BOSTON MASS., SATURDAY JULY 31, 1886.

‘Whole No. 85.

ifies: the “Letter 1o Grover Cleveland” under- the
owmg ‘head: #Spooner, Lysander ( pseug. for B. R.
Tucker?).” I take off my hat to the editor of the
ers’ We@kly" in' grrtitude for this magnifi-
ent compliment, which-I am ‘obliged in honesty to
line. ~ Lysander ‘Spooner is no pseudonym, but the
al name of a very live man, who has been writing
ks for over half a century, some of which have won
great fame. . If the editor of the “Publishers’ Weekly
not avare of this, it is high time for him to inform
imself,

“Foundation Principles,” of Clinton, Towa, in a no-
ice of Lysander Spooner’s “Letter to Grover Cleve-
and,” says: “We never could understand Mr. Spooner’s
dea of free banking—free money, as we understand
money—-—somethmg that will pay debts. We shoald

-L_ﬁ;et reading the second of these two senbences, espe-
3 wh h I have italicized, I am quite
3 -figgt. Nothmg could be farther

. He has expressed his oppo-
mon to- legal tendor laws and his views on all othe:

. under which the most: high-
esort to it without doing vio-
nd \mder no cnruumstanoes is it

asks us to reprint it in whele or in part. He also asks us to
kindly send him any editorial comment we may make vpon
the letter.

To print the whole of the letter would take a page and a
half of the valuable space of the **Newsman,” which is im-
pessible. To reprint a part of it is equa)ly xmpossxble, for

ety, of a time when crime and vice will have disappeared
from the face of the earth and all men will be perfect and
wise? :

Shades of Proudhon and Bakounine! Is it for this that
you lived and worked? No wonder that many of our best
friends are disgusted. Now, as one. of the * philesophical

Wwe want no part of the man who has pre-
sented existing social movements in behalt of labor

The comment that we have to make on Dr. Ely’s letter,
and which we kindly send to the editor of the ‘ Civil Service
Ref ** for publication, is that the kind of civil service
reform which the country now most needs is for the million-
aire senate and the vile and venal house of representatives
of the United States to lock up their doors, go home and mind
their own business, earn an honest living, and let decent peo-
ple alone.

The “ Philosophica! Anarchists.”

Looking over the field of Anarchistic activity, methinl\s 1
see a great danger forth ing. Anarchism is 1

“ ble.” The *philosophical” and “paclﬁc" An-
archists of the Liberty tn)e have lately been taken kindly
to and shown much sympathy by a sort of people whose
friendship woukl 1e greatest w.isfortune and disgrace to
any serious mowvar: ‘These are friends that Liberty must
be saved from. ‘' .fLiicther such a victory, and we are lost! "
The cause of tais love and patronizing cordislity is to be
found in the fact that Liberty vigorously denounced the ac-
tions o the Chicago and New York Communists, and dates
its origin from the time those utterances were made, —utter-
ances that have brought much comfort to the reaction and
that were gloriously soothing to the tmubled learts of the
property beasts.

I do not wish to be understood as opposing the p
Liberty has taken on the question of force, nor as criticising
the form in which the protest has been expressed. Liberty
wages relentless war against ail forms of tyrarny and com-
pulsion, and, whether the assaunlts on individual liberty are
made by soulless schemers in the name of ‘‘law and order "
or by sincere, self-sacrificing, but misguided, friends of lib-
erty and justice, the principle is the same in both, and the
true Anarchist is bound to condemn it in either. The An-
archist is the untipode of the partisan, and will never hesi-
tate to express his real sentiments, even if by so doing he
strengthens the hands of the enemy.

But, having done his duty, the Anarchist should make it
clear to the oppressor that he knows how to discriminate be-
tween a bitter foe, to whom no mercy is to be shown and no
quarter given, and a friend, whom we do not cease to love
and honor despite the severe reproof and censure we may ne
compelled to pass upon his hasty and irrational actions. 1
fully agrec with friend ‘Tucker that violence is no remedy
*oar <o-jal evils, and that reformers should appeal to the in-
telligence and “hotter nature” of the victims of our mon-
strety; System rather than to the baser passions and low
fiwticts of the hwman being. 1 heartily endorse every
word he said in regard to the peculiar ideas and metheds
of the “Alarm”’ and “Freiheit” schvol. But more than I
abhor unnecessary violence do I detest Christian meekness
and all-forgiving love in & radical. Too much force is de-
cidedly wrong; but too little force and a Quakerish opposi-
tiou to it is still more repulsive to manliness and the spirit of
justice. In consequence of Liberty’s hostile attitude toward
the Anacchistic Communists, who have made life extremely
unpleasant to some people, Anarchism has come to be re-
garded as a very harmiess thing, a sort of spiritual amuse-
ment for Kkid-gloved reformers, which need not in the least

e with busi and the p it of pl e, a8 it does
not deal with the here and the now. Clergymen, capitalistic

