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“ For alwuys in thine eyes, ¢ Liberty!
Shines thut high light whereby the world is saved;
And thovgh thou slay us, we will trust in thee.”
JOHN HAy.

On Picket Duty.

I am obliged to postpone till the next issue a letter
from J. Wm. Lloyd excosing E. C. Walker's inconsist-
cy in claiming that he is legally masried.

“Fortunately for the new party vote on the 2d of No-
vember,” says “John Swinton's Paper,” “ Archbishop
Corrigan’s pastoral letter’ was not issued till ofter the
election.” And how much crowing and blowing is it

~wise to induige in over the votes of men who will

change their ballots at an archbishop’s bidding? The
man’who atiempts to effect the Social Revolution by
permission of the Catholic Church may prosper in his

| insane purpose for a day, bat his ultimate fate will be
crushing disaster as sure as eggs are eggs and super-
‘stition is superstition.

1 wonder if the managers of the Sinaloa enterprise
tend to adnpt Fourier’s suggestion of marching the
toilers to tha nlaces of work in regiments, with banners
and bauds of musie. [ shouldn’t be surprised if such

~really were the inteution. Yet, no matter how near
“they may seem to come to the realization of the deside-

ratum of * Attractive Industry,” I think that, if a po-
pular vote shall be tuken on the question, the tcifers
will declare iu favor of marching kome, from the places

“of work, with music and fireworks, instead of from

home and to the places of work. However, 1 may be
11 the Bosses of Sinaloa are to have their way,

the bomes of the teilers are not likely to be more pleas-

ll aut than the workshops.

~ With the end of this year the “Index ” will die, after
For the first
year or two of its existence it did a useful work, but

j since then it has heen rather a hindrance than a help
B to Liberulism.

It is to be succeeded by a Chicago
weekly calied “The Open Court” and edited by B. F.

Underwocd and Sara A. Underwood. Most of the «Ju-
- dex” contributors will write for the new paper.
 is'said to be no lack of capital behind the enterprise,

There

but it will all be needed unless Mr. Underwood makes
a very much better paper than the “Index” has been.

§ The source of this capital has not been publicly an-
‘nounced, but it is generally understood that the money

to come from a large manufacturer of La Salle, Ilii-
ois, named Hegeler, who is reputed to be an enthusi-
ic follower;of Herbert Spencer. A short time ago
ere was a report current-that the “Index” would
ave another successor in the shape of a journal to be
mblished in' New York under the editorship of Mon-
cure D, Cuuwav. This news was t0u good t’o,be true.

natural rights,—a paper so full and strong and fair as
to meet the desires of our friends and command the
respect of our opponents.” Mr. George has the jour-
nalistic faculty in a marked degree, and ought to pro-
duce a readable paper. I am glad that he makes this
venture, because it will do more than anything else to
force to an issue the guestion whether the doctrine of
tuxation of land values as a panacea for society’s ills
can retain and increase the hold upon the public mind
which it has secured in such a phenomenally short
time. With its editor’s prestige, the “Standard”
should certainly be a financial success. The subscrip-
tion price is $2.50 a year, and the address is “Box
2051, New York.”

George E. Macdonald, the “Truth Seeker’s” “man
with the badge-pin,” whose clever reports of the Liberal
Club meetings are often the most readable part of the
paper, and who, as a humorist, is worthy of rank with
the best of the professionals, had an experience last
election day, in the capacity of poll-clerk in one of the
New York election districts, of which he has given
“Truth Seeker” readers a long and amusing and in-
structive account, the upshot of which js that his ex-
perience has made him “heartily sick of the whole
business,” and has convinced him that “not more than
half the voters vote with any object in view, and that
that object is likely to be lost through the carelessness,
dishonesty, or incompetency of tiiose who receive, re-
cord, and count the ballots,” although he admits that
the election machinery is pretty nearly perfect. Well,
Mr. Macdonald, what are you going to do about it?
You cannot seriously suppose that the appointment of
women as election inspectors, as you suggest, would do
more than slightiy modify the evils of which you com-
plain. And if this would not remedy it, whet will?
And if nothing will, how loug are you going to uphoid
the political system of which such evils are the inevit-
able product? In other words, when will you declare
yourself an Anarchist?

