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“Oh, men of Americs, let the volce of the pecple be heard!”
—Last Words of Albert R. Parsons.

We sre coming, we, the people,
Rising in our conscious power ;
Muany ageshave we waited,
Hungered, thirsted, for this hour;
For the tyrant and oppressor
In our presence soon shall cower.

We are coming, we, the people,
‘We, the entcast and oppressed,

We, the scorned of all the nations,
Coming en from east and west,

North and south, the wide world over,
Like the sea which knows no rest.

We are coming to our kingdom,
Pressing on to claim our own ;
We ghall rear the ‘‘golden city’'—
This our task and ours alone ;
Yes, the stone, so long neglected,
Shall become its corner stone.

We are coming, coming, coming—
Hear our legions on their way!

Rouse ye, sleepers, from your slumbers !
Make you ready for the fray |—

This the dreaded ‘‘dies irae’’—
This the people’s judgment-day.

Tremble, tyrants! Pale, ve despots!
‘Weep and howl, ye rich and proud!
For your pow’r at length is shattered—

See in yonder sky the cloud,
Soon to burst in retribution,
Q’er your heads in anguish bow’d.

Rocks and mountains may not hide you
From the people’s wakened wrath;
Like a whirlwind we shall carry
All before us in our path—
Earth awaits a new ba) q
Shall it be s bloody bath?

Not if ye will heed the warning

Of the voice which speaks today,
And, for wronge ye’ve heaped upon us,

Make atonement while ye may—
Make us ample reparation—

Else in vain for mercy pray.

Ye have lived in ease and splendor—
Luxury has been your bane;

Yours the purple and fine linen,
Ours the sweat, the toil, the pain,

Ours the crumbs, the rags of Laz'rus,
Yet must we not e’en complain?

The’ our toil has recreated
This fair earth on which we dwell,

Ye, who toil not, have possessed it,
While ye banished us to hell ;

To the tenements whose horrors,
Tongue of mortal scarce may tell.

In those foul and wretched dwellings,
Void of air, of space, of light,
Care-crush’d wives bring forth our offspring,
Doom'd to toil from morn till night ;
Helpless children robbed of childhood—
Dare men claim that this is right?

In the manesions of our masters
Childhood blogsoms bright and fair;
While with us ’tis stunted, withered,
By disease and want and care—
Tiny forms with aged faces—
Oh! These things are hard to bear,

Yes, but we have borne them, comrades ;
8ilent suffered ev’ry wrong,
Ev’ry form of foul oppression
From the mighty and the strong;
Unto Heaven in vain appealing,
“God of justice, Oh, how long?”

We have seen oar mothers, daughters,
Seen our sisters, sweethearts, wives,
Fore’d to barter woman’s honor
To rustain their wretched lives;
While upon their unpaid labor,
Capital, the monster, thrives.

Shall we bw_these ‘wrongs forever,
Ever abject and supine?
Shall that potentate called Mammon,
Reign for aye by right divine?
! The gm{s’ great mﬂWd slowly,
But they grind exceedLy iine

Yes, the time has come for action,
Freedom'’s voice is heard at last,

Calling to the eloe,ping nations—
M ’s mi stand agh

And the people’s foes shall vanish
Like dry leaves before the blast.

Bee! The age we're proclaiming,
Animates the very stones;
Lo! Behold a mighty army,
| Where but now were bleaching bones.
Hear our proclamation echoed,
In the crash of falling thrones.

As they catch that far-off echo,
How the hearts of men are stirred;
How with tears their eyelids glisten,
(Freedom is & wonderous word)
And, in joyful acclamation,
Now the *‘people’s voice’’ is heard.
—8Sherlie Woodman.
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THE DEVELOPMENT OF TRADE UNIONISM.

A lecture delivered by Peter Kropotkin in the Memorial Hall,
| on Jan. 4.

A few months ago I was delivering & number of
'lectures on Socialism and Anarchism in the cities
of the Eeastern States of America. These were
attended to & great extemt by American workers
belonging to the Trade Unions, especially when de-
livered in the big induetrial centers. That gave
the idea to our New York comrades of convening a
big meeting in the Cooper Union Hall, and to in-
vite representatives of Trade Unions and as many
members of Trade Unions as possible. It was done
and we bad a splendid meeting on the eve of my
departure. At this meeting, Comrade McCraith
read a short message from the Trade Unionists of
America to be transmitted to their English com-
rades. It was accepted unanimously and I wad re-
quested to convey it.

I was much prouder of carrying it than I would
have been of carrying any political message of any
importance, which, in fact, I wounld not have accept-
ed at all.

It would be presumptucus of me, having stayed
so short a time in America, to come here to tell
you of the movement there. It would have re-
quired wider knowledge and more serious study,
and moreover a journey to the Western States
where Trade Unionism takes gaite a different char-
acter to the “nibbling” Unionism of the Eastern
States. I can only say that it is full of youth and
of force, and that bappily the differences between
“Americans” and the Bohemiang, Poles, Hunga-
rians and other “strangers” are gradually fast dis-
appearing. When in the strike at Hazelton such
| “strangers” were massacred recently it produced
| such an indignation in New York that the “Ameri-
can” Trade Unionists called a great meeting and
told the police who were there present such things
| as to what would bhappen if they, the “Americans,”
were attacked as the poor Bohemians had been,
that not one single paper of the middle class cared
to report it.

My intention is to speak from a more general
standpoint. I have not much to say which you
may nat know already, but perhaps some general
views may not be out of place.
| Everyone feels in this country that some change
3 in the present organization, aims and methods of

| the Trade Unions is absolutely imposed by the un-
| ion of international capitalism.

For many yeare in the mediwval towns the work-
l'ers of all nationalities were united in unions and
| very often it is eaid that the guilds of old have
| given origin to the Trade Unions of today. Per-

| haps it is true, but-the modern Trade Unions are
- absolutely different from the old guilds; they cover
|but a very small part of the field covered by the
Unions of old. The workers of the guild considered
themselves as the ters of the industry—not as
| men who were being hired to do the work without
any interest in the m t of the n.
They did not consider themselves as outsiders to
industry: they considered rather the others, the
capitalists, as the outside and useleass element.

They used to buy all raw material and to sell the
produce. They managed the industry entirely;
and the cities were nothing but the unions of these
unions, the amitas between these unions. When
they had to export something, they did not leave it
to eomeone going to find new markets in Africa,
nor in China. It was the city which carried on
the export, it was the city which was considered
the first, the great consumer.

Moreover, the guild was supreme in its own con-
cerns; it was autonomous. If any dispute arose
between two workers of the same guild, it was to
the arbiters (or judges, if you like), nominated by
the guild, it had to be referred; if any dispute arose
between two workers of different unions, it was re-
ferred to the persons elected by these two unions,
who if they disagreed could call in the nominee of
a third to decide. It had its own militia; it would
join with the others in war if it liked, and such
wars were, of course, wars of defence, not of cone
quest. It was & b rly organization of produc-
tion, of distribution, of mutual support, and of the
defence of the citizen. What is the modern Trade
Union in comparison with this?

What was the result? That in these medimval
cities of the thirteenth, fourteenth and fifteenth
centuries, such extraordinary progress was made as
has never since been equalled.

You know how all this disappeared, how States

and kings took possession of the funds of these
guilds, bow the king conquered the cities and im-
posed hix judges on them and his laws, how the
cities were crushed, and how for two centuries, the
seventeenth and the eighteenth, all industries in
Europe went backwarde, were destroyed where they

had flourished.
One union, however, was not crushed, that of the

men engaged in the pursuit of knowledge, the men
who continued to work in their silent studies: who
were adding new discoveries to the old ones. In
the mediwval universities men had made experi-
ments which led ultimately to the steam engine;
chemistry and other new sciences sprang into be-
ing; man's force in the long run was increased a
hundredfold. If we were to take some books on
modern industry, we should be told that the nine-
teenth century is a beautiful Jlustration of what
can be achieved under capitalist organization.
“Look what industry was a hundred years ago,Jook
what it is now! And who has made it? The capi-
talist.” The reality is that it is science which has
made it. It was under the influence of the ideas
circulating at the end of the last century that man
has accomplished the prodigies we see now. Capi-
talism has not helped, but hindered it. What the
capitalists did to promote it we know—helped with
a legislation which pauperized the population,
| which expelled the peasant from the land which he
and his ancestors had cultivated; sent their agenta
travelling all over England stealing children for

the factories of Lancashire and Yorkshire. That
was what the capitalist invented for the organiza-
tion of the large industry.
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What was the worker to do under such circum-
stances—legislation in the hands of the monopo-
lizing classes and these workers driven to the fac-
tories to compete there with their children. In
their amall secret sociefies they fought this Moloch
but they could only try to prevent capitalism from
crushing them altogether. They were hanged for
strikes, they were deported to Australia. = All they
oould imagine at that horrid time was a policy of
resistance. Not a constructive policy, not & de-
atructive, simply & policy of conserving only the
little they could maintain. This policy has been
continued too long. To this policy the Trade Un-
jons continue to adhere although the conditions
have changed, and it is time to come forward with
new demands of & destructive and constructive
order. -

Already iff the commencement there were men
who undertook a greater task, who understood that
that would not be enough, that it would be neces-
sary to carry on a policy of active reconstruction.
Already in the beginning, Robert Owen, the man
to whom we Bccialists owe infinitely more than
most of us think—a msu who really foresaw the
future development of Bocialism better than many
of his successors—had started an international so-
ciety for discussing these questions, and had consti-
tuted “The Great Trades’ Union”—the Union of all

trades.
You know what the attitude of the government

was towards these unionists. Thay were met with
deportation and bard labor, crushed down by pro-
secution after prosecution, and for & while again
they had to return to their little committees, their
little councils in secret, to carry on merely a pas-
sive resistance.

Then came the great movement on the continent
of 1848. But again the workers were crushed
down, and again all hope disappeared from the

. hearts of the workers. In the sixties began & new
movement: The International Workingmen’s As-
sociation. This has now been forgotten, yet it suc-
ceeded in bringing together several millions of
workingmen all over Europe. It put all the great
problems into discuesion, and gave some solution
for each which was not inspired by books but by a
knowledge of life and work. In a few years this
associntion seen.ed to become a tremendous power.
The journalists of the capitalist world attended its
congreseer and hastened to wire from them that
things were still quiet, the dreaded revolution was
fot coming off this time. The International
Workingmen's Association, growing constantly in
power, finally led the French government to begin
that struggle which resulted, alas, again in the
crushing of the workers’ movement.

The Commune of Paris was an attempt of the
working class to try something new, something
constructive in Socialism and Communism. It
was crushed out in the blood of thirty thousand
workers killed in the streets. One hundred thou-
sand were deported. Driven back again, all the
workers could do was to fight step by step for the
rights of combination and of striking—a fight
which has still to be kept np. Men -are still con-
demned for picketing in this country. Look at the
money still spent in defending this, the soul of a
strike.

