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LIBERTY.

~ SOCIAL CONDITIONS AND
~ GCHARACTER.

~ The contention of phrenologists who have been
so fortunate as to study our economic conditions
is that there are no bad men, no bad women, and -
they even go so far as to say that there are no bad

children. 'Chemists who study matterin the same
way-as phreuologists study the hnman mind would

be justitied in saying there is no such thing as dirt
in nature. There is mislocated matter, mutter in
the wrong place, which ordinary people call dirt ;

and it is dirt until it gets into its right place, when
it becomes natural and therefore useful. So, there
are 1o bad men, buc men and women who are mis-

locawd, misapplied, ill-used, and therefore ill-

treated—in fact, victims to adverse conditions.

Put any man in his wrong. place, he is then, so
$o speak, matter in the wrong place, or dirt. A
man mentally fitted for some active and laborious
employment in the open air is happy and content-
ed when he cun expend his energies in a legitimate
manner. When circuinstances make such a man
an idle sannterer in a large city, with money and
spare time, heis dangerous and offensive to snciety,
whether he be convicted ornot, one of the criminal
classes. The sane may be said, in a moditied form,
of sowe rich idle woman. N

No one can over estimate the evil effects of pov-
erty on the humnan mind. A man in search of food
or articles of necessity for himself or those dear to
m will commit many crimes or offences that a
well-fed person similarly organised, phrenologically
speaking, would not dream of doing. 'The fact is,
that in times of want and hunger, the blood circu- :
lates wholly in the direction of the energies—those |
energies which are most actively employed in pro-

| of danger to society.

_tendency disregard |

kill-time, but always in se

tecting and providing, such as Destructiveness
the executive and aggressive energy, Cowbative- |
ness, or defensive energy, Secietiveness, the power ;
of reserve orconcealing energy, and Acquisitivenes, |
t.hfs providing energy. ,

Chis is why the p or are quarrelsome. In some
of the slum districts of every large town there are
coutinual fiohtings and squabblings, alwaysin pro-
portion to il distress.  Drink ot course aggravates
all thie. but deink is one of the solaces of the poor
and has more exciting etfects on the brain the less
the bouy is nourished.

rich haus equally bud vffects in more ways than one,
the principal being that the brain. being deprived
of its legitimate work, the blood has a tendency to
circulate too freely in the base of the brain where
are the strictly animal facuities. This wouldaccount
for a good deal., "T'he tact that men do now commit
~eXxoesses in pursuit of animal pleasures in no way |
proves that in a state of freedom thev would
~ do likewise. 'We are not now living under anything

like freedom, but under all the restraints die to n pying mnch of tl ,
1t can only be playe

_a public Leath or con

state of wonopoly. ‘
Of course there are what may be aalled abnormal
tepes
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little hills and dales, ponds and ditches artificially | nected with reproduction anc
constructed, if necessary, called obstacles, and dis-  These pleasures were
tinguished by various names in accordance with = a kill-time. We ca nob

the nature of the obstacle. The toys etployed in injury to ourselve:
this game ure called a ball, and certain variously- but only as part of ¢
named sticks, called senerically clubs. The play | youth, and, as sue
consists in driving a ball from a given position = stimilating exerci
cuiled a Tee into a hole made in or about the centre | Ina state of fr
“0f a flat wrass-plat called a Green, these holes being . monopoly of t
culied the first hole. second hole, and so on ; the many calls ou
plavers take sides for competition’ sake, the one cution of ull ¢
who succeeds in driving the ball trom the Tee into 4
the first hole in the leust number of strohes winbing = wasting time i
the b le. . And 0 on over thew hole courss of 9 ¢ play, than
]H_"holes._«-mw ring adistance of from two. to three of playing
Iies.  E:ch stroke has its special elub, selected f&,tlit%!""r,t!',‘é',;év:el
I order-to get the best advautage in accordance | for datnes of
with tle pesition of the ball.  In order to make
this simple game as diftic 1t as possible, it is em-
7 Fellished with a numiber of 1ules and regulations,
o Theiutellectual fuculties n ostly ured are Lecal-
1ty, the sense of relative posttien, and W eight, that
ol specific graviry ; Locality divecting the plaver
to stand in the correct position relative to the ball
I the direction of its flicht when struck with a
club; Weight directing the mmount of force re-
quired to drive the ball the required distance. Such
is this wonderful game.

True, there are many business men who play
this and other games of skill; but their excuse is
that as they use their brains so much in business,

~ they need the relaxation of the muscle work these
gumes entail. What they need is more real brain
exercise in their business occupation. ;

Idle rich men have other so-called occupations,
besides golf, cricket, lawn tennis, billiards ; one,
very serious, throws all others into the shade for
downright uselessness and silliness, called ‘Hunting
True, the ancient Briton bunted, the Red Indian
hunted, the South African pioneer hunted, but orly | so
for food and at a personal risk to the hunter, | ar
Hunting then meant finding, pursuing and killing. | b:
and eating the slain, or removing a danger to | g
the community. The rich man’s hunting consists | bail
simply in following dogs chasing a fox or hare, and | in ¢
the so-called hunter is an idle spectator, the actual
intellectual work being left to the dogs and horses, |
not tospeak ot the fox. Yet these rich men speak | d
of this ratlier foolish occupation as if it were some 3 "

