, if the laboring people do not make use of intelligent
forethought in one thing, they are not likely to in others, and,
drifting into revolution without ding the causes that
produce the inequitable conditions whose effects upon them-
selves they deplore, they are almost sure to accept the ex-
treme d of State Socialism as the specific for all their
ills. Having a vague idea that society is bound to provide for
them and theirs in some way, they pay little or no heed to the
counsels of prudence and the warnings of éxperience, and so
burden themselves with families so large that they can not
support them, thus furnishing to misdirected philanthropy
one more and the crowning excuse for the establishment of
the paternal State.

Per contra, the men and women who are tho ightful enough
to make the attempt to keep their families w thin the limits
set by prud: will be inclined to think serivusiy i
methods of codperative production and distri and tlsey
will also object to compulsory communism, for this, if for no
other reason, that, whereas the dogma of * to each according
to his needs '’ means, if it means anything, that the more non-
producers a man has in his family, the more he will receive of
the earnings of those who have but few, they, being thought-
ful people, wiil at once perceive that reckless improvidence
in procreating will be at a premium in the Socialistic State.

Thus, Malthusi ly drift d A and

1 "4 tuali b these rest upon the cost prin-

E. C. WALKER.

ion

ciple.
VAL_gY FarLs, Kansas.
We Lack an Earnest Ring.
{London Christian Socialist.]

Liberty, Boston, Mass., is not much to our taste. It lacksan

| pelled to take things as they are. He must in a degree adapt

1f to his env

or perish. If he earns only one

ring, without whick no good work can be done. Why
does it not tackle the question * What is Justice ' ? which it
puts to the reader. It is no use to start a hare and then gasp.