Yet gradually an immense work has been done.
Progress has been made since these years when al-
most everything seemed crushed, when the only
light we saw gleaming was maintained by the Trade
Unionists of this country. At the time of the
dockers' strike an attempt was made to create an
international union. An eight hour day move-
ment wae begun in Chicago, when the five Anar-
chists were hanged. The May Day movement was
started. A great meeting wag held in Hyde Park
in 1891, and great hopes were awakened all over
the world in regard to its success, which could be
carried bysthe workers themselves in their unions.
Unhappily it drifted into parliamentary channels;
so much was talked about an eight-hour bill, and
gradually it fadedaway. It was a fact of the greatest
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importance when the engineers again began this
movement. We have had several months of resiste|
ance, and you know how it has ended. The capi-
talists bave united all over the world; they went to
Germany, France and Austria to get help in crush-
ing the English engineers.

feat—what does it show? That it is time to come
out of those conditions of forty years ago when the
Trade Unionists could dono more than timidly
offer a passive resistance, and to enter & new period

of constructive activity.
When anything is brought up just now, some-

thing to be done for the workers, our ruling classes
have but one answer to it. The housing of the
poor, for instance—tons of matter have been writ-
ten about this. Wher anything is proposed, what
do they say? “Wait. Wait a little. Wait a bit.
Wait.” You have your children educated in the
schools. This may be pretty good, but your chil-
dren go hungry. You are told to wait, wait, wait.
You would be pauperized, remember, if they were
fed! The problem of the unemployed? The land
going out of cultivation? In every direction there
is a problem standing, and when you ask for a solu-
tion of it, they have no answer for us but “Wait.
Wait o little. Wait & bit. Wait. Let us see what
the political economists say. Wait.”

No; we must not wait. Are the workers of Eng-
land now less intelligent than in the time of the
guilds, that they could not manage industries as
their forefathers did? They tell us you could not
manage; you could not organize them. I must be
very much mistaken if you could not manage them
as well as your masters. The capitalists are con-
tinually complaining that they cannot manage in-
dustries well enough to be productive; they are too
poor to pay you a living wage. Well, if they can-
not manage industry without exploiting us 8o, let
them go. We don’t want them; we can manage
better than they have done yet.

I advise everybody to read in this connection a
book of Bellamy’s, “Equality.” Here you will find &
brilliant proof of the uneconomical organization of
the present day. He does not criticise it from the
standpoint of morality, of Christianity, he shows
gimply that it is the most uneconomical you could
imagine, the most wasteful. The idea id growing
amonget the workers that it is not for them to be
considered outsiders in industry. You are told
that you have nothing to say in the management
of these things; the present is a good time to begin
saying you have, that it is the capitalist who is the
outeider and that the organization of indust.y must
be taken into the hands of the workers. This i8
one movement, in which you have only to be log1-
cal, to come to the necessary conclusion imposed
upon you by the managers of industry themselves.

Then you see the co-operative movement, since
it has oiganized a market, moving on now toward
production; Socialist ideas are penetrating it;
many of the people in it are returning to its old
conception, that they should combine not for lay-
ing aside a few shillings by the end of the year, but
for the taking over of all the industries which are
now in the hands of the capitalist.

And we see a third movement growing more and
more, in the attempt of the cities to organize such
things as the tramways, gas, the water supply and
g0 on. It ig a childieh movement yet, and will re-
main 80 as long as it continues in the hands of gov-
erning bodies. But bring it to ite logical conclu-
sion, let it take its full development, and it will be
that the people themselves must take possession of
the territory, of the city, of ite houses, of all the
city contains for the satisfaction of all needs of the

population.
Take these three different movements, and let

them take their logical development. Imagine &
Trade Union movement not only for increasing
wages and® reducing hours, but ipspired by the
grander 1dea of getting rid of the drones and taking
possession of the works; imagine the Co-operative

This defeat—for if it is not a victory it is a de- | b

not only st a small benefit to the members of the
society, but at organizing the distribution and pro- -
duction of all the country; imagine the third
movement emerging from its'present childish pha-
ses, growing to become a man—the people—and
this man asserting his rights to the territory, the
all the ies for satisfying the needs
of the population. Who has made all that is vala-
able in & city? The inhabitants themselves! And
if it be the presence and labor of the people round
about it, why should it be the property of a private
individual? Why should not the city take into its
possession everything that stands upon the ground
of the city andthe city itself, those values created
by its inhabitants, not today or yesterday, but by
many centuries of work? Imagine that these three
movements, instead of always seeking a governor
or even a dictator, instead of stopping half-way,
take their entire develop t, bi gst
themselves, with freedom not for the entire city or
union only, but for every separate part of it; im-
agine these things and we have, not yet the Social
Revolution, but the beginning of the Social Revo-
lution.

I appeal to you members of the Trades Unions
now. Hitherto you have admitted the right of the
employer to consider the factory, the mine, as some-
thing which belonged to him alone. You have
treated with him, but you have always recognized
his right, the right of giving you such or such
wages, of producing as he liked, of opening or clos-
ing it. The great change in ideas which must be
produced is that Trades Unions should no longer
recognize that right; they should recognize that
that which results from the labor of all cannot be-
long to any separate individual. What we have all
worked for and produced, what eieryone has con<
tributed to, no one has a right to take into his own
hands. For you, the Trade Unionists of England,
it is time to recogunize that these changes are not
for the twenty-first century but for the immediate
future. It is time to combine your efforts in these
+hree directions, and joining hands across frontiers
and oceans, to proclaim that at last is arriving the
emancipation of the workers.—Freedom, London.
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THE BALLOT A FAILURE.

Manhood suffrage is a failure. I propose to prove it
logically and historically, and then let you do as you °
please. 1 do not care whether you think as I do or
not, as long as you keep your hands from my throat,
and leave me in the enjoyment of my own.

The universal ballot has been tried and found want-
ing. It promised much, bat at the end of a hundred
vears labor is still enslaved. The American republics
have demonstrated that the representative form of gov-
ernment is not the pledge of freedom ; that mere ma-
jorities are powerless to gusrantee to men life, liberty
and the pursuit of happiness.

In the beginning of the century we revolted against
monarchy. At the end of the century monarchy has
1o evils which we-do not endure. Give the ragged
starveling a vote, and the world will be redeemed; let
the psupers assemble with the priests and the princes;
let us have the Third Estate and all will be well. 8o
said the American and French revolutioniete. They
gave us what they wished to, and we are still asking to
be saved.

How is it that that which promised so much has
performed go little?

The question is not hard to answer. The represen-
tative democracy violates the very principle upon
which it is established. ‘‘The community,’” says
John Stuart Mill, t have an int t opposed to
ite own interest. To say that it could have would be
a contradiction in terms. The community within
itself, and with respect to itself, can have no sinister
interest. One community may intend the evil of an-
other ; never its own.”

The mistake that Mill makes is in assuming some-
thing to exist which does not exist—the community ;
that ig it doee not exist in the sense that he means. The
commaunity, so-called, is a mere arbitrary arrangement
of society for the convenience of business et cetera.
Suppose you have 2 community of one hundred peo-
ple. The people move awsy, one by one, and the

movement, inspired, too, by a grander idea, aiming
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unity disappears. Bul there are still one hun-|In a time of pesce it allies itself more or less with the

red individuale, and their appetites, desires and pas- | aristocratic interest: while in the time of war or revo-
sions remain the eame, whetlier they live together, or | lution it returna to the people to pacify them. It is
apart, for the gold standard as long as the people are quietly
gﬂi.n :i]nlo:,lzz which government exists is that '1OTant; but just as soon as a revolution is imminent

g |it is for free silver, with the exception of the aristo-

one man, if stronger than ther, will take f hat- | 4
3 Svopor '::;h::ls;l ::ilm‘: :):e | crats and those whom they bribe. And all the time it

F : |is simply for itself.

man will do this so will several. Therefore, if powers X
are put into the hands of =& comparatively small num- | Manbood suffrage is therefore a failure. Inonrcom-

| - < . .
ber, called an aristocracy, powers which make tlwmsm““y ;I oue ht::endr'ed fgl lias r!ﬂnamnothmgo‘but -
an the rest of the community, they will Crease the number ofsocial parasites fifteen. gonres

| .
take f the rest of the community as much as they chere will be now and then a freak, an Altgeld, a Bryan

1 of the objects of desire. They will thus defeat °"® Peffer, among the labor representatives; but they

PEPPERY POT.

Be happy! If you can’t be, find out the reason for
your inability and help us kick. 1f you haven’t brains
enough to do 8o, the lord help you; if you haven't in-
clination enough todo so, the other fellow take you!
There’s no sense in your lounging around this planet
without making yourself useful. Try Mars.

Yo

To reform means to remodel ; tochange. Tochange
the form of an evil or even to modify it, does not
eradicate it; its essence remains us ever in its modified
form and continues to work mischief and to gradually
the old proportions. To change or modify

the very end for which government was institated. |will fail oftener than 1 in wh they

‘The unfitness, therefore, of an aristocracy to be en- undertake. I

trasted with the powers of gavernment rests on dem- | ?

onsetration.” ‘ The ideal social eystem ie that in which everyone
The second mistake that Mill makes is in thinking that | produces what he eats, or its equivalent. But every-

one set of men will sct differently from another one is willing to eat, whether he produces the equiva-

et under exactly the same circamsfances. He ig- | lent or not; and there are very few who will reduce

mores the fact that a congress of laborers will have the | themselves to the neceseity of manual labor if they
same motive of corruption that a congress of ansto- havea vote to prevent it. Thus the representative
crats would have. It istrue, as he says, that those  plan for the emancipation of labor will fail. If our
who are entrusted with power will abuse it, but he|ggventy-fi ve laborers wish to be free they wnust act for
forgets that all men were laborers once, and that the |themselves. If they are wise they will delegate au-
same causes, which have made aristocrats of some |ihority to no one. To emancipate themselves they

men and slaves of others, are still in active opera- |
tion, and that the laborer if given the opportunity will
develop into an aristocrat. This is true, or all men
are not subject to the same law of development—and
that they are subject to it is a self-evident proposition.
In a republic the community, so-called, must dele-
gate power to a few, because & pure democracy is im-
possible, Mill takes it for granted that the community
and the congress have identical interests, if the con-
gressmen are chosen from the ranks of labor; but in
fact they have not. The aristocrats, that is the mil-
lionaires in this country, have a common interest.
The community, or the people who labor, have a com-
mon interest, and the congressmen, or people who leg-
islate, have a common interest. The interest of any of
them may or may not coincide with the interest of the
others. Sometimes they do and sometimes they do
not. Thas they have distinct and separate interests.