~ meritorious and honourable one—Yes, “he _hunts |
three tunes a week ! Yet many of these un- | tha
~conscious idlers are good en, but solely for the i th
want of being able to view the world from a proper | k
‘standpoint, go through life under the 1mprassion | the ¢
that they "are useful, necessary, and: just. 'f.l,‘hey,,;l it
in the fullest sense of the word ' ‘

instead, the
pertods of

are reually not nsefud, and therefore cannot be bappy
What would-these vich people do if it were not | I
for all this toy-shop occupation, waste of valuable
tiwe and muscular exertion 2 They would be éven | o

more vicious thun they wre now, seeking more and | f

- aore, pleasures obtainab ¢ only fiom the exercise | ;
of these two i portant faculties so intimately con- | for ari




set out, over rouch and smwooth, decked out i all
the ﬂlm\’ otattire which was the wont of tho-e davs
Thus they rode till they came to some villa e or
thorpe of the peasant folk, and throughk it to the
vinevards where wen were workii-g on the sanny
southern slopes that went up fron the river : wy
tale doex not sav whether 1l dt were Theiss, or
Donau, or what river.  Well, | judge it was late
spring or early sunuuer,
héginning to show their umpus for the vintage is
lage in those lands, and sorne of the grapes ara not

gavhered till the first frosts have touched them,
whm'eby the wive made from them is the stronger
and sweeter.  Auvhow there were the peasants,
e n and women, boys and voang maidens, toiling
and swinking ; sotne hoemn )»At,»\ eel the vine-rows,
some berumg baskets of dunyg up the steep slopes,
some 1n one way, some in another, lahouring for
the frait they snever eat, aud the wine theyv never
drink.  Thereto tnrned the King and got off his
horse and began to climb ap the stony udges ofthe
vinevard, and his lords in like imanner followed himn,
wondering in their hearts what was toward ; but to
the one who was following next after him he turned
about and said with o aunle “Yeu, lords, this is a
new giatne we are playing to-day, and a new know-
ledze will come from it.””  And the lord smiled, bug
somewhat sourly. ‘ .

As for the peusants great was their fear of those
gay aud golden lords. 1 judge that they did not
Kaow t,he King, since it was little likely that any
one of themn had seen his face e; wind they  knew of
Lim but as che Great Father, the migoty warrior
who kept the Turk from harrying their thorpe.
Though, forsoosh, little matter was it to any man
there whebhel Furk or Vlwy(u was thelr over-lord,
since to one master or another they had to pay the
aue tale of labouring days in the year, and hard was
the livelihood that Lhey earn=d for themseclves on
the days that they worked for themselves aud their
wives and children. .

Well, belike they kuew rot the King ; but amnidst
thoxe rich lords, they saw aud knew their own lord,
aad of him they were sore atraid. Bat nought it
avalled tiren to flee away from those strong men
and stron . horses— they who had been bmlmg from
before tuv rising of the sun, and now it wanted
little 1uore than an bour of noon : besides, with the
King and lords wus a guard of - crossbowinen, who
were lew the othier side of the vineyard wall,—keen-

ceved lualinns of the mountains, straight shooters of
the bott.  So the poor folk fled not ; nay they made
as 1f all this were noue of their b isiness, and went.
on with their work.  Torndeed eich man said to
huonself, 11 1 be the one that is not siain, to-uorrow
L osiul Jack-bread if Tdo not work iy hardest vo-
day ; nnd 1naybe [ sbali be headman if sowe of these
be staiu and 1 live.” :

Now comes the Kig amougst them and says:
“Grood tellows, which ot you is the heéadman 27

Svaka aoman, stardy and sunbuemt, well on
vears anc o oysded s s the hechoaa, jord

v
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Cshall Torder this mbier myself since these lords

desive n vew. guine, and are fain to work under me
Al vnw-dwhmng “But do thon stand by me and set
me right if | ordor t)
you go play t”

The carle knew not what to think, and let the
King stand with his hand stretched out, while he

. looked askance av-his own lord and baron, who

and rne “ines but just

AJords, aad
b

wagged his head at him grimly as one who says, “Do
1t, 1()g .

Then the carle lets the hoe come.into the King's
hand ; and the King falls to, and orders his lords for.
vine-dressing, to each his share of the work :and
whiles the carle said yea and whiles nay to his order-
ing.  And then ye should have seen velvet cloaks
cast off, and mantles of fine Klewmish scarlet go to
the dusty earth ; as the lords and kmghts busked
them to the work

So they buckled to, and tc most of them it seetned
good game to play at vine-dressing.
was who, when his scarlet cloak was off, stood up
n a doublec of glorious Persian web of gold and silk,
such as mnen Ulrik(" not now, worth a hundred florins
the Bremen ell. Unto him the King with no smile
on his face gave the job of toing and froing up and
down the hill withthe biggest and the ha lost dung-
basket that there was; and thereat the silken lord
screwed up a grin that was sport to see, and all the

lords lunghed ; and as he turned away he said, yeb

s0 that none heard him, “Do I serve this son’s son

of a whore that he should bid me carry dung ?” For

you must know that the King’s ftather, John
Hunyad, one of the great warriors ot the world, the
Hammer of the I'nrks, was not gotten in wedlosk,
though he were s King’s son.

Well, they sped the work bravely for awhile, and
loud was the lnughter as the hoes smote the earth
aud the flint stones tinkled and the cloud-of dust
rose up; the brocaded dung-bearer went up and
down, cursing and swearing by the White God and
the Biack; and one would say to another, “See ye
how genutle blood outgoes churl’s blood, even when
the gentle does the churl’ work : nhese lazy loons
smote bat one stroke toour three.””  But the King,
who worked no worse than auny, laughed not at
all ; and meanwhile the poor folk stood by, not
daring to speak a word one to the other; for they
were still sore afraid, not now of being slain on the
spot, but this rathier was in their hearts :
great and strong lords and knights have come to
see what work a man may do without dying : 1if we
are to have yet more daysadded to our year's tale
of lords’ labounr. then are we lost without remedy.”
And their hearts sank within the.

So sped the work ; and the sun rose yet higherin

the heavens, nod it was noon and more, ~\nd now
there was no more luwhm' among these toiling
the strokes uf the h(m and m(wtocl\
e _far slower, while whe dung-bearer sat down
at the bottom of the hill and looked ous on the
river s but the Kimg yet worked on doggedly, so
Forr <heone the mhm lords vet kept at . Tl

decn o o e et sl o

em wrony : but the rest of

But one there -

“These .-
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_while the night flits and the stars shine; but for us, | v

( shall win no respite from our toil thereby, and the

e
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W1th a clatter, and swore a g‘»reat oath. Now he ‘fear becausefI pe
‘was a strong black-bearded man in the prime of | in the black vel:
lite, a valiant captain of that famous Black Ba
that had so often rent the Turkish array; and
‘the King loved him Afor his sturdy valour; so he
says to hlm “Is aught wrong, Captain?”

