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 Por always in thine eyes, O Liberty’
Shines that kigh light whereby the world is saved ;
o And though thow slay s, we will trust in thee."

On Picket Duty.

‘i'he simplest solution of the social problem is that
discovered by the New Orleans “Ficayune,” which
says that this 15 truly the age of the people, and that
they ought to be happy and would be happy if they
only knew enough to cultivate a general spirit of con-
tentment. Why not try it for a time?

A committee of the French Chamber of Deputies
has rejected a bill for the prosecution of men living
on the earnings of dissolute women. The reason

in so doing he does not disturb the peace or violate
the ordinances.” 'This is not true, except on the sup-
position that the “ Commeiiwealth,” the “ Womau's
Journal,” and a certain social club do not fairly rep-
resent Boston. If this is what the “ Herald ” intends,
then the aforesaid organs of “culture” aud club will
regard the remark as the unkindest cut of all.

J. Astley Cooper, an Englishman who finds no bet-
ter employment than the furtherance of a scheme to
“consummate the solidarity of the English-speaking
nations” by holding a graud festival every four years
at which their accomplishments in science, commerce,
art, literature, and athletics might be displayed, is
hailed by a writer in the Boston “Globe™” as a sa-
viour of humanity. We are told that the “old He!-

given wes that under French law the course p d
by the women is not cri 1. It would be interest-
ing to have this subject discussed in our own national
legislature.

Torture is not obsolete in this country. It is said
to be freely practised in Chicago by police officials to
-compel suspected persons to criminate themselves and
others. A dispatch from Denver says that certain
suspected persons arrested there “ proved themselves”
dead_game, refusing to give up a word of informa-
tion, although barbarously tortured in the sweat box
more than once.

The papers do not seem able to forget the injury
which was done to the privileged classes in the elec-
tion of the few Alliance senators and representatives.
They continue to talk of the unheard-of folly of en-
trusting national interests to the Peffers and Simpsons.
1 suppose the interests of the nation are safer in the
hands of the Quays, Dudleys, Ingallses, and other bra-
zen corruptionists.

English political leaders are often called upon to de-
liver addresses as rectors of the Scotch universities,
and Chancellor Goschen recently spoke on the aubject
of “Imagination ” at the Glasgow university. A news-
paper remarks that this would seem to be the last sub-
ject & financial minister ought to handle. The
newspaper, I fear, knows very little of the present
financial systems, in which faith and imagination play
a conspicuous part. Where is the basis for the “gold
basis,” if not in imagination ?

The editor of the New York “ Evening Post ” says:
“ What we advocate, Labor dear, is liberty for all,
and we should like extremely to see a great fute insti-
tuted, called Liberty Day, on which each marn should
do as he pleased, provided his pleasure did not inter-
fere with other people’s pleasure.” ' Does Mr. Godkin
advocate liberty for all on Liberty Day merely?
There is no liberty if every day is not a liberty day.
For Godkin to say that he advocates liberty for all,
even for a single day, is preposterous. . The man who
would prohibit the buyinglud selling of lottery tick-
ets, or the unli 1 sale of intoxicating beverages,
is not an advocate of hberty. He does _not' know
what liberty means. T

Says the Boaton L Herdd"

‘“There see:

lenic empire, ted largely by the celebrated

ery of a power which can he distributed in workingmen’s
homes, and which will result in the return of the laborer to;
his cottage and his family. Dr. Albrecht, a German
tician, quoting the ststements of factory mlpecton.’M the
introduetion of small cheip motors has l.rgely increased the
number of small shops throughout the G ire, also
predicts that with the improvement of electrie motors: and
the cheapening of electricity there will be a great increase
of small shops, and possibly a return to the day of small in-
dustries.

Referring to Mr, Taylor’s opinion, ﬂlf‘ New York “Post ”
says truly that, should the be reached soom,
the gain to representative institutions would be immense.
We add, more explicitly, that the cause of Socialism would
be sensibly weakened, and the Individualist movement im-
mensurably strengthened. If we should get rid of the huge
factories, the * Post >’ continues, * there is little doubt that
we should soon witness a vast increase of political wisdom
among the masses concerning the coaditions of industrial