1L

Let us supp s nity of one hundred people
in which there are twenty-five aristocrats and seventy-
five laborers. We will say that the laborers have no
woice in public affuirs, and are enslaved. A reformer
comes along—a Single Taxer, a Socialist or a direct
legislation crank. He tells the laborers that every
man acts in accordance with his interests. The aristo-
crats enslave you because it is lo their interest to do
80, and you have given them the power. Now, if you
laborers had a voice in the affairs of government equal
to your numbers you would not be enslaved, since you
would not do anything against your own interests.
I propose to remove the evils you endure by giving
you each a vote. The aristocrats have one represen-
tative for every five of them, which gives them five
Tep! tives or congr According to the
same basis you will have fifteen.

The laborers are persuaded that the populist is
right. They go into a revolution like France did in
1789. When it is over they elect a congress. There
are now twenty-five aristocrats, sixty laborers and
twenty office-holders. (An aristocrat, in or out of
office is alwaysthe same.) A community that formerly
had but two classes of people, the aristocrats and
lahaorers, has now three classes—tihe aristocrats, the
people and the office holders, the first of which do not
work at all, the second work a little bit and the third
work altogether. Each clags would like to get on with-
out working, hence the desire of everyone is to become
an aristocrat. The laborers will not willingly do any-
thing that makes them work harder, nor will the aris-
tocrats or office holders. But somebody must work,
notwithstanding nobody proposes to if he can avoid it.

The congress meets and a law is about to be passed.
It cannot favor both the aristocrats and laborers. The
question that arises is, how is congress going to vote?
First of all it must be admitted that it is going to

“~.vote according to its own interest. The five aristocrats

will vote for their own welfare, the aristocracy, of
whib.h they are still a part; but the fifteen labor repre-
sentatives are going to try to cast a vote that will not
defeat them in the next election by the people, of
which they are no longer a part. .

The aristocratic interest, the legislative interest and
the popular i are t variants. The legis-
lative interest vacillates between the two variants.

must simply refuse to do that which enslaves them. ‘
What could the twenty-five aristocrats do in that event? |
It is thus that by not doing instead of doing that
labor may become free.

Sell-interest is truly the mainspring of human con-
duct. But before we can have a harmonious social
systemn we must make the interest of every man iden-
tical with the interest of every other man. They
must all be either aristocrats, legislators or lahorers—
all be united into one class, and not divided into many. |
But all men cannot be aristocrats, nor can they be leg-
islators, hence there is but one hope for freedom, and
that lies in making laborers of all mankind.

How is that to be done? Absolutely in noother way
than by the refusal of those who labor to support those
who do not labor. To effect it manhood suifrage and
a representative government are worthless. The la-
borer must rely upon himself ; he must Ye independent,
for it is throngh him alone that anything will be
brought about for his own welfare.

If all laborers will unite in demanding an abolition
of the law of contract they will wmake a step in 1he
right direction. But as long as they follow such rain-
bow chasers as Debs, Sovereign and Gompers, their
condition will not be improved.

The laborers must learn what robbery is, and then
unitedly refuse to be robbed. This is their only hope.

Six thousand years of positive government have
thoroughly demonstrated its failure. Through all the
centuries mankind have been journeying in a circle.
The Roman republic began with Romulus and ended
with Augustus; the American republic began with Jef-
ferson and.ended with Lincoln; and it is time that the
laborere were learning that liberty and laws are con-
traries; that where men are free they are uot divided
into capitalists and laborers, employers and employees.

Freedom is a sovereign absolute within the realm of
human bappiness and peace. It is seated high upon
a throneof love, whereon, with equality its crown and
fraternity its sceptre it reigns forever in universal
empery.
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Let not the reader become offended at what I write.
The world has treated me as well as I deserve, and [
am pretty well satisfied with things as they are. Iam
having a better time now than I would have if we lived
ander an equitable system. I would have to work
then, and I am positively adverse to labor. I am
therefore simply a cold-blooded reasoner in the discus-
sion of political economy. I am on the unpopular
side of the question, but it gives me pleasure to be so. ]
I do not care whether you believe as I do or not. Act /|
and think as you please, so long as you do not try to
make me think and act ag you do. I have made a
study of political economy, the same as I |
have of grammar, rhetoric and literatuore. I
may be wrong just as | may be a bad|

monopoly or its parent—government—means to alter
its form and decrease ite severity but to retain its
| poisonous essence. Anarchists do not wish to change
| or lessen evils but to abolish them ; they are therefore
| not reformers but abolitionists. Hail the new aboli-
tion !

L % *

The cult of mud-slinging is not confined to the
Republican and Democratic politicians. It finds ready
pupils even in the Socialist Labor party. A certain
creature whose loud-mouthings serve as a substitute
for the vacancy of his brains had the effrontery to ask
at one of Emma Goldman’s meetings whether it was
true that some Anarchists were sent out by the mil-
lionaires as their emiesaries to lecture in their behalf?
| Of courge, the proposition is too ridicalous to be con-
|sidered by sane people and Kmma Goldman very
promptly told the idiot she was not present to deal
with blackmailers. But the 8. I, P. would perform a
charitable act toward itself as well as to the general
public by sending that member to the lunatic asylum,

2 "o

The thirat for knowledge and eelf-improvement is
laudable; the desire to impart acquired knowledge to
one’s fellow beingsis commendable; even the ambition
to become an orator is excusable. But when a person
mounts & public ro-trum with the emphatic and poetic
introduction:  ““Vell, | nefer don’t know notings
aboud dem zupshecks you beobles vas dalken aboud,
bot I vant do dalk a liddle bit enevay pecaush dish yos
& free blotforms” it is about time for a bald-headed
man’s hair to stand upon its end.

*

- -
“Marx said thus and so;” “Proudhon said thus and
| 803" “Kropotkin says thus and so;” “Spencer says

thus and 80, are the favorite expressions heard during
discussions betwgen people claiming to be radicals.
There is one similarity at least hetween these good
people and those who claim that ‘‘Jesus Christ said
thus and s0” or “‘the Czar of all the Russias says thus
and 80,”” namely they are every one of them authority
ridden. Is an error transformed into truth because
Marx committed it? Oriea truth any more accept-
able hecause Proudhon uttered jt? Society will never
be redeemed until there are enough human beings
ready to stand upon their own bottoms; to say: “'I
say thus and so”" and proceed to demonstrate and prove
their assertions.
. » *

News has reached a comrade of t he scandalous, bru-
tal treatment of & woman by her husband, another
“Aparchist.””  No wonder that the State Socialists
claim we shout ‘‘liberty” without knowing its true
meaning. Surely this man does not, for if he did he
would realize that liberty includes the perfect
independence of the woman in sex relations—free-love,
Buat that man ie presumably waiting for the social
revolution to give his sex-slave the liberty she is too
indolent to take now.

- * *

“Unclean’ is what some so-called reformers are
pleased to term the very discussion of the sex question.
Yet the very breath acccmpanying their ejaculations
is polluted by liquor and tobacco. Now, which is the
most unclean, the rational’ and elevating satisfaction
of the strongest and most essential natural desire of
the sex impulse or of the artificially creatéd and life
destroying use of the poisonous alcohol or the filthy
tobacco? Oh! what degeneracy of the human mind!

writer or a poor grammarian. But I offer you my; « ",

magazine and my thought—reject them or acceptthem, | Ten dollars is the price psid for the use of Scottish
and I am still eatisfied. 1am not going to dynamite | Hall for each evening of Emma Goldman’s lectures.
anyone, nor suffer for opinion’s rake. But I am goiag | Does the dull American citizen perceive what that
to give you my thoughts juet as I think Them ae long | means? Does he realize that rent meane a tax levied
as I publish this magazine. My brain is my own, and | by robbers from the producer for the use of the earth
L am going to use it as I wish to, or not at all. —James | which should be free to all? Wake up, there!
Armstrong, in the Autonomist. 8. D
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NOTE AND COMMENT.

In & recent lecture, Prof. Vandervelde, of Belginm,
Social Democrat and political economist, long & shin-
ing light of the Authoritarian Socialists, de lared that
the Marxian theory that capital tends to concentrate
into fewer and fewer hands, is exploded and out of
date. True, he did not ray that the Anarchists had
exploded it, but Kropotkin and Techerkesof will
forgive him. Bat will the Marxians forgive him?
True, it is a little painful, and still worse, embarrass-
ing to disavow and denounce & man to-day whom you
bragged sbout yesterday, but when the “theory” is in
question, no task is too great for a true ‘‘Scientific
Socialist.” Not even denouncing & man to-day as a
fool and traitor, whom yesterday you lauded as a

1 of intellect and a p of virtue.

* & &

#8ociaslism is no Anarchism, nor yet ig il commu-
nism,” once said Rev. Heber Newton. This isan error
into which many people fall. Socialism is a generic
term, and embraces every ‘‘ism” that in any wayaims
to change existing social relati The abolitionists
were socialists, but they were not known assuch.
Their aim was to change the social relations which
then existed between the slave and his master. The
word “‘soeial”’ is from the Latin socius, & companion
or associate. Anarchism is a branch of socialism,

unism isa b h of socialism, social democracy
is & branch of socialism. They maintain the same
relation to socialism as do the different christian sects
to christianity.—Detroit Sentinal.
e o 0

It has often been said in the radical prees that the
militia in this country had no other purpose but to
display their bravery against striking and defenseless
workers, and its attitnde toward the war at present
proves the claims. Many regiments have declined to
go to war and there is nowhere enthusiasm and
“‘patriotism’ manifested in these ranks since there is
real danger in sight. To prevent their deserting, the
various companies are locked up in armories previous
to their departure, and that, too, after taking their
cath of allegiance; an additiunal proof of the discount
st which god and government are beginning to be.

* o 4

A reader of Portland, Ore. informs us that he
received his paper in a mutilated condition, certain
articles being cut out by the postal officials. This
convinces us that Comstock’s agents are still at work
trying to suppress Free Bociety.

¢ ¢ o

The latest news from Spain are such that fills every
rebel with joy. ‘‘The Civil guards sympathize with
the people. Even the soldiers cannot be trusted.”
The rebels are tearing down the bread shops,supplying
those in need. ‘‘Death to the thieves in office!” and
“Down with taxes!" is the battle cries of the rebels
and is ample proof that they are fully aware of the
cause of their misery and are fighting for freedom.
Hurrah for the Spanish workers!! I crave to be with
them.

*» & ¢
Comrade Barnes makes a distinction between
egoism and altruism, in last week’s issue, and is
therefore at sea as to what will be the outcome of a

“gtable equilibrium of egoism and altruism.” The
fact is that they are indentical and consequently
a stable equilibrium ean never be reached. What

" appears to us ‘‘good’ to-day is cousidered ‘“‘bad” to-
morrow; when we realize the ideal we hold to-day we
will strive for another—a higher ideal, and so on.
In short, remove restrictions in our social relations
and “the terms egoism and altruism will disappear

{r om our vocabulary.
* & o

Comrade EmmaGoldman delivered three lectures last
week before large audiences, and has aroused quite
an interest in the principles of Anarchism among the

radicals of this city. Last Tuesday she delivered her
fare-well address in this city. At present she is lec-
turing in Loe Angeles from whence she will go to
Portland, Oregon.