;' editors, and labor reformers begin to smile on * philosophical
.| Anarchy,” pronounce it a very sweet and charming thing—

t0 be realized a thousand years hence; some kind people go

{ so fa as to admit that Anarchy is the Christian ideal, the

-njllenniumw, the ‘‘triumph of law &nd order.” At any rate,
it is agree.’ that Anarchism is no factor in the labor move-
ment, and that neither good nor harm is to be expected from

¥y | it. Indeed, can there be any objection on the part of those

who:own the ea,rth‘to the existence of a class of cultured
vilo’ 'rlea«ylgqlof‘enw ‘dream about a perfect state of soci~

Anarchists,” I p against this misrepresentation of An-
archism. Anarchism means war,-—war upon all govern-
ment, all authority, and all forms of slavery. We bhave a
right to use force and regist by all means the invasion of the
self-constituted rulers, and we shall not hesitate to bring in-
to play the * resources of civilization’’ when necessity calls
for it and when maddened authority leaves us no alternative.
‘We are all “rebels to the law,”” and the monopolists and the
prostituted editorial Mammon worshippers need not favor us
more than they do the Chicago * fiends.” The followers of
Liberty are even more dangerous to ‘“‘law and order” thap
the bomb-throwers, and, judging from certain indications,
we may be compelled to do a little bomb-throwing before
long. Let tyranny beware, and let respectability undeceive
itself! V. YARROGS.

[While giving hearty assent to what I take to be
Mr. Yarros’s general meaning in the above article, I
desire to be a little more explicit. The words “philo-
sophical” and “pacific’” do not irouble me, no matter
who applies them. They certainly correctly describe
the attitude and methods of the individualistic An-
archists; why, then, object to them? If there are
those who choose to smile patronizingly or contemptu-
ously upon these methods as harmless (I confess I
have not seen so much cf this as Mr. Yarros seems to
find), I simply answer them with the words of Proud-
hon to the French Assembly of 1848, which grew hila-
rious over his remarks: «I am sorry, citizens, that
what I say to you makes you langh so heartily, for
what I am saying wiil kill you.” It is because peace-
ful agitation and passive resistance are, in Liberty’s
ha'.ds, weapons more deadly to tyranny than any
others that I uphold them, and it is because brute
force strengthens tyranny that I condemn it. War
and authority are companions; peace aud liberty are
companions. The methods and necessities of war in-
volve arbitrary discipline and dictatorship. Sc-called
“war measures” are almost always violations of rights.
Even war for liberty is sure to breed the spirit of au-
thority, with after effects unforeseen and incalculable.
Striking evidence of this is fo be found in the change
that has taken place, not only in the government, but
in the people, since our civil war. There are times
when society 1.aust accept the evils and risks of such
heroic treatment, but it is foolish in the extreme, not
only to resort to it before necessity compels, but espe-
cially to madly create the conditions that will lead to
this necessity. Taking this view of the matter, I
cannot quite approve Mr. Yarros’s distinction between
“$00 much force” and “too little force.” As a gene-
ral thing, when force becomes necessary, the wiser
way is to use as much us possible as promptly as pos-
sible; and, until it b 'y, there t be
too little force. "This is the policy of Liberty, and its
editor will pursue it with the same serenity and stead-
fastness, whether the clergy contemptuously call him
“philosopher” or the Communists angrily call him
“coward.” As Mr. Yarros has coupled my denuncia- _
tions- of the New York and Chicago Communists, I
wish to explain that I make a vast difference between
the motives that govern thess two classes. The New
York firebugs are contemptible villains; the Chicago
Communists I look upon as brave and earnest men
and women. That does not preveut them from being
equally mistaken.— Epiror Liserty.]







