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For alwags i thine eyes, O Liberty!
Nhines tiid? iy i Light wherely e wdrid is saved ;
sl though thew shey s, e will trust in thee,”
Joux Hav.

On Plcket Duty

Besides the article by Tak Kak which appears else-
where, T have another artiele from him in reply to John
F. Kelly's = Moradity sl Uts Origin,” It is very long,

+ T have convieted this man of lying.
and 1 could not fiud room for the whole of it in this |

BOSTON, MASS., SATURDAY, MARCH 26, 1887.

Ito him divinest harmony” On the other hand, by
what rule of right or deceney tiows Burnetie G. Hus-
kell, editor of the  Labor Enquirer,” print this poem
over the signaturs of J. Wni. Lloyd, its author, but

Uwith a title quite other than that which Mr. Lloyd

chose, without giving his veaders a word of informa-

tion to that effect or doing auything to take the re-. !
! proximity to their association, ov restrict him in the

" sponsibility of this change upen himself?  Tu the past

world’s not grown honest, nor has he.

wssne: so, rather than divide it, T hold it over for

the next.

T am at a foss to understand the opposition of Auar-

chists (2) to the Pinkerton men on the ground that they !
As a private police —
that ix, protective —force, the: Pinkerton men exem- :

eonstitute a privale police force.

plifv Anarchisni: it i< only as a private army of inva-
sior that they become objectionable and  Archistic.
Nothing could show better than such criticism how

ignorant certain so-called Anarchists are of the funda.

inental principle of Anarchism.

The New York »Truth Seeker™ says that Aveling
and Liebknecht ~have no more sympathy with the
opinions of such gentlemen as Benjamin R. Tucker

-and Henrv Appleton than they have for the teachings

of the Communist of Judea.” “Bless v voa, Macdonald,
not half as much!  The teachings of Aveling and Lieb-
kpecht bear a very close resemblance to those of the
Communist of Judea, and are diametrically opposed to
those of Appleton and Tucker.

In the fifth of his sermous or the land question the
reverend Pentecost of Newark dealt a very severe blow
at the ceform he was advoeating.,  Supporting Henry
Georgs's proposition to tax land values, he said that

if it were carried ont, probably not ten men in his |

churel would he affected to the extent of a penny,  1If
M:. Pentecost told the truth, either his chureh is a very
extraordinary one, or Henry George's plan utterly fails
to secare justice to jabor.  Protestant congregations
are not apt to he reeruited exelusively or even prinei-
pally from the proletariat: as a general thing, three
fourths of the members subsist, not on the wages of
labor, but on the income derived from eapital. 1T,
then, out of Pratecost’s doubtless bownrgenis ehureh, net
more than ten members will be affected in their in-
coines by the taxation of land vilues, where is the

enorinous inerease in the wages of labor to come from?

No reform that does uot strip capital of its income and |

make the price of labor the only weans of support
adequate to the solntion of the social problem.

Phe New Haven «Workmen's Advoecate,” official
organ of the Socialistic Labor Party, prints the fol-
lowing: A Boston paper publishes the Anarchists’
March.  As night he expected, the alignment is very
nneven, cach meinber of the ‘guard”’ keeping his own
time aud whistling bis own tune and narching in any
direction regardless of his neighbor. Fun, though.”
The « Advocate,” when it said this, had had no oppor-
tunity of seeing its contemporary of the same date, the
Denver ¢ Lahor Enqguirer,” another organ (not official,
but very prominent) of the Socialistic Labor Party, in

. which appears the poem referred to, but under the
~head, “ The March of the Workers.”
editor of the ¥ Workmen’s Advocate” think about the

What does the

alignment of the workers? Are they having fun,”
too, “each keeping his own time and whistling his

Resistance to Taxation.

CTo the Editor of Liberty

get from You your reasous, so far as they are public property,

for that action. It seems to me that any good ohject could |

" hzve heen better and more easily obtained by compromising
| with the law, except the objeet of propagandism, and that in
. attaining that object you were going beyond the right into
‘ paths where you could not bid any one follow who was trying
to live square with the truth, so far as we may know it.

“we believe in it or not, 50 long a8 we remain within its bor-
ders, for the benefits which we willingly or unwillingly derive
from it; that the only right course to be pursued is to leave

10 our own rewson, and, if necessury, people a desert island |
for ourselves: fur in staying in it and refusing to obey its
authority, we are denying the right of others to combine on |
any system which they may deem right., and in trying to
compel them to give up their contract, we are as far from
right as they in trying to compel us to pay the taxes in which
we do not helieve.
. 1 think that yon neglect the grand race experience which
s given us our present governments when you wage war

1pon them all, and that i compromise with existing circam- |

stanc=s is as mueh @ part of the right as following onr own
reason, for the existent is the intuction of the race. and so
tony as our individnal reasons are not all concordant it is en-
titled to i1s ghare of consideration. and those who leave it out
da, in so far, wrong.