In some future issues we will publish her lectures in
full.

° ¢ &

Our comrades st San Jose had secured the hall of
the 8. L. P. for Comrade Emma Goldmsan to deliver s
lecture, and the fact had been announced in one of
their own meetings & week before. But, alas, the
“bosses” conquered! Before Comrade Emma Gold-
man arrived the comrades were informed that ‘it
would be impossible for us to make arrangements for
Mies Goldman to speak from our platform,” and she
was compelled to hold an open-air meeting which was
attended by about 400 men and women.

¢ ¢ o

The comrades in Tacoms sre requested to assist O.
A. Verity of Lake Bay in“arranging & meeting for com-
rade Emma Goldman. Comrade Kiefer of Beattle also
invites the readers of Free Society to confer with him
regarding meetings. Fiis address is 108 Marion street.

* & @

The Bohemian group of Baltimore, Md., which sent
us $7.004% Tew weeks agd, reguests us to state that out
of the $8.50 which were given by the group to Com-
rade Morwitz, $1.50 were sent to ‘‘Volne Listy,”
Brooklyn, N. Y.

* ¢ ¢

According to the daily papers Spain and Italy are on
the verge of a general uprising and revolt. In many
cities the workmen and peasants have seized
bread and other necessaries of life, and many govern-
mental institutions have been destroyed. Martial law
has been declared, but ‘‘blood flows in the streets,”
and ‘‘the people are defying the troops.”” A dispatch
BAYE:

““The forces now on the scene are in great danger
and may be by this time annihilated, as the miners
have large quantities of dynamite and know how to
use the explosive. This was shown by their work on
the railroad. They completely demolished bridge
after bridge and wrecked a tunnel, which it will take
weeks, perhaps months, to clear. They also used
dynamite in an attack on a jail, bursting in the doors,
killing the guards and turning the prisoners loose.”

The fact that ‘‘all authority is defied”’ and the cry,
“Death to the soldiers’’ are very encouraging signs,
and it is to be hoped that this revolt will result in a
Social Revolution which will spread all over the world.

1 expect that the internal situation is much more
gerious than the daily papers admit. People that
know how to use dynamite in defying their oppressors
will also have intelligence enough to know that the
mere change of masters will not better their condition
and will strike at the cause of their misery.

Hail the rebels!

* & o

Many interesting articles have been crowded out

this week for want of space. AL

s @ 9 & »

ANOTHER OUTRAGE.

The late trial (7) of Leroy Berrier is another judicial
outrage added to the already large and rapidly increas-
ing list. The whole affair, called a trial, was a shame-
less and disgraceful farce. His case was pushed
through with all the espeed possible by the govern-
ment, and no adequate opportunity offered for him to
defend himself.

Mr. Berrier wae not allowed to introduce witnesses
to testify to his good character, and the evidence was,
as in the trial of Emile Zola, fined to the nar
limits, the prosecution evidently fearing to allow the
introduction of evidence favorable to the ‘““prisoner at
the bar,” lest the fiendish desire of the government be
thwarted.

This is another illustration of the present concerted
effort, on the part of the various ‘‘limbs of the law,”
to curtail the freedom of the press, and scare all who
wieh open discussion so that they will not attempt it.

Mr. Berrier’s sentence is a8 ontrageous as were the
proceedings in court. To be sentenced to two years at
hard labor and pay & fine of five hundred dollars for
mailing pamphlets that contained unusual ideas, and
a novel theory, is ridiculously outrageous, and shows
how vicious the judge must be, and how insecure is
the liberty of every one in this boasted ‘“land of the
free.”

Mr. Berrier, I am informed, had failed to surround
himself with an alert ‘‘defense committee,” or cirele of

friends of free prees who were ever ready io array
themselves against interference, and before his friends
could pull themselves together in his behalf his case
bad been rushed through and he sentenced. This il-
lustrates the necessity of joining ourselves together,
and uniting with aL. who favor the freedom of the
press, for the purpose of batti by all
these encroachments, and it also nhowa the weakness
ot the argunment that it is wasting energy to combat
fi with the f of the press while gov-
ernment lasts. Had there been no combating of the
plans and operations of the officials in The Firebrand
Case we might all now be serving a long term in
prison. 7
This administration seems to have started out to cur-
tail or exterminate free press, and it behooves us to
put forth every possible effort to thwart that design,
and show a solid front, at every opportunity, that we
do not propose to meekly submit to such interference.
(Give us a free press and we will far sooner knock the
stuffing out of the varions tyrannous institutions of
government. HeNry Abbpis.

* & ¢ ¢ o

IS FREEDOM POSSIBLE?

The best argnment of the State Socialists against
Anarchy is that we are all creatures of circumstances,
therefore it is impossible to be free; that the conditions
of each age are the inevitable result of past causes,
therefore it is of no use trying to change them or of
rebelling against themn ; ergo, State Socialism is inevi-
table, therefore we should sabmit gracefully as we
cunnot be any freer than the prevailing institations

will let us.
1t sounds logical and,what the Marxian Socialirts are

very jealous of having called, scientific. But if we
yield to it, it proves too much. What is the use of
working, hoping, rebelling, struggling, at all? Why
not drift with the current, take whatever blind fate
gives us—in fuct, cease to be propagandists altogether?

We are, it is true, creatures of circumstances. But
we are quite important circumstances ourselves. We
are what we are, from the environment and conditions,
everything that has gone before us, but being what we
are, we are a power, a cause which may be felt in a
more effective, a wider manner than wo dream
of. A despot may be the right sort of san
outgrowth of a certain age; so is the rebel.
And every rebel working out all the powers
within him will in time eliminate the despot and the
conditions which permit him. The institations which
interfere to regulate my personal relations with an-
other human being, may be consistent with the stage
of progress the world has reached. But soam I, a
protestant against those arbitrary interferences. The
civilization of the present day may have advanced
only so far as to create conditions and regulations
which allow of little personal freedom; it is natural
also that many of the people should consider this sit-
uation inevitable, necessary and beneficial to mankind
in general. But it is just as natural that I should pro-
test, and dream and work for a time when there shall
be no fixed institutions, no arbitrary barriers across
my advancement toward full development and happi-

ness.

Freedom of action of all our faculties is the ultima-
tum. Resolved to its last analysis, every reformer or
revolutionist or iconoclast desires this. What else can
he possibly be working for? Hie mind revolts against
injustice, inequality of opportunity. The central aim
of every human being is happiness. He instinctively
feels, even before he reasons, that in order to be happy
he must be free to use and exercise all his faculties;
and the progressive man realizes that in order to be
secure in such freedom all others should be equally as
free. The Btate Socialist is really aiming at this
equal freedom or he is aiming at nothing; only he be-
lieves that some vague power resting in the collectiv-
ity ie going to secure it to the individual, instead of
trusting to the absence of legal power or authority to
leave people free.

A man with feet and legs with the proper develop-
ment of muscle likes to move about. Shutupina
box, he feels that he ought to be outgide of it. He
knows there is such a thing as walking about without
the restraint of a man-made prison, and he is going to
do all he can to get there. It is true of every faculty
we possess. We feelin poesesaing it, that there is such
& thing as exercising it freely without restraint, and
we are bound to reach that condition. Freedom is not
only a poesibility but & reality, a condition we must
have eventually or the race will die out en:imli{.
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SOCIALISM VS. ANARCHISM.

A most interesting discussion of the above subject
took place May 4. at the Vorwaerts"Turner Hall of this
city. The debaters were Emil Lies, editor of the Ger-
man Ban Francisco Tageblatt and Emma Goldman,
m. A 3.8 1, The A3 2 Anatad
in the German language. The house was crowded to
overflowing and the sudi inced a deep i
in and a thorough iation of the subj

t dis-

£ o

cussed.

More than hall of the valuable time of the discus-
sion was consumed with citations, statements, con-
tradictions and ref »ng, ete. of authoritarian ver-
sions which was introduced by Lies and had neces-
sarily to be followed by Miss Goldman. Neither space
nor inclination permits the t of these quibbl

What we want is the, liberty of each individual to
build his or her owifsystem and heaven upon esrth
accordiny to their own natural desires and inelination;
the same opportunity that the bjrd has te sing; the
plant to grow; the flower to bloom and blessom with-
out restraint.

Let us have that Liberty and the human race will
work out its own destiny. CRNER

* & &+ & 0

NATURE AND THE STATE.

In nature, as human beings, we are all in accord;
ascitizens, in the State, we must enter into agreements.
Of course the justification of the State is based upon
the possibility of fastening closer the ties of simple

nature. )
Canp it do so? Well, what is the use of such an in-

hence the following account of the purely philosophical gation! There are no papers published outside of
points discussed. . States—and within them none would presumably be
Emil Lies contended that he was as much in favor of

liberty as any Anarchist, in fact more so, because he
recognized the necessity for liberation even from one’s
self (ego). Bocialists in common with Anarchists, he
contended, opposed the State in place of which they
d d the ization of production and distribu-
tion with a purely industrial administration. But the
State is the product of the existing institution of pri-
vate property and must fall with its disintegration.
The Socialists considered the political arena the place
for fighting and settling the struggle for liberty.
Emma Goldman replied that 1f human beings were
to liberate themselves from their ego they must
become unconscious first, they must die, which would
certainly settle the question so far as they were con-

cerned.

A centralized systew of production and distribution
was simply another name for a State. Wherever
tLere is centralization there is officialiszn, and where
there is officialism there is power—despotism. She
wants individual liberty and recognizes no power on
earth restraining the individual in non-invasive acts.

The State was not the effect but the cause of private
property, and it is the State that must fall before man-
kind can breathe again the air of freedom.

The struggle must, however, not be fought by poli-
tice. That is a delusion, as a century of unsuccessful
experimentation in this country has proven. Correct
ideas must preced ful action. Eduacation and
agitation are the means. Whenever the pecple shall
bave arrived at a knowledge of the true principles gov-
erning harmonious social relations they will put them
into practice without the ballot box which is simply a
method of preferment and elevation into salaried
offices of ambitious scliemers; a means of corruption;
a delusion and a snare.

Lies claimed : the freedom of the individual wonld
be curtailed just as much under a group eystem of
voluntary contracts as proposed by Anarchists, as
under a centralized system of production and distri-
bation. For if he were associated with a group and
could not agree with it, he would bave to seek some
other group, and if no group could be found to suit his
inclinations he would be leit to perish. Individualistic
production was unprofitable; the principal governing
man was te obtain a meaximum amount of comforts
with & minimam expenditure of effort which was pos-
sible only under & co-operative system upon the
largest scale.