“Nay, lord ” says he, ‘“ask “the headman carie
yonder what alls us.”’

{‘Headman”, says the King, “what ails these
strong knights ? Have I ordered them wrongly?” |

“‘Nay, bat shirking ails them, lord,” says he,
“for they are weary; and no wonder for they
"have been playing hard, and are of gentle blood.”

“Is that so, lords,” says the King, *‘that ye a,re
weary already ?”

Then the rest hung their heads and saldnouffht |
all save that captain of war, ; and he said, bemd
a bold man and no liar: “King, T see what thou
wouldst be at; thou hast brought.us here to
preach us a sermon from that Plato of thine;and
to say sooth, so that I may swink no more, and go
eat my dmner now preach thy worst! Nay, if
thou wilt be priest I will be thy deacon. Wilt thou
that I ask this labouring carle o thing or two 2

“Yea,” said the Kmo And there came, as 1t '
were, & cloud of thouﬂht over his face. |

Then the captain straddled his ‘legs and looked |
big, and sa:d to she carle : “Good fellow how long
have we been working here ?”’

Two hours or thereabout, jndging by the sun
above us,” says he.

“And how much ot thy work have we done in
that while”? says the captain, and winks his eye at
him withal.

“Lord,” says the carle, grinning a little deczplte
himself, “be not wroth with my word. In the first
‘half-hour ye did five-and-forty minutes’ work of | 8
ours, and in the next half-hour scant a thirty | yet
minutes’ work, and the third half-hour a fifceen
minutes’ work and in the fourth halt-hour two |
minutes’ W)rk.” The grin now had faded from |
his face, but a gleam came into his eyes as hesaid: | ¢
““And now, as I suppose, your day’s work is done,
and ye will go to your dinner, and eat the sweet and
drink the strong;and we shall eat alittle rye-bread,
and then be working here till after the sun has set
and the moon has beguu to cast shadows. Now | lif
for you, I wot not how ye shall sleep nor where, | en
nor vhat white body ye shall hold in youar arms @

“while the stars yet shine, shall we be at it again,
and bethink ye for what ! I know.uot what game |
and play ye shall be devising for to-morrow as y
ride back home ; but for us when we come back here
fo-morrow, it shall be as if there had been no

esterda - and nothing dene therein, and that work |
of that to-day shall he nought wo us also, for we

INOTIOW. of to-morrow will all be to begin again ¢

more, and so on and on till no to-morrow a,bldeth
us. Therefore, if ye are thinking of la,ym some |
new tax or -tale upon us, think twice of it, for we |
may not be(mr it And d” this T sy wmh the\ lesq

i
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L lBl’fRTY’ is a}ouma] of Free-Comm\mlsm but articles on® all phares of
. the Revolulionary movemey will be freely ‘admitted, provided thev ‘are worded‘

In'suitable !anguage No cdntributions should exceed one column in length.  The -

writer over whose signature the -article appears is alone responsible for - the

opinions cxpressed and Edijtcr in all matters reserves to himself the fullestf :

“ right to reject any article - .
: All Cammumcaugls—— ncluding orders for Papers of Pamphlets——sk ould be.
addressed 1o The Editor, Carmagnole House, Hammersmith,  Lenden, \v\ .
Subscription, 1s. 6d. per year, post free  Per quire ot 27 copies, 1s. 7d. post free.
The trade supplied by W. Reeves, 185, Fleet Street. E C.

BETWEEN OURSELVES.

We regret that Juring our illness an unfortunate
mistake cccured in the printing of thenew pamphlet,
“Agricultnre”, by Peter Kropotkine, parts of the
4th and 5th clnptels being omitted, etc. We
maist ask those of our readers who have sent orders
for it to wait a week or so for a corrected edition.

In the current number of the ‘“Magazine |

‘International’ is a translation of Walter Crane’s

article, taken from the November number of the
“Progressive Review’’, on William Morris, together
with a good portrait. The article is a short “‘study”’
at once appreciative and truthful, and it is well
that it should have a wider audience than could
be obtained for it by such a young recrnit in the
ranksof enlightenment as the ‘“Progressive Review’’
In this study, Morris’'s ideas concerning life, art,
work, wornen, and kindred subjects are ably and
sympathetically dealt with—his tfondness for
country-life—“the noblest kind of life’’,—his ver-
satility in Art as an ‘‘artist, poet and decorator’’
who could not only write the “Earthly Paradise’’,
but try and bring it akout ; his practical experience,
not alone of work—*‘the work that gives a savour
to life”—but as a patron and friend of workers ; h]s
visions of a new, and free, and, above all, beautliul
society ; and his way, at once poet-like and man-

like, of regarding lme Referring more especially |

to Morns attitude concerning social quE‘STlODb the
anthor quotes his saying—“Resolve the economic
problem, wrd you have the solution of all the others.
It is the Aarou’s rod which swallows up all the
rest.”— u well-known saying, but one that will bear
repetition.  Morris’ “News from Nowhere” is also
compuied with Bellamy’s “Looking Buckward”',
and the town-life, with its rigid ordering of qoclal
conditions, extolled by the latter author. with the
former’s love f r-garden and wooded scenery, and,

above all, for that freedom of and in life mdlspen— ,

sable alike to the communist and the poet

In another column will be found a- Ietter fmm
the Alsrm Gronp wnt.h the inforthation that the:
“pusiness manager’” Mr. Will Banhamn has seceded.