national games, fell through the rapacity of -
cialism,” and that English-spesking civilization is
threaten.d by the same blight of commercialism and
financial greed, Mr. Cooper’s plan, which is said to
embody an original and fascinating idea, would act,
we are assured, as a powerful counteracting force and
temper the greed for gain. More wretched nonsense
is seldom seen in print. The scheme might afford oc-
cupation and amusement to those who have plenty of
time and of meana; but the talk of the teracti

and social happi " Thead g ofthelm.u
factory are many, but ths principal ulvsnuge is its suita-
bility to voluntary codperative enterprises, the success of
which Socialists fear more than anything else. ln a recent.
magazine article, Mr. Sidney Webb, the leader of the Fabian
Socialist movement in London, wrote: ‘‘Everywhere the
workman is coming to understand that it is practically hope-
less for him, either individually or coGperatively, to own the -
constantly growing mass of capital by which he lives.
Either we must acqui in the p 1 rule of the capital-
ist, tempered only by enlightenod self-interest and the gitt

and sa.lutary influence of such festivals can only be i in-
dulged in by those who have no conception of the dif-
ferences between. the present condition of the world
snd that which prevailed in that ancient epoch. Why
not also revive the oracle institution?

The legal prof is closed to the in Eng-
land, and a correspondent of the London ¢ Personal
Rights Journal ” points out that it is not a very diffi-
cult matter to get the objectionable law repealed. He
says: “I would suggest that some lady should qual-
ify or graduate in law at London University, the legal
degrees of which are notoriously far superior to the
professional qualifications of either barristers or soli-
citors. Then she should apply to one of the Inns of
Court to be called as a barrister, or for admission to
the rolls as a solicitor. This, no doubt, would be re-
fused. Then I would advise her to practise for her-
self. This would be a criminal offence, and would
lead to a short spell as a first-class misdemeanant in
Holloway Prison. But this, I think, would be a Pyr-
rhie victory for the charmpions of inequality before the
law. No man —probably not even a lawyer — would
permit & woman to be imprisoned for e¢ndeavoring
thus to earn her living. Injustice would be deprived
of her mask, without which no decent man would pub-
licly own her.” Passive resistance to law is beginuing
to be appreciated by the moderate Individualists in
England. Only in the “freest country in the world ”
do the generality of reformers shrink from violating
the law.

Industrial Decentralization.
[Today.)

More than fifty years ago Mr. Babbage predicted that if a
new power were to be discovered that conld be 1,enerated in
a central place in sufficient quantities, and the:. distributed
wherever it:was wanted, the age of domestic manufacture

‘'would return. . The huge factory would tend to disappear,

and the small factory would multiply everywhere. It is iu-
teresting to note' that Mr. Cook Taylor, the English in-

‘| spector of factories, in his new book on the modern factory

system, expresses the opinion that a great change in the sys-
pendix m on the verge of che discov-

of sympathy, or we must substitate ¢or it the coll
of the whole community.” Passing over the incorrect use of
several terms in this passage, the answer to be made is two-
fold: Under freedom it would not be at all necessary for the
workman to own ‘‘the mass of capital by which he lives.”
Supply-and-demand would secure to him his proper share in
the product, and would leave the capitalist nothing but kis
due share. Then, it is simply not true that the workman
cannot hope to own the means ol production and employ
himsel{, individually or coiip ively. The 'y toward
decentralization is already beginning to be felt.

Government’s Aid to Monopoly.
{Boston Herald.]

Money dictates our financial policy; money controls the
business of the country; money is despoiling the people.
‘Wall street is a primal factor, and many of the leading men
there, with fortunes built upon the ruins of their fellows, are
in reality the most audacions gamblers in the world. The
poor creatare who, with a few dollars, sets up a gambling
table in any town, is liable to arrest at any moment, and is
despised by all the world; while the men who gamble in
‘Wall street, and grow rich on the failures of numberless per-
sons, are called patriotic, because they lend their ill-gotten
gains to the government at 12 per cent. interest, and they
are feted and diued by an intelligent and Christian people.

Corporations of rich men bave always worked together to
support each other; but it is traly astonishing that of late
years the public treasure has been used by the highesat gov-
ernment officers to support .the needs of men who have
brought about a “stringency in the market,"” and whose in-
terests are totally at variance with those of the people.
Ever since the crash in 1873 the 3acretary ‘of
has been in the lmbit of oonfarrfng wuh tne

ing how much of the people s money wonld ‘De
ease the situation.

Judging from several oﬂicial reports, . was the f
lief of the Secretary of the Treuury tlut ity was a