Emma Goldman cenc}ude(fz sbe did not advocate
the contract system or any other special system. She
had no hobby to ride and was no system-builder for
future generations. It were foolish and shortsighted
for us today with the rapid strides of Yhe sciences,
inventions and discoveries, with the advance of philos-
ophy and the progressive spirit of the age before ns
to outline any particular eystem or arrangement of
industrial or social relations. It was true that the lar-
gest amount of material comforts can be obtained under
operation upon a large scale and no doubt with the pres-
ent conception large numbers of people would under
rational conditions co-operate upon such a plan. But
it was not for her nor for Emil Lies or any other
human being to dictate or force them into any parti-
calar plan or system. Millions of people might want
to go into a co-operative system while some igolated
few might wish to live upon their own hook in their
own fashion. It were irraticnal and unfair for us to
curtail the freedom of even ome fingle individual;
that would be the beginning of tyranny. Liberty does
not consiet in doing what someone else considers ra-
tional for us to do, but in the satisfaction of all of our
own desires no matter where they may lead us as
long as they be non-invasive.

tolerated—denying the justifiability of the State. And
where adverse criticism is denied, what use of any
criticism at all.

By the influence of the Church mankind during
many centuries received such a training that they did
not dare to investigate the doctrines and much less
the justification of the Church. This influence from
within sufficed for a long time to keep the masses in
bounds. Finally outside influences, prohibitory laws,
and in cases of their violation the sorest inflictions
were resorted to. Equally so does the State still train
its victims to a recognition of its institutions and regu-
lations and principally of its own justification.

The more people, however, miss the blessing of the
State, the more insufficient will become ite moral in-
fluence. For the desire for liberty and happiness will
forever live in human beings. .

Now, there are two means whereby the representa-
tives of the State strive to perpetuate it: the more
rational ones by making concessions to human nature;
the irrational ones by repression in the shape of brute
force. They are imitating the old methods of the
Church which, however, the severer they were, has-
tened the downfall of the Church so much more cer-
tainly. The rack and the stake are out of fashion, of
coarse, but jails, exile and economical injuries are
still available.

It bas been found impossible to bolster up the dig-

nity of the Church by brute force ; will it be possible to
much longer conserve the dignity of the State by the
same means, that is, will the military-and police gov-
ernment be able to survive?

The apparent public opinion is that it will, but
principally from fear of ostracism and because jails
snd insane asylums—the result of truthfully expressed
opinions—have no particular attraction for anybody.

‘Thus the State, if its object is the closer organization
of human beings and if that proves its justification,
certainiy accomplishes its object; physical force ac-
complishes it.

Yes, the State cemente our relations, but—to oui-
ward appearances only. It builde our relations upon
artificial compromises. 1n order to do that it is ob-
liged to establish an equal foundation for all, to level
down everything. Can it accomplish that without
jostling against the natural inclinations of human
beings? That might be doubted, if doubt were per-
migsible. Yet the State little cares whether any nat-
ural inclinations remain besides the outward relations
it has forced ue into. And it is unable to harmonize
natural instincts with ite artificial barriers, for nature
will not be conquered

The foundation of nature is absolute liberty; the
State wishes to regulate things by external force. But
nature is the strongest and frustrates the attempts of
the State, so they have no common ground to stand

0.

D?f the State wishes to compromise with nature—and
that is its only plan of self-preservation—then it must
clip her winge. Then she cannot fly, but only jump.
It cannot capture natural liberty, however, for she
dwelleth not in the body alone. Thusliberty is always
a thorn in the eyee of the State and it is ready to
suppress her upon the slightest expression.

The State doee not bother about our natural or in-
alienable rights, for they are in conflict with its man-
made and-artificially established laws. [t takes the
hands of the citizens, places them into each other and
says: Now, children, agree, or I'll take the strap!
It does not care how many lives are wrecked by these
compuleory regulations and how many of us would be
infinitely more happy without them.

Yes, buman nature and human interests are sup-
posed to be insufficient to get along without the inter-

ference of the State. Stupid nature has to sit upon
the school bench and to learn to behave herself. Bhe
is to begin to learn something and the State is to be
| her schoolteacher !
| Will there ever be any human associations based
|upon elevated and refined natural impulses and
g promptings and the laws of natural selection instead of
| the abnormal and degraded gl tions of h

| irames based upon and resunlting from brutal force and
compulsion? That will be the work of education and
propaganda and more than all the faith in the superior
power and grandeur of the elevating possibilities of
liberty.—Johannes Guttzeit in Chicagoer Arbeiter
Zeitung.

* * ¢ ¢ ¢

GOVERNMENTAL 1DIOGY.

The baneful effect of gov received a practical -
illustration in the action of the local authorities the .
other day.

Tsfo children of one of our comrades in this city
| were successively taken ill with diphtheria about two ‘]
J weeke ago, but soon became convalescent. To prevent
|the infection of the three remaining children of that
; family they were sent to another comrade’s house in

Berkeley where they remained for four days and en-
| joyed excelient health. Suddenly upon the fifth day a
| health officer eppears on the scene and orders the chil-
| dren taken back to the city. Being backed by super-
|ior brute force—government—of course these orders
| had to be obeyed, and the children were therefore re-
E turned to the city.

Now, what is the inevitable result of such action

| under the circumstances? Simply this: These three Rt
‘ children when taken back to the infected quarters will
| in all probability be infected and there will possibly
be loss of life. Had they been allowed to remaiu in
Berkeley where they had been enjoying better health
than they ever knew in the city, even under ordinary
}couditious, their lives and health would certainly be
spared.

This is also a beautiful illustration of the protection
mouopoly receives at the hands of the government. It
was the landlord who reported the case to the health
office. The comrades are being mulked by one robber
out of a tax upon the few inches of earth that in rea-
son ought to be free for use; and another robber—the T
government—stands ready to support and protect such |
robbery. And, to bring the infamy to a climax, the
insolent robbers meddle in the private affaire of these |
comrades. \ |

And that ig the lovely piece of machinery our State
Socialist friends consider indispensable ! 5. D,

it
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CORRECT MENTAL VISION. “

W. J. Colville in ““The Humanitarian” says: “We
need to see things in their true relations before we can
deal with any great question intelligently, and it is
for want of correctly-adjusted mental vision that so
many well-intended works result in futility. The
temperance question, the social purity movement, and
| many others are lar%ely handicapped through failure
|on the part of some of their stanchest advocates to see
| the need which exista for appealing to the better and
| higher side of human nature, instead of insisting so
| much, as is often done, upon repressive or prohibitory
i . The teenth century has been largely
i characterized by the amount of force expended in
| work of an iconoclastic character: the Twentieth

Century may see work done on constructive lines
" exclusively.”

The'‘image of liberty’ must be broken (inconoclasm) ;
we must have liberty herself! ‘‘We need to see thinge
in their true relations,” which is, wage glavery, caused,
| and being daily intensified by the legal tender fraud—
| the only power that maintaing Church and State.

“The better and higher side of human nature” is a

vapory aphoriem g0 long as bealth and life are bein =i
crushed out of labor by the robbery of monopoly, an

monopoly is only possible through the medium “which

forbids equitable exchange. #

Anarchy objects to ‘‘repressive or prohibitory
measures;’’ in this we agree with Colville, and no
doubt still further: that temperance and eocial purity
will not be brought about by man-made law, but by
absolute individual liberty; therefore, to ‘‘deal with
the question intelligently,” we must trace the cause
of all the evils from whiufx humanity is suffering and
abolish the cause—government. Government is
nothing but brute force; to abolish this, the money
power must be destroyed; then government would
ceare. Surely all reformers can see that as soon as
equ'ty in exchange is posBible, the handicapping
business will be one of the lost arts. It is just the
want of “‘correctly adjusted mental vision” as to the
cause and effect of government, that all *‘well-intend-
| ed works result in futility,” and it ever will be so. £
Do yoh think the Cubans are to be freed? No, they
will only pay $250,000,000 a vear to Americans, instead
of $200,000,000 annually to Spain.

J. AvrrED KINGHORN-JONES,
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SELECTIONS FROM THE WRITIN&S OF
HENRY ADDIS.

Why ¥ am an Anarchist.

We find ourselves in & world of conflicting ideas, and every person who has
individuality enough developed to be more, in human life, than a domestic animal
or lifeless machine, must align hi f with others who hold the same opinion,
whether he will or not, and then he ie in the view of others, and perhaps in his
own view, labeled with the name of the idea he holds. o we find that nearly
‘every person is labeled, and some persons have a number of labels.

Finding that we must be something—must hold to certain ideas and work for
certain ends—if we work at all, or amount to any more in human life than an ox,
or an ax, it very natarally follows that we will adopt and work for the prevalence
of such ideas as will bring us the greatest happiness, now or bye and bye. That
is why I am an Anarchist. I am convinced that to work for the realization of the

- Anarchist ideal will bring me more satisfaction that an adherence to, or working

for, any other ideal would bring me.

But every one should be able and willing to give a reason for the ' faith that is
within him,” and I will try and do so.

I find mysell in a world of sunshine and shade ; of joy and sorrow; of happi-
ness and woe. All around me I see fellow beings; beings that are constituted very
much a8 I am, have similar desires, hopes and aspirations. 1 find that they are
constantly trying to gratify these desires; to realize their hopes and attain to that
for which they aspire. I find further that they can do these things only by ex-
ploiting inorganic nature, and by assisting each other. I find that as things are
now, these beings i d of mutually assisting each other are constantly striving
to injure each other, not because they take delight in the suffering of a fellow, but
because they see no other way of satisfying their desires and aspirations. They
think this state of affairs wrong, and are constantly clamoring for a change, but
have not yet learned the great fundamental fact of human eolidarity—of our
interdependence

Long have the various members of the human family sought to adjust them-
selves to environment, and of late have begun to endeavor to adjust the environ-
ment to suit themselves. All mankind craves for freedom, but most of the people
have sought to gain freedom by subjugating others, or by restricting all alike.
They have not learned that they cannot be free while they are holding others, or
while they seek to restrict the freedom of othors. No one desires to be injured,
and yet no one can be secure from injury as long as he injures others. We all
wish to be free from injury. I crave for freedom. [ see that others want the
same condition, and I know that my freedom can be made secure only by the
freedom of all others. I know of no other ideal but Anarchy that, if realized,
would secure freedom to me and to all others, therefore I am an Anarchist.

I long for plenty ; for a sufficiency of the material necessities of life to make
jt poesible for me to satiefy all my physical cravings, and I know that all others
want the same thing. I see that the Earth yields abundantly; that it is possible
for human beings to produce all the material necessities required to sgtisfy their
physical cravings, and that if they would step restricting and interfering with each
other and turn their attention to production and mutual assistance, they could
have every material comfort they desire. Anarchy is the only theory that, if put
into practice, would secure this abundance and at the same time secure full
liberty. Consequently I am an Anarchist.

