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On Picket Duty.

The Boston = Herald” recently published a lotter
from H. M. Bearce, over a columm in length, on the
lubor problem, of which the writer finds the solution
e the works of Proudhon. 1 shall present some ex-
traets from the letter in the next number of Liberty.

The first number of Mr. Underwood’s new paper,
«The Open Court,” is at hand.  Except that it is made
ap in thirty-two small pages appearing fortnightly in-
stead of twelve larger ones appearing weekly, it is the
“Index™ over The writers are the same, the
subjects are the same, the style is the same, the dreari-
ness is the same; in short, the “Open Court” “ill evi-
dently be a paper in which a large amount of ability
and learning will run to waste.  The subscription price
= three dollars a year, which may be sent to “B. F. Un-
derwood, P. O, Drawer I, Chicago, Hlinois.”

again,

* The costs of the Colin Campbell trial,” says a New
York “World” ecable despateh, “amount to about
F175,000. Tt is supposed that the Duke of Argyll will
have to hear almost the whole of this expanse, and, as
he is a poor man, it will almost ruin him.”  Will some
one please pass round the hat? It is often remarked
that the standurd of riches is vastly higher than it was
fifty years ago, but probably few hmagine that it has
reached so dizzy a height that a man who can pay out
F1T5,0000 and retnain solvent may be considered poor.
At this rate the English language will not hold ont.

The Detroit « Labor Leaf*” has passed froia the hands
of John R. Burton into those of Captain John M. Me-
Gregor, and will henceforth be knowa as “The Ad-
vance and Labor Leaf.” Tt has also beer enlarged
from four pages to eight.  As

Captain MeGregor is au
!

ardent disciple of Henry George, the tone and attitude |
of the paper are likely to be more positive than before, |

— 1 wish | could =ay more positive for political und
economie truth mstead of for error.  That it will con-
tinue to be edited with ability and earnestness there |
can be no doubt. It is gratifying to find that Ldlh-
die’s “Crarky Notions” are not to be abandoned. !
They bave always been the best things in the paper,
and probably will lose nothing in wit and wisdom.
The letter in another colunm from Adolph Fischer,
one of the brave and unfortunate seven who are threat-
ened with the gallows in Chicago, was sent to me hy
Comrade Lum to show me that he at least is an An-
archist, though mest of his comrades are really State
Socialists. 1 am very glad to admit that, if none of
inem had said anything more in conflict with indivi-
dual liherty than this letter, T never should have criti-
cised them as [ have done.  Mr. Fischer’s declarations

in faver of absolute iadividualism are so positive that 1 I

can hardly imagine him denying the freedem of pro-
duction and exchange as his comrades do. And yet he
hould have explained more clearly his meaning in re-
ferring to the “infamous institution of private pro-
perty.”’
between property and possession, why does he use the
word pricate? 1f not, his remark is tainted with
authority.

*Freibeit,” in muaking quotations from No. 1 of the |
“Proudhon Library,” attempts to show that the Com- | Lo explain myself.

» Mr. Pinney's old con

i

. refnge.
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siniply the utopias of Cabet, Fourier, and othoers, and
not at all Anarchistic Commurismn.  As the school of
Anarchistic Commuuisim did not exist in Proudhon’s
day, of course he could not have attacked it specifi-
cally; what Liberty maintains is that wost of the ar-
guments with which he assailed the utopins apply
equally well against Aparchistic Communism. The
extract from Proudhon given in the last issue of
Liberty showed conclusively what kind of Socialismn he
considered not utopian. In it he declared that the
whole of Socialism is contained in the prineciples laid
down in the articles of association of his “DPeople’s
Bank,” and that everything outside of these is utopian
and chimerical.  But “Freiheit” sees uo virtue what-
ever in the “People’s Bauk.,” It is plain, then, that
Proudhon, if alive, would consider  Freihejt's®
munism ulopian.

Com-
1 must refer onee more to the Winsted * Press ™ and
its editor. It is lamentable to see so bright a man as
Mz Pinney wasting his nervous foree in assaults on
windmills.  But it is his habit, whenever he finds it
necessary or thinks it timely to say something in -
swer to free money advocates, to set up a windmill, label
it free money, and attack that. An instance of this
oceurs in a scolding article on the subject in his issue
of February 17, as the following sentence shows: «~We
had a little taste of this sree currency in the aay of Siate
wildeat baunking, when eve
State bank issues.” The italics are mine, — used to ein-
phasize the substitution of the windmill State for the
giant Freedom.  How could State bank issues be free
money?  Mounopoly s monopoly, whether granted by

the United Staces or by a single State, and the old State | st ; ; ¢
Ceost institution s ut one of the logical results and

banking system was a thoroughly monopolistic system.
The unfairness and absurdity of Mr. Pinney’s remark
become apparent with the reflection that the principal
English work relied upon by the friends of free money,

Colonel Greene’s « Mutual Banking,” was written ex-

pressly in opposition to the then existing State banking |

system, years hefore the adoption of the national bank-
! ing system.
idiotic argument, if he had a hvttur one.
none is indicated by his say