 Thos ealls for no remarks from us, but we consider
thau his action in fetehing a pohoenmn from Hunter
Street police station to intimidate and frighten Mis
‘O'Mally, during the absence of her husband,

into giving up the address book and say ing whele

K3
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REMINISCENCES
OF WILLIAM MORRIS.
Socialism has lost a rare personality by the death
of Williain Morris, famous by reason of his greatness
as a poet, his great sense of beauty and many sided-
ness as an artist, and his wonderful executive ability.-

His power of production was marvellous and to see !

some of the hand work he did, one would think that
it had been done in the Middle Ages, so beautiful it
was.  So much has been said of Morris’s connection
with the decorative arts, of his pdetry, and of his
unigue position as a prose-writer, that further
mention of them here is rendeied unnecessary.
Williain Morris, son of a city merchant, was born
at Walthamstow on the 24th of March, 1- 34, and
m all probability the world would never have heard
of him (how many hundreds of men and women
as richly endowed are never heard of for the lack of
opportunity ?) but for the tauct that his father had
invested largely in ‘Devon Great Consols’, the value
of which rose tremendously, and led to his bécom-
ing a very wealthy man. As a boy, Morris seems
to have had pretty much his own way, roaming the
forest which he learnt to love, riding half over Essex
on his pony in search of old churches for the sake
of their architecture, and mixing with the stable
men in whose company he probably learnt the
strong language which he used with such telling
effect in after life. He was sent to Marlborough
college, and from thence to Oxford with the inten-
tion of taking orders. He used to say that most
of what he knew he learnt apart froms the University.
Be that as it may, he there formed the acquain-
tance of IFaulkner and Burne Joues; through the
latter he became acquainted with Rossetti, which
proved to be the turning point of their respective
careers. In early life, Morris threw over his
religious beliefs which consisted as he said 1oere of
a fear of the Devil than a beliel in God’. * When
Morris left Exeter Collewe, his father had been dead
some years. Very wealt!y, and free to follow his
natural bent, his love of Gothic architecture com-
pelted himto enter the office of Mr.George Edmund
Street of Oxtord, and there he made the acquain-
tance of Philip Webb, one of his future partners and
lifelong friends.  Mr. Street’s office could not ¢laim
Morris for more than nine months; his artistic
instinets and love of romance leading him to London
there to chrow himself into the pre-Raphaelite
movement, poetry, and decoratite art. However
great Morris was as an artist, he was greater still
as a Pagan. With his intense love of life, the world
was to him ‘a jolly old wor.i' and one had but to
‘dine with him, as I have often had the pleasure of
doing, to see how he enjoyed it. On .one occasion
he said to me, ‘I always teel inclined to sing when
I eat and drink’, and with a few choice Socialist
friends he was delighttully unreserved. ,

He wonld greet ‘with boisterons langhter
any happy hit at the idiosyncracies of the
leading Socialists.
when the talk turned on G. I3. Shaw, the sinusing
way in which be told ns how.Shiow held certificates

i

I well remember one occasion ! , ,
geographical woetures aud

. of ability whieh could only find its fitting scope

the office of Chancellor of the Ixchequer, adding
laughingly ‘that Shaw was ‘too dawned clever’.
It is a great mistake to suppode that . Morris
changed his views with regard-to parliamentary
action. In a compaatively recent lecture at
Kelmscott House. he expressed his belief that the
people were going that way, but he zyddgd with
emphasis, ‘Don’t make'the mistake of t-l'nnkmg this,
Socialism !" It is true that he gave a donation to
the S. D. F., and that ke contributed later to the
Freedom Fund. He was always ready to write tor

" Liserty when asked, and only two months before

his death, expressed his willingness to do so. Like

| his friend Walter Crane, he helped all, being too

great a man to be sectarian. Francis Cralg, (son
of the late E. T. Craig) in an interview with him
mentioned that Helen Taylor used to say that it
took fifteen years to get an act passed in the interest
of the workers, when Morris, blazing up and bring-
ing his fist down on the table, said ‘Say fifty years
and you will be nearer the mark’

While conversing with wun artist friend who
worked with him, and also tended him to the day of
his death, Morris made his views on this subject
still more clear. Speaking of the Fabian Society
lectures, this friend remarked to Morris that in
spite of lectures on economics and parliamentary
action, he still found himself occupying the old
position they did in the early days of the Socialist
League. Morris replied, ‘I also find myself in the
same position.’

During the latter part of his life Morris, by reason
of his ill health, took no active partin the Socialist
movement. Last summer, | spent an afternoon
with him at his request. During the afternoon
he explained to me his views on physical force, ‘1
have no sympathy’ he said, ‘with those who threw
a bomb into a cafe or into the Liceo Theatre, but [
can understand the action of a Pallas.’

I intend publishing shortly other reminiscences
of Morris, and his correspondence with me coucern-
ing his attitude towards Socialism.

' James TocHATTL

REVIEWS.

I~ an interesting and lengthy, if not precisely cxhaustive
review on “Frigorics Nigrzscue, and the IpEars of ANakeny”,
in the last issue of the “QuarTrrLY”, socialists of all kinds will
probably find some food for thought.
—of whom mauny of us have been hearing a pood deal lutely-—
Nietzsche, “the anarchist ‘par excellence’ ’,~-Nietzsche, the most
andacious overthrower of Loursenis ideals,— Nietzsche, at cnce
scholar, sage, and the strong man who very distinetly “Jeclines
to agree” with anvhody—is, in the roview  wloresaid, presented
not altogether unbefirtingly to a startled public.  The reviewer
is evidently faszinated by, if somewhat afraid of the abysmal -
deeps of Nietzsche's personality.  ¥or Dr. Frielrich Nietzsche,
Fomeritus Professor of Philology of the University of Bale,
declines, it gectns, to agree with such “lamupable iteration’ that

“wnone ean marvel if the anarclists of all nations flock to his

standard.”  Onr reviewer ix - even more impressed by the
philosapher’s cloguence. SWhat'’,  Le asks, *in comparison
with his lauebing, singing, dancing strophes are the pale argu-
ments of o Max Siyner, the rants and furies of Bakounin, the
moral-revolutionary Jlewdings of