I leve my fellows, some of themn at least, and pity those who suffer. I desire
association with my fellow humans, and crave their friendship. 1 have a horror
of viol and of the shedding of blood. I find that, as a rule, the other members
of the human family are influenced by the same emotione, and I see that these
emotions are warped and stifled by the conditions by which we are surrounded.
I realize that Anarchy would be a condition that woald tend to develop these

ti and to eli the emotions of hatred, revenge, jealousy and envy, by
disuse: That in Anarchy association would rest upon mutual attraction, that all

+,

. such hindering barriers as class distinction, rank, title or wealth will not exist,

and 80 I am an Anarchist.

I love the beautiful. It gives me joy to see gorgeous sunsets, towering moun-
tains, picturesque scenes. It increases my happiness to see bright cheerv faces,
happy people and comfort. I take great delight in works of art, in poetry and
mausic. I do not enjoy these things alone. I wish to share mny joy with others. As
things are today the ability to enjoy these things is crowded or crushed out of most
people, and I must have my enjoyment of them constantly marred by the lone-
someness I feel when trying to communicate my joy to those I love, or with whom
I associate. I know that many who have great artistic power; who could add
much to the world’s stock of art, poetry and music, are prevented from so doing by
the hard necessities that surround them, and I see that Anarchy would remove
the stifling conditions that kill the appreciation of the beautiful and prevent the
development of the artistic. I am, for these reasone, an Anarchist.

All this and much more goes to make up the reasons for my adherence to, and
advocacy of Anarchy.

g |
The Tyranny of Majority Rule.

It does not take much reasoning to show that majority rule is not just, wise or
best, and that it is absolutely lacking in that element of justice which it has pre-

. viously been supposed to embody. But few have stopped to calmly consider the

tyranny of majority rule. Tyranny has been supposed to be confined to the rale
of one or a few, but in veality the rule of the majority has been and ever must be
as tyrannous as the rule of a single despot.

Compaulsion, whether it takes the form of incentive to action, or of restraint
from action, except in cases of necessary defense against aggression, is tyranny.
Where & vote is taken on any proposition and a majority votes in one way, and
compels the minority to abide by their decision, it is tyranny. A majority may

voiz fo prohibit the use of beer, and by ing that decision ty ize over the
minority who wish to drink beer. On the other hand the majority might vote
that every one should drink so much beer every day. That would be tyranny to
those who do not like beer, but it would be no more tyranny than to prohibit those
from drinking beer who desire to do so. &

Every attempt to regulate ‘‘public affpirs,” or to 1 the duct of oth
must be done by appeals to superior brute force, direct, or to “‘majority mh,"
The former is generally recognized as tyranny, and the Iatter is, logically, equslly
so. A few, lor instance, do not wish to go to church on Sunday, but prefer to
spend the dsy, or part of the day, in the woods, in a park, on a river, at a theatre
or at & ball game. The majority do not want to spend their Sunday that way,
and by right of théir power, as the majority, prevmt the minority from following
their desires. It may be that out-d is y to the health of some
of the members of the minority, but by the decision of the majority they must go
to church or stay at home, and this may be as galling and tyrannous as if the
majority compelled every one to go ont-doors and stay away from church and
from home.

The majority may think that & certain form of association is “right and
proper,” and by the means of compulsion at hand force all to conform thereto,
but that form of usgociation may be very obnoxious to the minority and its en-
forcement extremely tyrannous. ‘s

In groups or societies formed for special purposes the principle works the same.
1f the majority rules, then the minority may feel tyrannized over, and as much
restricted as can well be. The minority may want to work in & certain manner,
or at certain occupations, bat if the majority says they shall not, but must work in a
certain way, and occupy their time in certain employment, then they must do it,
and it becomes tyunny. Even in secret orders, and voluntary societies the ‘rale of
the majority often becomes very disagreeable to the minority, but the minority has
no rights that the majority is bound to respect, so thev must submit, or withdraw
and lose what they have in the institution, and in some instances be persecuted
unbearably for so doing.

So we see that everywhere majority rule breeds tyranny, is tyranny, and can
be nothing elee. If all agree there is no rnle in the matter, but if one disagrees
then the compulsion begins, and the tyranny of majority rule manifests itself.
In essence there is no difference between & minority composed of one individual
and a minority composed of one half minus one individual. If the lone individual
bas any righte in the matter, his rights are equal to the right of each other one,
or of all the others together. If he has no rights in the matter then one half of
the people minus one have no rights in the matter.

The philosopher may think out & better plan for carrying on a certain work,
or the wgientist may make discoveries that do not accord with accepted notions.
A few will be found to give each of them a hearing and to adopt the new method
or accept the newly discovered fact, but the majority will be a long time in doing
either. If it were put to vote to determine whether the new method should be
adopted, or the newly discovered fact be accepted, in nearly every instance the
majority would vote ‘“no.” If the will of majority, in this instance, becomes the
rule of action then it would become tyranny.

Thus we could elaborate indefinitely, and in every instance it will be found
that majority rule is tyranny. It is always the expression of the thought and will
of those who lag behind ; of the conservative ones. (

It is evident, then, that all argument in favor of majority rule is only an
argument in favor of one form of tyranny, and all our ‘‘reform” friends who call
8o loudly for true majority rule, are calling merely for a change in the form of
what they complain of—tyranny—and not its abolition. Why not stop demanding
another form of tyranny and demand the abolition of all tyranny—all rule?

e geee
The War Spirit.

‘The war epirit has been extolled as the noblest quality of man. It has been:
made the subject of essays and philosophical dissertations. It hss been one of
the great themes of the poet and the noblest, and has been constantly
shown on the stage. All of these great moulders of public opinion:
have for ages tried to impress upon their devotees the idea that the:
war spirit is the great moving and ennobling power that raised hu-
manity above the brates. The horrors of war have been described by some men of
genius, but their voices have been drowned by the roll of the drum and the shouts
of adoration raised to the conquering warrior. Military commanders have been
given places in institutions of instruction; they have been petted and feasted in
society as some sort of superior beings. They have been put into positions of
trust and influence, and the young taught to look upon them as worthy of unusual
honor. So widespread is the war spirit that even religious bodies, going forth to
spread a gospel of ‘‘peace on earth and good will toward men,” as they have
claimed, have adopted the organization and discipline of armies on a war footing.
Everywhere this spirit of domination, of aggression, of rule or ruin, or “‘do as I say
or I'll kill you,” has warped the minds of men and turned energies that otherwise
would have been turned to a better purpose. It has been the mainstay of all
forms of authority, and an ever ready safety valve to draw off the unrest of the
peo ple when the privileges of the parasites have been threatened.

In looking back over the history of the past we find all ite pages stained with
human blood. Everywhere the people have been taught to fight as a duty, and
everywhere the ruling classes have caused the poor, deluded, honest, wealth pro-
ducing people to slanghter each other on the field of battle. Rivers of blood have
flowed ; millions of widows and orphans have mourned; the tenderest tiee have
been broken and the most endearing conditions of life destroyed because the war
gpirit dominated the minds of men, and they, poor fools, flung themselves into the
heat of battle at the d of some tate—some pompous parasite. All
this blood has been wasted: this loss of life was of no good to those who bled or to
their dear ones.

In our own day the war gpirit is inculcated as much as possible, at schoo!
and in charch, by the press and from the rostrum. War scares are numerous, and

military organizations are spread from one end of christendom to the other. Not




_only the school children, but alzo the attendants at-some of the Sunday schools
' are drilled in military _and squads of boys, too young to realize the awful
gravity of what they are doing, go marching down the streets of our great cities,
dressed in military uniforms, besring guns, and stepping to the time of a enare
 drum. Long srticles are written by eminent men to prove that the war spirit
. should be cultivated in the young. The ruling class begins to fear that the poor
will quit fighting their battles for them. The idea is gaining ground that if kings
and congresses want war they may do the fighting.

Workingmen begin to see that the militia is used against them in their strog-
gies with their employers, and much has been written and said concerning what
can be done to correct this evil. Some have proposed that the working men join
the militia, but in New York city members of Trades Unions are debarred from
joining by officers of the militia. In some places entire companies of militia, com-
‘posed entirely of trades unionists, have been proposed. But oh, how few have
seen that no matter how many trades unionists are members of the militia, they
will be flung against their fellow unionists in case of strike or lockout. Pretty
sight! Beautiful sight! Ben who have met in the union and called each other
brother, brought out, gun in hand, at the command of a braggart bully, liable at
any moment to be given the order ‘‘fire”” at their brothers, perhape of the same
local. When will the Trades Unions and all their members refuse to belong to any
military «rganization? When will working men see that military organizations
#re to keep them in subjection, and secure their robbery for the benefit of the para-
sites? When will people learn that war only brings anguish, destruction and
death, and that all the desirable things of life come a8 a consequence of industry,
never as a consequence of war?

When we have grown wise enough to banish the war spirit from amongst us:
when all persons will refuse to use force against their fellows, then the power of
the oppressor will be gone. No more could proud wealth rob patient industry and
laugh in its face. Never again could the efforts of strikers be crushed by the mili-
tia. The power of the State would be gone, and the producers be able to maintain
possession of their products. Then those who toil and create the wealth of the
world could assert their power, and by combining their efforts raise themselves be-
yond all danger of want or privation, and forever place themselves in position to
enjoy all the comforts, the luxuries, the arts and sciences. But as long as the war
spirit sways men as it does today; as long as men will take up arms against their
fellow men; will march and drill, and obey the command of a ‘“‘superior,” just so
long will the parasitic class continue to fatten on the industry of labor, and uphold
their. privileges by inciting one section of working men against another section,
and arousing the war spirit within them.

Wealth producers! refuse tq longer allow the foul fiend of war to urge you on
to self-destruction : to cause you to slaughter one another in the interest of your

\ common enemy. Refuse to fight!

—o—
Crime and Punishment.

The fear of crime and the question of punishmentare two bugbears that stand
in the pathway of a good many individuals, when they contemplate the proposition
of set ting men free from State interference. The same bugbear frightened the con-
servatives when skepticism began to question the correctness of christian dogmas.
Not longer than twenty years ago men stood in the pulpit and boldly asserted
taat without the fear of helito restrain them men would rush head-long into all
mazner of crime and vice, and pitiable indeed would be the world. Today such
assertions are received by al! intelligent persons with a emile of derision. It is

now known that the fear of aiell is but a poor preventative of crime. But true, by
- the history of mental evolution, most minds have transferred tiieir faith in the fear
of hell as a preventative of crime, to the fear of punishmeut here and now. One is
as foundationlees as the other.