Ev ranting strict individualism to be the ultimate goal |

of the race development, still you seem to me positively on a

false path when you attempt — ax your emphatic denial of all

authority of existing governments implies — to violently sub-

stitute the end of development for irs beginning,

I think that these are my main points of objection, and

hope that yon will pardon my impertinence in addressing yqn,
- which disd not come from any idle argumentative euriosity,
but a gennine seareh for the teath, i it exists: and <o 1 ven-
tared to address you, as you by your action scem to me toac-
cept the burden of proof in your contest with the existent.

Yours truly, FreEDERICK A, C. PERRINE,

TATLANTIC ST NEWARK, N, ., NOVEMBER 11, I8N,

[Myr, Perrine’s eriticism is an entively pertinent vne,

his letter.  The gist of his position —in fact, the whele

precisely the thing which the Anarchists say it is not,
—namely, a \ohmtan association of contra peting indi-
viduals. Were it really such, J shoald have no quarrel

remarks. For certainly such ve. itary association
- would be entitled to enforce whatever regulations the
contracting parties might agree upon within the limits
of whatever territory, or divisions of territory, had heen

wonld have a right to enter or remam in this domain

Or hins the uneveiiness suddenly hecomne

except upon such terms as the association might im-

Sinee then the

1 have lately been involved in several discussions leading .
ont of your refusal to pay your poll-tax, and I wonld like to !

Tt seems to me that we owe our taxes to the State, whether |

any State whose laws we can no longer obey without violence |

and of the sqgt that I like to answer, though in this
instance circumstances have delayed the appearance of -

of his argument —is contained in his second paragraph,
and it is based on the assnmption that the State is |

Whole No. 96,
pose. But if, somewhiere hetween these divisions of
territory, had lived, prior to the formation of the asse.

i ciation, some individual on his homestead, who for any

reason, wise or foolish, had declined to join in forming
the association, the contracting parties would have had

" uo right to eviet him, compel him to join, make him pay

for any incidental Lenefits that he might derive from

exercise of any previously-enjoyed right to prevent him
from rzaping these benefits.  Now, voluntary associae
tion neeessarily involving the right of secession, any
seceding member would naturally 1" back into the
position and upon the rights of the individual above .
deseribed, who refused to join at all.  So much, then,
for the attitude of the individual toward any voluntary
I association surrounding him, his support thereof evi-
dently depending upon his approval or disapproval of
its objects, his view of its efficiency in attaining them,
wnd his estimate of the advantages and disadvantages
| involved in joining, seceding, or abstaining. But no
"individual today finds himself under any such circum-
stances. The States in the midst of which he iives
. cover all the ground there is, aifording him no escape,
and are not voluntary associations, but gigantic usar-
pations. There is not one of them which did not result:
from the agreement of a larger or spaller numher of
| individuals, msplred sometimes no doubt by kindly,
‘ but oftener by malevolent, designs, to declare all the
‘ territory and persons within certain houndaries a na-
! tion which every one of these persous must support,
. and to whose will,"expressed through its sovereiyu le-
gislators and administrators no matter how chosen,
i every one of them must submit. Such au institution
is sheer tyranny, and has no rights which any indivi-
dual is bound to respect; on the contrary, every indivi-
| dual who understands his rights and values his liberties
| will do his best to overthrow it. 1 think it must now
be plain to Mr. Perrine why I do not feel bound either
to pay taxes or to emigrate.  Whetbker T will pay them
i or not is another question, —one of expediency. My
object in refusing has been, as Mr. Perrine suggests,
propagandism, and in the receipt of Mr. Perrine’s lete
ter I find evidence of the adaptar’on of this poliey to
that end.  Propagandism is the only wotive that T can
urge for isolated individual resistanie to taxation,
But cut of propagandism by this and wany other
methiods 1 expeet there ultimately wil' develop the or-
wanization of a determined body of men and women
who will effectively, though passively, resist taxation,
not simply for propagandism, but to directly eripple
their oppressors. This is the extent of the only “vio-
lent substitution of end for heginning ™ of which 1 ean
plead guiity of advocating, and, if the end ecan be
“hetter and more easily obtained ™ in any other way, 1
should like to have it pointed out.  The *“grand race
experience” which Mr, Perrine thinks I neglect is a

i very imposing phrase, on hearing which one is moved

to lie down in prostrate submission; but whoever

- first chances to taks a closer look will see that it is but
with it, and I should admit the tr th of Mr. Perrine's |

one of those spooks of which Tak Kak tells us.  Nearly

. all the evils with which mankind was ever atilicted
. were products of this “grand race experience,” and 1

am not aware that any were ever abolished by showing

v v di | it any unnecessary reverence. Wae will bow to it when
brought into the association by these parties as indivi-

dual occupiers thereof. and ne won-contracting yparty |

we must; we will “compromise with existing circum-
stances” when we have to; but at all other times we

" will follow our reason and the plamb-line. — Eptror

Liverty.)
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