' Prince Kropotkine; or the halting deductions of Mr. Herbert

Speneer v

Yor Friedrich Nietzsche. - 3
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But let Nietzsche speak for himself. ~He has had a good deal
to say, and he has probably said the greater part of it.
of -his utterances are not only startling, but calculated to give
the most “advanced”, or optimistic, awnong us pause. For
Nietzache tries “‘to reconcile necessary evolution with the ‘free
spirit’, perfection with utilitarian methods, and a superfluity of
power with the struggle for existence.” “We modern men”, he
says, “with our anxious self-musing and brotberly love, our.
virtues of labour, unprctentiousness, fair play, and scieutific
spirit——accumulating, economic, mechanical-—we represent a
weak period.” Yes, we bave, in truth, deteriorated, not
advanced, as will so 1 become apparent to us, on comparing our
selves with the fine, strong, and brave spirits of the Renaissance
We do not live up to the anarchist ideal, which is, it seems, to
“dethrone duty and deify passion.” Nietzsche has the truly
strong, truly great man’s sovereign contempt for “duty”. For
what is that pale abstraction but the outcome of the Christian
spirit, or the spirit, supremely, of pity, which our philosopher
hates almost as fizccely as hehates —State Socialism. No, man’s
only duty is to be strong, and to fight against all that would
prevent his ber.ming strong, and, as a necessary econsequence,
free. Nietzsche is one of those rare spirits whose chief formula
iz, I decline to agree.” He has weighed modern civilization in
the balances and found it wanting—in other words, weak, and
given over to the dominion of the weak. For our morality is
nothing better than a“‘slave-morality”, and Darwin’s deductions
have not been followed to their logical conclusions. 'L'he laws
of evolution whieh demand that the fittest shall survive are not
carried out, as far as civilization is concerned. The strong do
not. survive. Mediocrity, barren scholarship, sham eculture,
commercialism, and pampered impotence have things all their
own way--for, alas, we pity, although we do not love them.
Where 1s the traly strong man who knows life—and lives ? (The
weali, one reflects, should at least be able to tell us what they
have done with him - only unfortunately the weak do not know.)
For Life, not moralitv, not seience, not philosophy, or any other
abstraction, is the one thing needful—1life in the true and maost

|
|

manificent (even Pagan) senseof the word, life that is freedom,

power, rebellion, and, if needs be, tragedv—life, not “a Republic
of all the pleasures”. For to live is to know—a secret guessed
at by the Greeks, and over-looked by ns; for all our beasted
superior knowledge of the natural sciences. And the end to be
pursued by those who truly live is, supremely, the evolution of
the “Over-man, that strong, and strangely superior being—(one
is tempted to wonder what position he will assign to the Over-
woman)—whose day is not vet.—For “Thus spake Zarathustra.

Our reviewer pref-rsnot to discuss Nietzsche's “tables of fresh
values”, in spite, or becanse of the fact that thev contain “seeds
of truth that a less distracted age may foster. He asks instead

the weighty questions - where evolution is moving, and what is

the law of its ascent? Are the ideals of Anarchy the eonclu-
sions of a sclf-jusnified Darwinism, or is the individual but a
means to au end, and that end—-angels and ministers of grace-
defend us!  State Socialism?  For Nietzsche, if he has done
nothing else, has, it seems, at least “stated the question of
science. :

Oye cannot help wishing that, pending the arrival of the
Over-man, rome woul?-be strong man would give us some sort
of answer.  We shall probably have to wait ; or listen to the
faltering utterinces of the weuk—who never keep one waitiug,
though their messages are none of the cheerfullest. For
Science, say the cynical, or the weak, hag done its greatest work
-—in astronomy, in chemistry. and in  hiologv. Men huve
always wanted the best —religion, philosophy, joetry —first, and
they have had it, and must put up with what is left. It isn’t
very much. ‘Science bids us leave off trving to pierce the clouds,
and examine what is staring ns in the face. Some of us do.

“The rest continue to go to ebvurch, It rewains for us to make
ourselves as comfortable a< the circumstances p rmit. and, in
weak moments, to tilk about the religion of the future.

Th> Old and the New Ideal By Fanil Ruedebusch.

This book, which hails from America, is devoted to an
elucidation of theories relating to freedom in love, and contains
chapters on such interesting subjects as “The Happy Marriage
of To-Day"’, “Love and Friendship in a FreeSociety”, “Woman®s
Emancipation”, and *‘the Old and the New Tdeal”. The writer,
after describing and deploring “the horrible vulgarity and

i
|

! people in ali ranks of thought, and the many miseries (vf \j]iich
Some | 7the author treats in detail) consequent on such a state of things;

and after carefully explaining that he does not belong to the
Free Love party, procesds to offer a “pervfect solurion of the Sex,
Love and Marriage Questions.” His solution is also a “philosophy
of Love”, the following of which will bring about a Free Society
and many blessings; such as wom:n’s complete independence,
the saner and scientific éducation of children, their birth becavse
of true “sex-preference”, and under favourable conditions,
unrestrained friendship between men and wowen, aund unious
that are “peither marriage nor free-love.”  All this, and more,
will be the rule, instead of, as now, the exception, when the
sex-life of each individual will be liberated from the control of
society as well as from the control of any partner or_ mate”,
when the family —that important cousideration—will be no
“love-contract”, but “an economic contract, and au association
of mental and ewmotional interests”’, and when love will be ne
longer “bought” but “gained’””. The writer, in explaining what
he means by love, is anxions not to be mistaken for a sensualist,
yet be insists everywhere ou the need for many—very muny—
as well as free, unions, love for him being “only a complete,
perfectly-satisfving entirety when it lasts a few hours,” and the
other, non-physicul attributes of love being apparéntly not the
real thing ; while ““exclusiveness’” is just barely, feartully, and

body, mind, and emotions.” But he lays such especial stress,
it would appear, on the physical aspect of love because, n his
opinion, our present social conditions at once show that it
is in reality deemed all important and that move freedom is
nevded there, including, as they do, marriage on the one band,
and prostitution on the other, the two extremes, like all extremes,
meeting, with for centre the vast host of lonely and loveless
ones. Freedom in love is, thinks the writer, all-important, and
should be first fought for, economic questions being treated as
a secondary comsideration. The rich are, where love is con-
cerned, as unbappy as the poor; moreover, economie freedomn
depends uapon a whole nation and the whole cominercial system,
so that reformers have much to lose in breaking away from it,
and must, in order to accomplish anything, be necessarily great
in pumber ; while to gain freedom in love, they conld unite
successfully in small numbers aud in a hundred different ways,
for action ; all without any contract or binding agreement what-
ever. “The struggle’ says the author, ‘“for better -conditions
will not wean the rich against the poor, nor capital against
labour, but it will consist in the fight of libertarians against
tyrants, of wise, enhghtened men and wonien against super-
stitious fools—.ind we shall find some in every elass from . the
poorest proletariuns to the ‘upper ten.—So far this “New
Ideulisi?, whose boek deserves a more comprehensive review
than we have space for here. We could wish that his style
were less diffuse, and. that he adopted a somewhat different
attitude towards economies ; the value, or practicability. of his
ideas we do not propose to discuss, advising instead everyone
interested in social questions to study them for themselves.