That he has
12 of free money, as he
*In ihem‘y lh(' scheme is plausibie.
In practice it would probably be an ahomination.”

vative, cowardly,
into a corner

ys of free trad-

When dri

resort, which amounts practically to this: * Liberty is

right in theory everywhere and always, but m certain

cases it is not practical. In all cases where [ want men
to have it, it is practic but in those cases where |
do not want men to have it, it is not practical.”
Mr. Pinney wants and does not want depends upon
mental habits and opinions acquired prior to that the-
oretical assent to the principle of liberty which the ar-
guments of the Anarchists have wrung frow him,

My paragraph oun John Swinton’s “ Thought ™ strike:

Henry Seymour as inharmonious with what I wrote |

some time ago in defence of Anarchy, finding in it

. evidence that I no longer stick to the eost principle.
1€ he simply distinguishes, like Proudhon,

“The cost idea is a positive institution,” he avers, and
of course I could not sneer at the uotions of others re-
garding the necessity of plans and systems for our so-
cial salvation if 1 were not entirely free from then
myself. At any rate, 1 am asked “in all earnestiess™
To careful readers of Liberty such

snurizm and Socialism which Proudhon attacked were | explanations are superfluous, It has been stated on

little conumunity had its Lare tantamount Lo profits to none, — cost.

Mr. Piuney would not fall back upon this ’

Cheaunty and value in volumes.
. intelligence, coupled with such unswerving determination o
. reveal truth, that his writings are not only in the highest de-
Calvinistic !
on s guestion

which turns ou the principle of Liberty, he has but one - ! ! | ¢
¢ his scholarship fully titted him to lead i the revolution.

: say that your trauslation is admirable.

Whole No. 94.

more than one occasion, and it must be seif-evident 10
every intelligent Anarchist who has given the subject
the slightest consideration, that free competition and
the substitution of the cost principle for that of value,
in exchange, Hear to each other the relations of cause
and cffect.  The cost “institution” in the economic
relations is what the variety justitution is in the sex-
ual.  No sexual reformer would seek to enforce vari-
ety; but, recognizing that, under proper conditions,
when woman shall be socially and industrially inde-
pendent of man, variety would be just as natural as
monogamy is now, the reformer makes war upon sex-
ual slavery and tries to bring about the necessary
change in the conditions. To enforce the cost prin-
ciple would be equally absurd.  On the contrary, it is
precisely because this principle is absolutely es ntial
in the final and harmonious solution of the problem of
exchange that individual sovereignuty and unrestricted
exercise of individuality must be fully secured, for
these ure the role conditions of developing and main-
taining beneficial institutions and of the disappearance
of ail impediments to progress.  Here, as everywhere,
Liberty is the mother of harmony. Seymour and
Edgeworth, blind to their own logic, denounce the
idea as one of the State Socialistic Junacies.
What, then, does the ery for a free field, equal oppor-
tunities, and equitable exchange mean?  Profits to all
Profits 1o
a few mean robbery of others, —monopoly.  Andrews
and Warren, realizing this, make individual sove-
reignty and the cost principle the essential conditions
of a true civilization, bat Liberty settles the matter to
the satisfaction of all parties by explaining that the

cost

practieal expressions of the broad and general prin-
ciple of individual sovercignty, and, consequently, that
the only way to “enforee™ it is to establish the reign
of its purent cunse.

Proudhon’s Works a Source ci Health.
Dear Mr. Tucker:

Faun glad that you hive hit vpon tee plan of issuing Prowd-
bon’s works in monthly parts, which will not lessen their
Prondhon had such wonderiul

gree instructive, but refreshing and encouraging, —a source
of health and gludness to all those who ean read them, and
are not afraid of the truth.  His command of langnage and

The defenders of erganized plunder have tried to keep silence
abort the-ideas which Prondhion has made plain, and to dis-
cuss silly Communistic schemes instead.  Anybody who will

. alvoeate a goverement can get & hearcing, and the ortholdox
What

Cernment is either wors: than theirs, and onght therefore to

plunderers will proveed to prove that the new scheme of gov-

he rejected, or better than theirs, and thercfore **impracti-
cable.”  But v hen they read in Proudhon or in other works,

- what is simply true, and candidly stated, both the litterateur
. and the politician turn away, saying: ‘’I'hat will not do. It
+ wonld overturn all institutions, and, tirst of all, the mention

of it would ruin our position.”
the favor of capitalists.

Their position depends upon
Weil, I believe that it is within the

i power of us laboring people —of those of us who know these

things— to end this pitiful state of affairs by spreading the
light. We all need Prowdhon’s thonght, even for mental
health.  As one to whom both languages are familiar, 1 can
You have my sub-
seription for ten copies. 1 should not consider myself an
Anarchist if the effective desire to buay and circulate these
hooks did not arise in me. Those who read ouly English
can'tdo arithont your translation.  Yours vordially,
Tak Kak.