Minds beclouded by ighorance and besotted by superstition may be so terrified
by vivid deecriptions of eternal tortures as to quake at the thought of committing
\\qime, or may be restrained from some acts by fear of punishment, but as know-

ledge sheds ite light abroad all restraint by fear vanishes. Bright minds are not
horrified by threats of hell, and are alwaye ready to take chances on evading the
law, and thus escape punishment if they desire to do that which the law prohibits.

To deal with the question of crime, with any hope of solving the problem, it is
necessary to inquire into the cause of crime. Those who depend on the fear of
hell believe in the depravity of the human race; in the myth of ‘‘the fall of man,”
by the sin of Adam. The npholders of the State, of punishment to prevent crime,
msy deny & belief in this fallacy, but their attitude shows that the idea still dom-
inates their thoughts. They never inquire why men commit crime, in fact they
seldom even stop to enquire what crime is, or what effect punishment has on the

* one puniched. All they want is to retaliate, to practice revenge, and to eet an
example to other erring ones hoping thereby to deter them from committing
crime.

Bat let us inquire into the cause of crime and the right of punishment.

Has any one the right to punish another? If go, where do they get the right?
If individuals have no right to punish others, what right has the State? 1i the
State has the right to punish, from whence comes that right? I deny the
right of the State, or of an association of individuals to punish anyone. I call for
any argument that can be brought forward tosubstantiate the right of punishment,
and know of none save the “might makes right’’ argument.

Many acts are called crimes, and defined as such by law that I will pot admit
are crimes. 1 deny that it is criminai for anyone to take possession of any unused

fashxnl opportunity and use it. I cannot call it a crime for anyone to take that

" “which they need for their own use, or the use of those dependent upon them, when

such taking ie necessary to support the life of the one doing the taking or those

_ dependent upon him or her, There are many other things commonly called crimes,
" that I will not admit are crimes, but that I will not stop to discuse.

Let us inquire for a few minutes what is the cause of crime. Most ¢rimes at
the present time, that is most all acts classed as criminal, are violations of what
is termed property rights. Most of the remainder are the outgrowth of jealousy,
which in turn is due to legal marriage, and superstitions beliefs in regard to sex

_ matters. Children are badly born because their parents have not had opportu-

nities to develop whet was in them, nor to gain the requisite knowledge to become

e parents of healthy and intelligent children. Then, too, heredity is not the

ly factor to be considered. All persons act as their surroundings impsel them to.
When opportunities sre restricted and persons find it difficult to provide the neces-
gities and comforts of life, they bave but little time to cultivate the artistie, to
foster fraternity, and to enjoy the society of their fellows. Allthis hasa degrading
and stultifying effect upon the people. All around they see othere, human beings
like themselves, who have not only the comforts they crave for and are denied,
bat also such ldxuries as they have never dared to dream of possessing. Is it any
wonder that so many say to themselves: “It don’t matter how you get it, the
only thing to live for is to get money !”’

Nothing can be plainer than that the present ic sy , the outg
of monopoly, which in turn dependson the State for existence is the chief, if not
the only, breederof erime. Having driven persons to the commission of crime
the State immediately becomes & still greater criminal by punishing its victims for
doing that which it has forced them to do. The State denies equality of opportu-
nity, fosters privileged classes, creates monopolies, and commits innumerable
crimes against individuals; forces them into crimes and vices of all kinds, and then
builds jaile, prisons, and erects gallows and electric chairs in order, 8o it is said, to
suppress the very crimes and vices of which it is the direct cause.

With all these facts in view it is the height of absurdity to pretend to fear free-
dom, lest crime sh ould go unpurished and increase beyond human endurance.
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In the above article I showed that the State wae the chief cause of crime, and
that it was the greatest of all criminals, hience its abolition meant the cessation of
nearly all crime.

Now, in the event that crime is committed, after the State has ceased to exist,
what is to be done about it? That is the question that seems to bother a large
number of persons. At least they will ask that question and look troubled. I
will endeavor to point out what crimes might occur, and what would be done
about it.

In the first place, the incentive to crime will be reduced to the minimum, and
we can reasonably expect that crime would be of rare occurrence. Most crimes
today are crimes against property. The reason for that is plain enough., The
resources of the earth are monopolized. This prevents the majority from using
natural opportunities, thus forcing them to work for wages, or not at all, if no one who
owns these opportunities cares to hire them. This immediately creates a distine-
tion betwe~n different individuals, creating enmity, jealousy, envy, hatred and all
forms of discord. Not only that, but it makes the struggle for existence so fierce
amongst the propertyless, or poor, that they are forced to resort to various ‘‘ques-
tionable means” in order to provide themselves with the means of subsistence,
or a few of life’s comforts. That easily leads to the commission of ‘‘crime against
property.” Then, too, others are driven to the commission of ‘“‘crimes against
property,” by hunger, or the sight of suffering.

Some crimes are the outgrowth of envy, jealousy and hatred, we are told, and
I admit it. But it is easy enough to see that all these are the direct outgrowth of
the distinctions that grow out of privileges granted by the State. Once these evil
frames of mind are engendered, and the conditions that produce them continue,
they grow upon themselves, destroy the ability of those possessing them to view
life fairly, or on the bright side, and cause them to look upon every one else with
suspicion, or with evil intent. This frame of mind is fostered by political aspir- *
ants and trades union agitators, and labor fakirs generally, who hope by setting
race against race, nationality against nationality, or unionist against scab, to lift
themselves into office, or some position of trust and emolument. This, you eee, is
in turn due to the existence of government and monopoly, and will vanish when
these two causes are removed. So we need aprehend no crime as a result of such
things, in a condition of freedom.

Jealousy will continue, we are told, and love will cause men to kill each other
then as now. But is this true? Mach of the troable that now occurs between
the sexes is due to bad industrial conditions, while a great deal of the jealousy
that now existe is attributable directly to the frame of mind created and upheld
by marriage laws. ‘‘This is my wife,” ig the excuse of many men who act crimi-
pally toward the women so designated, or some person for whom she may have
formed a tender regard. The idea of woman’s right to control her actions, and to
determine for herself with whom she will associate sexually, is growing with, and
is inseparable from the thought of freedom from State interference. When men
and women have learned to respect the rights of all others, including their asso-
ciate, the one they claim to love, then crimes as a result of jealousy will dis-
appear.

Thus we see that in a condition of freedom crimes of all kinde would become
scarce, to say the least.

“But if crime should occur, what would you do?” is a query that is constantly
forced onto the advocates of freedom. In the first place, it is impossible to state
what will be done, in any case, until the crime has occurred and the surrounding
circamstances are determined. For this reason it is nounsense to demand an
explanation of what will be done with eriminale in supposed cases. In the event
of the commission of a crime, it would be of no use to punish the criminal, for in
so doing it only draws those into the commission of crime who administer the
punishment. If a man becomes insane and undertakes to *‘pick off everybody on
the street with his revolver,”” as some authoritarians claim, would happen, then
there is no question but that very sudden and effective means would be taken to
stop him—not as a matter of punishment, but as a matter of protection.

It is not punishment that prevents crime, or can prevent crime, and it is
worse than useless to try to cure crime by punishment. Protection is slways in
order, and there is no question in my mind but that means, adequate to the end,
will never be lacking. N

Pietro Accirito, the Anarchist who, on April 22, 1897, attempted to stab King
Humbert while the latter was on his way to the races, was sentenced at Rome to
the galleys for life. On hearing his sentence Accirito, who had been quiet all
through the trial, gaid: “Today it is my turn; tomorrow it is the turn of the boar-
goisi government. Long live the revolution; long live Anarchy.”’— Advocate.




L4

0 S

AT TR

1683

The number printed or written n
the wrapper of your paper shows that
your subscription has been paid up to
that number.

PREE BOCIETY'S AGENTS.
The named , will receive
and receipt for donstions and subscriptions for
Frex BoCIETY !

Ohieage, Til. C, Pluetsner, 469 Wabash Ave.
W. P. Borland, 504 Trude Bidg.

New York City. L muh‘r mud BL
llﬁh. N. Y. o ng. B4 Blekory m. )

[mn A've
188 Madison Ave.

Allegheny, Pa._A. Frey,

send in their orders sad moneys to 501"
First st., or to Comrade Masel, 163 Henry
st., New York or to my address.

A, Levix,
555 HStone Ave, (26 Ward)

Brooklyn, N. Y.
Addresses of Antu-(-hiuz
Lecturers.

Emms Goldman, 50 First street, New
York City.

Henry -Addis, Gen'l Del,
Ovregon.

H. Weinberg, 50 South Second street,
Philadelphia, Pa.

Lucy E. Parsons, 1777 N.

Portland,

Troy street,

H. Bauer, 78 Springgarden Ave.

;4. B. 1005 E. Chi
F R, 1. Book 81 Bt.
J. H. Cook. 40 8t

, L

Louis, Ouo Rinke, 885¢ Kosciusco Bt.
. e H. Schneider, 8824 Calif. Ave.

Lenden, Eng. F. Gwldln‘o:ﬁ len:dtg 8t.,

Glssgow, Scotiand. Wm. Duff,?®
o Gowan

in Bt..
HilL

PROPAGANDA FUND.

Plesse do not use private checks nor bank
checks if you can avoid it.

The safest and most acceptable manner of re
mitting is by postoffice or express money order.

Week ending May 8.

Bohemian Group, Baltimore, Md., $2.00.

Les Affamee, Spring Valley, §2.50.

Levin, Fox, Carpot, each §1 00.

‘Bachman, Mortan, Neebe, Schoolman, Robin-
Rudash, + K vaky

each Boc.
Heyn.an, Bimkins, Austin, McGill, Glasgow,

Dalhandy, each 25¢.

The Letter-Box.

1. R., New York. — You will have
found the reception of the amount ack-
nowledged by this time.

8. C., Philadelphia, Pa.—You seem to
be very sensitive in regard to the mis-
take we made, but insensible about pay-
ing your subscription which expired
seventeen weeks ago. Selah!

Alhaza.—Received your letter but no
stamps or money in it. The paper will
be gent to the given address anyway.
If the women would be permitted to
take an active part in political cam-
paigns they would certainly take more
interest in the social movement, but I
don’t think they would accomplish any
more through the ballot than the men
have; it would only make them more
corrupt than they mow are.

T. R., City.—That Gori has joined the
ranks of Socialists is not true. You evi-
dently mean Merlino, but even the lat-
ter has not repudiated Anarchism as the
Socialists claim. He simply proposes
the use of the ballot as & matter of tac-
tics and expediency, and there is a very
interesting discussion going on at pres-
ent between Merlino and Malatesta con-
cerning the ballot.

ATTENTIOK.

In spite of the past failures in attempt-
ing to put our ideas into practice, there
are yet many Anarchists who deem it
necessary to get rid of wage-slavery and
conventionalities as far as possible.

We have lately received several letters
proposing to establish an Anarchist col-
ony if possible near a city. This cannot
be realized without having a list of those
who are anxious to take part in such an
attempt and knowing what means they

Ppossess.
All those that are interested in this
position are req d to communi-
caw with Free Society.
Anarchist papers please copy.