Women, Love, and Life.—Tove Triumphant.—Do We Live,
Do We Love.—Love's Cumedy — By Wilham Dlatt.— (Hirscb)
he above four email volumes are at once noticeable aud
suguestive, being eminently calculated to surprise, as well as
shock, bourgeois-minded readers, and to sadden, even while
they, ovcasionally, charm, readers more discerning.  For these

startling and judignant diatribes against all that soeiety ho'ds
dear, but, as he meditates ¢n social faiths and follies, ‘tears
te rs, tears, bitter an  inconsolable.”  Oue cannot belp reflecting
that a reformer should not weep guite so often or so bitterly.
Mr Platt is, or would be, a reformer; and moreover, iike ove
of his few idols, Beethoven, he evidently aims to ‘‘raise
humanity by large and generous emotions”, but he is at present
not quite stroug enongh for the tusk. At the ~ame time, his
audacitics anl his frenzies are not of the kind sometimes
~ascribed to him.  These bouks ave not impure, but; worse crime
where Art is concerncd, untrue., They contain grave biemishes,

|

meanuess of our present ‘morals™, the vast crowd of “indifferent’” |

caused_chiefly by what can ouly he-termed a sex-maduess that
overshadows the an hoy’s matural purity and sumty of conception,
cripphng also his undoubted powers of expression.  'T'his 1s the
more to be regretied as he s eapable of writing passages of
conirderable peiuty and troth,  We hope to publish a more
comprehensive review of these books later on. J. F.

wonderfully possible “with a couple of exceptional harmouny of”

books of ‘passion and protest’ coutain not only the author's - 0%

o




and goodness. That is vour rum is it not, and yeu are not th

" Jerusalem. It has become the practical aim, actively sought
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By ELISEr RECLUS.

. Anarchy is not a new thgaf)ry. The word iiself. taken in the
meaning of “absence of government”, of “society without chicfs®
is ot ancient origin, aud was employed long before Prund!um.

Besides, of wha' importance dre words? There  were
“Acrates” before the Anarchists, and the Acrates had not ye
invented a scientific uaie for themselves, when numbe
generations had already succeeded one another. In all tim
there have been free men, despisers of law, people living without
wasters, by the primordial right of their existence and thouvht
Even in the most remote ages, we everywhere find tribes: com-
posed of men managing their affairs in their cwn way, withont = , p]ongh
imposed laws, having no other rule of conduct than their “will | the “bes
and free judgment,” as Rabeluis said, and even urged on hy
their desire to found the *jrofound faith”, like the “gallant |
knights” and the “gentle ladies” who had assembled in the
abbey of Theleme. ’ : '

But if Anarchy is as ancient as human]tv. vet those who
represent it bring something new into the world. They have
the precise consciousness of the aim pursued, and from one
extremity of the world to the other, they agree in theirideal: of

Tejecting government in any form. The dream of worldly
liberty has ceased to be a pure philosophical and literary Utopia,
as it was for the founders of the cities of the Sun and New

after, for multitudes of united men, who resolutely collaborate
to bring about the birth of a society in which there will be no_
more nasters, no more official guardians of public mo'ra.lit.y, no
more gaolers or executiouners, no more rich or poor, bat brothers
having thair share of daily bread, and equal rights, and I'ving in
peace and cordial uniou—not by obedience to laws that ure ever
accompanied by terrible threats, but by mutual respect for
one another’s interests, and by the scientific observation of
natural laws. e ,
No doubt, this ideal seems chimerical to.many of yon, but T
am sure it seems desirable to most. and that in the distance
you perceive the ethereal picture of a peaceful societv where
men, henceforth reconciled, will let their swords rust, will melt
their caunons again and disarm their warships.. Baesides, are
you rog of those who since a long time, since thousands of
vears, work to construct the tewmple of Equalitv.¥  You are
“inasons”, with the sole object of buildiug an edifice of perfect.
proportions, in which only men who are free, equals, and brothers
can enter, working ceoselessly at their own improvement and
being regenerated by the power of love to a new life of justice

only ones! Youdo not preteu:] to a monopoly of the spirit of

progress and regeneration. Yon do not even commit the injus-
tice of forgetting vonr special advérsaries, those who curse- you
and excommunicate you —the ardent Catholies who doom the
€liemies of Holy Church to hell, but. wha none the leas prophesy A~
*he coming of an age of peace  Francis of Assisi, Catherine of
Sieua, Theresa d’ Avxla,, and many others among the f
a,fa.n,h bhmt is not yours, ¢ Fat -1lv loved huma,mtv w

1ons of Socialists;:

_struggle for a tuture i-which the power of «,a.pn,.tl \

and .men at last be able to Lall phemse]vea “equa Sf’ .

~irony !

Ana.r(hlsts therefore have au aim in common wi
generous men belonging ‘to t.he most. diverse rehglous sects anid

parties, but, as their name in no doubtful way lmphes, thev are

eusily dmtmouhhnble from the rest by iheir methods. I'h

COnagNE _r-rm ke e o he 4'_?" : Uu':m "'r") €
- . : : , :
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LIBERTARl AN SOCIALISM AND
AUTHOR]’I‘ARIA\I SOCIALISM.
By 1)0mrLA NIEUWENHUIS.