J. Wm. Lloyd, in “Lucifer,” rightly condemns the
anxiety of some Anarchists to drop the name. Ie holds
that it accurately expresses the negative side of their
principle. But he thinks that they should also have a
name expressive of its positive side. Describing this
vositive side as “voluntary codperative defence,” he
suggests the names Defendocrat and Defendocracy, and
calls for criticism upon them. I have secondary objec-
tions to them, but my primary objection is that they
are needless, for the reason that Anarchism has no po-
sitive side. The positive work of any movement is
something which remains to be done after its negative
work hes been accomplished, or else something distinet
from its negative work, but which may be done simul-
taneously with it. Anarchism means the abolition of
invasion. In what respect is voluntary cocperative
defence distinet from abolition of invasion, and, after
the abolition of invasion, where will the necessity of
defence arise? It is true that we may wear our swords
for a while after putting our foes to flight, but for so
remote and insignificant a feature of our struggle we
need not trouble ourselves to find a'name: . Our names
are all right, a.nd we have enough of t.hem Our prin-
clpal needat this junctu men wh will stand

harmonize,” meaning, T suppose, by this class the Com-
maurists who call themselves Anarchists. Is Mr. War-
re~ aware that the Chicago men never dreamed of
adopting the name Anarchist uniil long after Liberty
was started, and that the Communistic Anarchists of
Kurope did not so style themselves until nearly forty
years after Proudhon used the name, for the first time
in the world, to designate a zocial philosophy? Proud-
hon was an individualist, and to him and those who
fundamentally agree with him belongs, by right of dis-
covery and use, the employment of the word Anarchy
in scientific terminology. We individualists hold the
original title, and we do not propose to be evicted by
the first upstart Communist who comes along with a
fraudulent claim. Mr. Warren should read history.
However, T can freely forgive almost any error about
words to a man who sees ideas with the clearness, and
holds to them with the steadfasiness, indicated by Mr.
Warren’s letter in another column, written in criticism
of E. C. Walker and Lillian Harman. He disposes of
Mr. Walker's sophistry most effectively. But let xot
Mr. Warren be discouraged. This man and that man
1ay drop out of our ranks, but the number of people
who understand the principle of Liberty and are dis-
posed to stand by it is growing every day. Ore swal-
low does not make a summer, and the whole flock of
snow-birds now twittering in “Lucifer’s” dominions
cantot inake winter there. The glorious sun of Liberty
is rising in the east, and no part of the world can es-
cape its light and heat.

Not since the first appearance of Henry George’s
light above the horizon have its rays been subjected to
any such keen and searching analysis as that which
they must now suffer under the prismatic criticisms of
John F. Kelly. Tngalls, Hanson, Leavitt, Edgeworth,
and others have dealt Georgeism some hard blows, but
Mr. Kelly’s acute reasoning does more, — it undermines
it; or, better still, it points out how completely, in his
latest work, George has undermined himself. With
marvellous clearness Mr. Kelly indicates that the real
politico-economic alternative lies deeper than that be-
tween protection and free trade, and necessitates a
cheice not simply between free trade and that particu-
lar form of taxation known as a protective tariff, but
between free trade and all forms of taxation whatso-
ever, including the taxation of land values. Further,
Mr. Kelly deflly turns one of George’s strongest argu-
ments for free trade against his deductions from the
Ricardian theory of rent. and shows that, if the pro-
tective tariff which George so hotly opposes were levied
on nations producing most advan geously; for ‘the
benefit of an international treasury; it would not differ
in principle from the tariff which George iz so‘ardently
in favor of levying on the more advantageous land sites
for the benefit of the national trelxsury And agam,
in striking contrast to Georye's lame and ﬂiogmal solu-.
tion of the tariff question by imposing a tax on' land,
Mr. Kelly sets up the efficacious and consistent An-
archistic solution by abolishing the tax on money.  On
the whole, no stronger arncln has ‘ever
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