"Notice.

All parties in New York City or
Brooklyn N. Y. wishing to subscribe and
pay for Free Sosicty and other Anarch-
ist literature are requeeted to leave or
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Kropotkin.

No. 2, *“A Talk About Anarchist Cora-
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Govemmant " by Dallan Doyle.

No. 4, ‘‘Anarchist Morality” by P.
Kropotkin.

No. b, ““Mating or Marrying, Which ?”’

by P.

“A Lesson from History’ and “The
Problem of Crimiality,” by W.H. Van
Ornum.
IN QUANTITIES,

10 100 1,000
No. 1, 25 cents $1.76 $15 00
No. 2 25 cents 1.50
No. 8, 25 cente 1.50 12.00
No. 4, 25cents 1.76 16.00
Nu. 5 25 cents 1.50 12.00
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BY
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1t will save you doctor bills. It tells you how
to cure yoursel! by simple and harmless
Wome remedies. The book recommends Ne

Poisonous or Bangerous Drugs. It teaches
simple Bense Methods 1D

with Nature's laws. Itdoes mot endorse dan-
Rerous exp with the 's Kaife

It teaches how to save Health and Life by eafe
methods. It is entirely free from technical
rubbish. It teaches Preventiem—that it is
better to know how to live and Aveld disease
than to take any medicine as & cure.

It teaches how Typhoid and other Fevers
can be both Prevented and Cared It givesy
the best known treatment for La Grippe,
Diphtheria Catarrh Ay
and every other disease. This bouk isNeotan
Advertisement and has No Medicine tosell.
It tells rou how to live that you may Prelong
life. It Opposes medical fads of all kinds and
makes ising War on Vaccination
and the use of anti-toxtne. It has hundreds of
excellent recipes for the cure of the various
diseases. The chapter on Painless Midwifery
is worth its weight in Gold to women. It has
a large number of valuable illustrations. The
“Care of Children” is eomething every mother
ought to read. It teaches the value of Air
Sunshine and Water as medicines. This
book cannot fail to please you. If you are

looking for Health by the safest and easiest | §

means, do not Delay Getting The Book.

| This book is printed in clear type on
| good book paper, beautifully bound in
cloth with gold letters. It has 800 Octa-
vio pages.

— .
PRICE $2.75.
Send Orders To FREE SOCETY

\VHEBEFBRE INVESTI-
CATING COMPANY.

BY

LOIS WAISBROOKER.

An interesting book, written in story
form, showing the inevitable and bad
results which arise from monopoly in
land. A splendid missionary book of
313 pages.

“LEND A COPY YO YOUR GONSERVATIVE
NEIGHBOR.”

“THE HOMELESS M(LLIONS OF THE WORLD CRY
LouvpLY ror"—THE LAND. X

This Book is Printed in Large Clear
Type, and on Good Book Paper.

Regular Prl—ce. 58 Centa,
OUR PRICE, 25 CENTS.

NEWS ST
Wherd FREE SOUIETY ean be obtained:

Bax Fraxcisco—Paper Covered Book
tore, 1203 Market St. Anarchist and
Freedmng literature also on sale.

Lol s‘nr'
935 Wuhmgton 8t. "

Brigham’s Restaurant, Washington St.
New York.—A. Tannen, care of Uff-
ner, 309 E. 9th St. Also has for sale
Freedom, the English Anarchist y
at 3¢ a copy, and Anarchist pampﬁm.

A. Levin, 340 Cherry St. Has also
pamphlets in the English, Hebrew and
German languages, w which out of town
news stands and comrades can get by
addressing him.

I. Rudash, 363 Grand St. Radical liter-
ature of all kinds, including English
periodicals on hand.

hia Rtati

BOOHK LIST.

In lots of tem or more, five-cent pampkh.ets
farnished at three cemts each.”

Radical Exchanges.

L'agitaxfone, an Italian Aparchist veekly.
Address: Cialdint No. 10, Anocona, Italy,

Libertaire, & French Anarchist weekly.
Adress: 26 Rue Balute, Marseille, France.

Der Sozialist, a Germen Anarchist weekly,
Address: Elizabethstrasse 68., Berlin N., Gefr-
many.

Freedom. an Ansrchist monthly, 86c. per
year. Address: 7 Lambs Conduit Bt, London
W. C., England.

Frelhelt, 8 German Anarchist weoﬁly, price
$2.00 a year. Address: 817 Genessee Btreet, Buf-
falo, New York.

LAV a A Jommun-

nist paper. Adress: G Counsorti, Calle Uraguay
782, Buenes Aires, Argentine.

Velne Listy, &8 Bohemisn Anarchist monthly,
published at 50 cents & year. Address: Franta
Lefn.r, 43 Johnson Ave., Brooklyn N. Y.

The Adult, the journal of sex. Office:—
16 John Btreet, Bedford Row, London W. C.
England. 8d.Monthly. 4d. Post Free

Seolidarity, b International Review of an
srchist-Communism. A seini-mounihly, 50 cents
& year. Address: J. H. Edelmsn, 50 First 8t.,
New York City.

Sturmvogel, 50 First st., New York City,
an Anarchist-Communist paper printed in
German, semi-monthly: 80 cents per year.

Der Arme Teufel, & radical and literary
German weeky. Price $2.50 per year. Address:
R. Reltzel, 675 Mc Dougall Ave., Detroit, Mich

Le Temps Nouveaux. a French Aparchist
weekly. Address: 140 Rue Mouffetard, Paris
France.

Le Pere Peinard, & French Anarchist week
1y. Address: 15 Rue Lavicuville, Montmartre
Paris, Franoce.

La Tribume Libre, s French Anarchist
weekly. Price $1.00 a year, Address: Charleroi,
Penpsylvanis.

(-erlnl-ll & Spanish Anarchist weekly.
Address: B, Balbans, Casilla Correo 1084 Buenos
Alres, Ar(em‘ne Eepub! c

Miscarca Sociala, & Roumanian Anarchist
weexly. Addreus Matasarilor 22, Bucharest,
Ronmania.

Socalistisehe Monatshefie, & ndlcsl month
ly magszine, Address: Marien St, 27, Berlin
W., Germany.

Delnicke Listy 15 an eight page Anarchist
, published in the Bohemian lan-
Ym.ge at w York City, 402 E 71" 8t. by the

ternatfonal Workingmens Associstion of Am
erica. Send for sample copy.

r issued by

The Altruist {s & monthly pa
uis, whose

the Altruist Community, of 8t
ben hold all their property in common,
& men and women have equal righu
decide all their business affairs by mljor

ity vnte Twamy-ﬂve cents & year: PJ
g Address, A. Longley, 2819 Olive S8t
Louis, Mo.

WANTED: Lighton the Sex Question. This
{s humanity's greatest need Read Lucifer, the
Light Bearer, the only paper oi its kind in the

world Weekly, eight pagee per year. Send
25 cents now &nd receive Lucl!er 1three monthe
on trigl and these five thought stirring essays,

which are worth an equal sum, as premium:
“Subsistence and Justice,” hy Lucinda B.Chan-
dler; “‘The Bexual Euslavement of Woman;”
“Love and the Law:"" “Vtﬂet;u. Monogamy "
by E. C. Walker: “Thomas Jefferson as an Indi-
dullin " by Gen. M. M. Trumbull. Address
Harman, 189 Congress street, Chicago.

*Appeal to the You By P. ropotnn 3

Anmum Its P:ﬁoiophv
nardBhaw; 8 for.............coovienunnts

ABTAlk bom. An-rch!lt Communism,
ZMKIBLOBER ... ooooovrneonrnorssssnsenns

Anlmn(-t (}ommunllm in its Relation to
Btate Socialism. By Agnu Een

Let us be Just. By W rﬁ [An
o?en letter vo mobknochr. 3

Social Demoeracy |

G. I
Sociulm in Danger. By D. Nleuwenbn!l
Condinonl and Character.
"!mland. ................................
Bases of Anarchism: mlwdell Philoso-
hical and Smnom!esl. Holmes *
od and the Btate. By M. Bnkounm .....
Tbe True Aim of Annrch By Bteinle

Anarchism and Violence. By Bevington
_lgsocn of August Spies in Conrt.
Emnnelpnﬁon of Boclety from Govern-

S888% 8 RR 8 8 R 2 8 8RER 8 &

ment. an Doyle................. 05
Wc.nu lnd eerntﬁﬂca&lon By H. Addis 10
Century Plant. By u W b ker. 1.00

W{lemmm lnvutlnt!nf . Tegu-
lar price 50c, but while pu:am lnpply
lasts “‘they go at”

“*The 3-cent rate does mot apply to those

marked with a *
Public Meetings.

The San A Club
meets every Baturdsy night at 111 Trenton St.

The New Generation, 805 South Third 8t
Philadelphis Ps., open every evening,

The German Group, Chicago, I1l. meets
ery Friaay, 8o'clock P. M., st 535 Blue Islaud Av.

Amarchist ters of B8an F
1274 Folsom St. Open every evening {rom 7
ti1110 P. M.

~

The Independent Educational Club meets
every Sunday evening, at 7: 80 P. M. at 1927 E
8t.. Tacoma, Wash.

Independent Debating Club, 8¢ Lomis,
4103 Market 8t , Room 7, meets cvery Friday
evening at 8 o'clock.

The Peeple’s Uniem, a free discussion elub,
meets every Bunday evening at 985 Wutm!nmt
8t., Providence, R. I.

Recinl Science Club, Leer’s Hall, 61 E. 4th
8t., New York City. Free lectures and discus-
sion every Wednesday evening at 8 o’clock.

International Workmen Asseciation, of
Buffalo, N Y., meets every Sunday morning &t
10 o’clock A. M. at Blume's SBchweizer Hall,
488 Broadway.

The International Grouwp, Chicago, meets
every Thursday 8 P. M. at 400 Halstead St.
The object of the group is to spread FREE
SocieTy and other radical literature.

Wendell Philiips Educational Club will
meet every Saturday 8 P. M. at 81 Robinson 8t.,
Providence, R. I. Pamphlets in English, Ger-
man, French, Jewish and Ruesian langusages
on hand.

The Equity (lub meets every Mondey 8 P. M.
at 117 Turk St, San Francisco Cal. for the
purpose of discussing any question that may

arise; especisily the sex question. Free plat-
form for everybody.
DR. FOOTE'S PLAIN HOME TALK
EMBRACING

MEDICAL COMMON SENSE.

For the information of those who may be
interested, I would call sttention to the popa-
1ar edition of this book, that has been a stand-
ard of information, and & source of knowledge
to wnbo( thousands of families for many years.
The popular edition has been brought out to
meet the ability of the poor to buy, and is sold
at the remarkable low price of §1.50.

@rder of Free Seciety.