Thought ever marches onwards—and more mpldlv tha.n we

imagine. One year at the present time is equivalent, so faras |
the development of ideas is concerned, to twenty-five years of

“tlie past, and few of us ean keep pace with the world’s rnwl-
!e« :taal progress.
"The 0ld strugsle between foree and freedom, whu,h thmugh

the  ent iries has engaged buman  attension is far from being

at un end, Everywherr it reveals itself im a different form,
and in ull guarters it nay be encountered, in the moral and

political spheves.
The principle of anthority is the masterv of man by mnan,

whatever may be the slmpe it assumes.
T 12 principle of hiberty implies the power of each individual

to express his opinion freely, and to arrange his lite in |

confermity with that opinion.

A man is preemineutly an emtity distinet from all others, and
the Leing would be very mischievousls actuated who would
intentionally seek to destroy that individuwality, the finest and

1oblest trait of husan nature, or -who would desire to make

the characterful unit  disappear i s featureless mass of
mankind, Sucha vile purpose. would have for its end the
éunlplet,e destruction of all that tends to dignify bumanity.
Mau is, however, a-social being, .and as such he must
necessarily take into consideration the rights and needs of his
fellows living along with him in a community. Whoever
congiders the benefits of social life more important than those
which could possibly accrue to him froma purely individual
existence will readily yield to society a portion of his individu-
ality. A free citizen will cheerfully deprive himself of many

legitimate indulgences provided that his personality be not |

completely smothered and suvpressed by collectivism.

It is very difficult, sometimes wellnigh impossible, to draw
an accurate delimitation tetwken the principles of authority
and liberty. Due allowanee must be made, both in respect of
mdmdua]s and societies, for temmperament, nationality, environ.
ment, and many other influences.

These two great centending prmcxp]es, evident ‘in every
political agglomeration, are visibly busyv in the socialist party.
We wasily find, without looking far afield, a Libertarian and an
Authoritarian socialism,

Authoritarian socinlism is made in Germanv. a.nd in tba.t'

cmmtr_v it thrives the best. However, there are disciples o1 the
wame school in every land where the proletarat has risen into
consciousness. Yet we may fairly denominate it German.

Libertariun socialism, more akin to the hopes and spirit of
the French people, hus taken root in France, and spreads its
brinches over every natiou. where freedom has obtained a secure
‘and  well-cstablished * position.  Some ” have tried to graft
(terman socialism on the body of French socmhm), and there

even exists such a faction in France, which-faction, ll]usfmhng‘ a

the rule that a copy invariably exaggerates the original, is even

Nevertbeless, in broad l
stated. ' =

Columns, to mt‘ “Th
Democracy” (1) and
follow the evideut
In my ﬁrst armcl

party mn.mfext,oec
~had lost its revolu
merelv a reform pa
classes The lcft v
men’! or “independ
bea,xd but a’r the

more German than the Germans themselves  This group is | wi

“known as the Marxists or Guesdists. A sociilism of ﬂmt kind,
however, will'never make headway to anv tolmdemh]e ectont
among the French people, who to accomodite themselves to

Gerinan socialism would first have to get 1id of their untram: | atj

“meled intellect. . Now that in. nnlmsmble $0 a2 reactionary stpp‘
35 litsle to be dreaded. Uountrics where ]lbortv % not
ulwgether unknown-—as 18 to-day the case in Gormanv; a land |
scarcely eumnupmed from fendalism—inclips hv intelligent
~_ preference townrds French sociulism. Among them may be
n.uned Bugland, Holland, Im\v and: 3pain, wlnle ou_ the mhe~ o
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himeelf would go into opposition,—and though Bebel lemanded
a square pronouncement, saying that if the motion of Oertol
were adopted, all he had to say was that u that case be had
made his last speech to them—notwithstanding these brave
words, Liebknecht did not go into oppoaitiou, and neither Bebel
nor his friends quitted the party.

In the discussion on State Socialism, Vollmar and l.xebknecht
spoke in defence of it, although regarding it from opposite
" standpoints. Who does not remember the controversy in the
party organs, and the amenities which these gentlemen hurled
at éach other? Yet they finished by clasping bands, and the
two friendly enemies, Liebknecht and Vollmar, fraternised at
the congress, where they compounded a 1esolution signifying
reconciliation, dished up in brotherly agrerment. We can recall
that literary curiosity., Carefully smoothed over, sweetened,
made palatable to every taste, that resolution is only a hotch-
polch of hollow phrases, offending nobody. ,
Afterwards there came a bolt from the blue to disturb that
blissful agreement. The deputies to the Bavarian Landtag, and
among them Vollmar, intended to vote for the budget. Perbaps
it was injudicious! For to vote in approval of a state budget
is to grant confidence to the Government, and on the part of a
social democrat such action is slightly inconsistent when ‘that
government has done all it can to oppose the designs of his
party.

The quandary was brought before the Frankfort congress, |

Two resolutions were submitted to the congress.
South German deputies, rati as follows.:

“Considering that success in our struggle against state and
social institutions now existing depends on the united action of
the party;

“Considering also that a vote in approval-of the whole finun-
cial programme in each of the different states of tha empire isa
matter of the greatest lmportan}:e to be decided dvcordmg to
local circumstances and couvenience, and in agreement with the

Oue, from the

facts brought before the congress of the party held in Bavarla. '

“The congress simply endorses the resolutions 1, 3. and 4
proposed by Halle, Weimar, Bfunswick, and Hanau.”

All these resolutions imputed blame to the socialist deputies
in the Bavarian Landtag,

Alongside these damnatory motions, there was on > proceeding
from the most influential men of the party, Auer,: Bebel,
Licbknecht, Singer, etc., to the following effect :

The congress declares, “It is the duty of the 'parliamentan
rep'nesentatlves of the party, both in the Reichstag and . in the
vasious Lundtags, to sharplv eriticise and resist all the abuses
and injustices inherent in the character of a class State. which
is only the political form of an organisation erected to protect

the interests of the governing classes; it ia. besides. a duty of
the party representatlves s0 use all available means to aholish
_ existing abuses, and to origirate other institutions conformable |
Moreover, as class governments and:

‘to our programmes.

Bebel saw the[d;mgm'. a

have “posslbly gruwn numer all
in quality. Some sn
sympathy with ;
‘nationalism, have crept, i
section - Opportunism, }
party, For him, Be“ '

The exxstmg smt,e of
even contemplated
and had only retaine
Noththsmnumg, he
himself full iibe
did not unprove'"

We would like to
‘the role of prop
artlcle that he
“Neue Zeit.”’
some slight em
In"th’at a.i't d

- statesmen energetically labour to defeat “all social democmtlc, w

meagures, and use every favourable means to bmng to naught
if possible, the social democr-rv.

“necessarily implies support, it is incumbent upon somal demncrat
to vote against the hudwer.” : ,

And what fate befell the e rMo‘utmns"
The first was re]»cted by 142 votes against 93 the somnd bv
©-164 against 64. Nnthmg therefore was decided a nd tl
question was left without a solution:. Yex.
pressure imposed by the redoubtable trinity, Bihel—Tichku
—8inger! Far from losing prestige, Vollmar won all alone

- line. He went home strengthened by the sweer solace tha.t b({

was snpportod by a large section of<the party.

it logically follows tha,t our‘
party representatives in the Landlags cannot. give “the govern-
_ments their -support, and {hat as approbnhon of the hudget

in spite of ﬂ o |
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With undeniablfff smartress the “Frankfurter Zeitung”
remarkad in this Conncction: “With the exception of a few
vhrases, any radieal-bourgeois jarty m'elt adopt the «ame
programme.”  In “La Reforme” M- Lorand expresses himself
i almost the same language.

Vollmar was not slow to pick up the gauntlet thrown down
by Bebel.” He speaks of the “pronunciamiento” of Bebel, and
saye, “The present time offers us a strange spectacle. In face
of the enemy, marching upon us in serried ranks and prepared
to atta k us, we see one of our leaders rise up and throw a
brand of discord, not amons our opponents, but amidst ourown
troops.”’ S .

One ()‘f'fbp_ veterans of tl o party, the depufy. G‘rrillenbergpr,
took parg in the dispute, r nging himself in the press, as at
Ertart, ou the side of Volimar. Tlis controversy betrays the
bifterness andi rritation f.lt by both the factons. Vollmar
said that “the reasons fer the attitude of Belel must be songht
in his wounded vanity and in his waot of critical insight and
coolness, which have 1uade him place—him, the leader of a
democratic partv—his « wn personality above the most sacred
ntercsts of the party, 1+, the shame and injury of soeial democracy
and to the great henefit and joy of our opponents.” Bebhel, on
the other hand, flings back in the teeth of Grillenberger his
Tingunge “flthy and vulgar as the vocabularly of a hoodlum.”

Thess personalities are of uo  general interest, but they
illnsrrate in quite a forcible way the wonderful “anity” of the
pari s,

Bebel pretends that the peddling middle-class  element,
especially powerful in Seuth Germany, weakens the party, and
thit Bavarian anportunism and  permeation, systematieally
enconraged by Voilmar, are hostile to principle.

H- admits, then, the importance of very important differences
conceThing principles, and according to him, Vollmar, Grillen-
herg -1, and their adherents find themselves in the dilemma of
either joining the anarchists or the Lourgeoisie.  Now, Vollmar
dres not seem at all disposed to send in his resignation. Quite
the coutrary : he imagines himself, now as heretofore, to be in

fect agreemi vt with the principles of social democ ST

pblishesig th Vo PP TouT afticles (n° whicH b

The essay is interesting, and we believe it may be of some
ferviee to place soure extracts from it under the eyes of a larger
section of the publie, .

Bhel recetls how often wlready Vollmar has taken up the
time of congresges with disenssion of his policy, and how hc
lias become a tower of strength for “all the lukewarm in the
party and fog all the middle-claks relormers outside.”  He,

who knows Vollmar, kaows that the Bavarian champion “will

prevhaps some day, us he has done before, put the trumpet of
extreme radiealism to his lips, just as now he fills the air with
masic, ‘quite =oftly, guite softly’, to allure Peter and Paul, and
soinerease the robhish of the party, if—Yex, if—? Here arises
the question and nt present T do wot wish to attempt an answer.”’

Vollmar retorted. very justifiabtv, that what Bebel imputed
to him had alreadyv been said by Hans Muller—on the subject
of the deterioration of the party. With the superciliousness of

a saperior perssn, Bebel repelled the buse: insinuation, and
allege 1 that he hud onlv seen Muller's pamphlet at 2 distance,
and scareely knew whal it contained.

- Tn gpite of the solemn assertion of Bebel, we make free to
doubt it - Here is an important eritieism levelled against the
whaole party, made by = man whom Bebel himself described as
an oid hand, and we are desired to bulieve that the party leaders
have not read it. It is quite too improbable, and if it were
true, it would be inexcusable.  Tnexcusable indeeld, for w5 cLief
of a party; ona io bound to tuke cognisance of evervthing which
may be useful in the slightest, dogree to the party itself.

pamnphlet as that of -Hans Muller has been allowed fo pass
whoily, or wlinost, unobserved.  But I can easily imagdine how
disagrecable that pamphlet must bave been to the big- bugs of

the party, for without indilging iu jersonal ties. the anthor -

has demonstrated, proofs in hand. and” from quotations taken
frcm the aeknowledged writings of the aforesaid great digni-
tarier. how mvich soeinl demacraey hiay deteriorated through
bourgeois corruptony ind how much it has inelined to the
moderate faction, . :

LIBERTY.

4. -Bocialism.. B

c.explained his view. and estiina,t,eﬁ.g&;:mz?o@miw@wgVa{mﬁg "efinition of Crime.. By

And i
improbable isoe, for it is hard to admit that so sensationnl a |
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Alas, alas! Hans Muiler has had the misfortune to le more |
discerning than the gre.t Behel himsolf, and to perevive,b fore
his highness, the phenomena which are®now apparent to the
eves of all. . .

Was it not Behel who. in that connection, made the rew 'rk -
that the material envircnment of a man’s life infuenees his
opinions. He awoke to this mighty truth when wade aware ;
that Vollmar lives 1n a sumptuous villa on the bank of oue of
the Bavarian lakes. But the same remark has been made by
others, and with as much justice, in reference to Bebel, ’

' . To be contirued,
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