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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION
Sociologists are at once drawn to and repulsed by the possibility of an
historical sociology. The edict of specialization, that is, to leave history
to the historians, is no longer as influential as in past years. The
criticisms that the Nelsons leveled at Kai Erikson's social historical work

The Wayward Puritans, namely that "sociclogists are gemerally lacking in

command over this area™ (1969:149), has been counterbalanced by a growing
appreciation in sociology of the usefulness of historical data. Not all
historical sociology is '"good" sociology, however. Upon entering a multi-
disciplinary framework, then, the would-be generalist must be aware of
certain problems. For example, sociologists have been accused of a general
lack of understanding in the use of historical reference materials (Nelson
and Nelson, 1969). And historians, despite the "profusion" of materials
advocating the application of social science theory in the writing of
history, more often fall short of this goal (Berkhofer, 1969:6).

With this in mind, the present effort attempts to extend what has been
seen as a strictly historical phenomenon -- the alternative press in Kansas,
1875-1922 -- into the unifying sociological framework of social movements.
The problem to be investigated has both a substantive and methodological
aspect. Substantively, I conceptualize the alternative press in Kansas as a
sociological phenomenon; methodologically, historiography is considered as
an approach to sociological materials.

On what grounds is the alternative press to be examined? The press and
its producers can be identified as an ideological arm supporting and communi-
cating the aims of various historical social movements. "Ideology", used in

a non-pejorative semse, is of key importance here. The alternative press as
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a sociological phenomenon -- specifically, its influence in creating "new
shared convictions' and in changing existing norms (DeFleur, 1970:130) --
will be used to reconstruct and demonstrate an interface between press,
producers and political disorder/dissent. The ultimate outcome, it is hoped,
will be an exploratory social history of what I have termed the "alternative
press." An explicit assuﬁption here is that understanding these past poli-
tical realities is valuable, for "we do not yet know where we have been and
hence what we may be becoming."

History is not a predictor; it is a descriptor. The historical epoch
that lives through the pages of the alternative press is one buried by
ignorance, prudery and parochialism. Although the actors and issues have
changed, the thread of American radicalism that permeated the seventies,
eighties, nineties and beyond, is still an active force. It is in the
interests of the radical tradition and the conservative backlash of the
present that the historical alternative press is exhumed again.

This particular press has not been neglected by scholars. Students of
history have looked at these publications, individually, set in an evolving
political milieu (see Trout, 1934; Dentonm, 1961). Others have introduced
them as seen through the eyes of their individual producers (see Yarmolinksy,
1965; Sears, 1977). But despite the testimony of such works that the alter-
native press was once influential and a viable instrument of reform, the
press itself becomes lost somehow in the continuity of history. In this
chapter, the alternative press as a distinct phenomenon is conceived of
empirically and theoretically as a preliminary to explicitly rendering that
interface mentioned above. These introductory pages are intended to both
orient the reader and raise certain empirical questions. The first portion
deals with the history of the press in Kansas to 1870, providing a brief
descriptive backdrop for the remainder of the study. "Alternative" press

is then conceptualized at that point when a distinctly different kind of



journalism makes its appearance in Kansas history. The remainder of the
chapter details and develops the theoretical framework used in this study.
The particular period chosen has been identified by Kansas scholar

James Malin as one marked by volatile social change. Malin identifies three
periods of '"heightened interest" in reform: the 1870s, 1890s, and early
portions of the twentieth century (1964:1)1. In Malin's brief look at Moses
Harman and the Vincent brothers, all of whom were involved in alternative
publishing efforts in Kansas, the alternative press is cast as an arm of this
reform era (1964:102-169). Various publications advocated such changes as

marriage reform (Harman's Lucifer, the Light-Bearer), labor reform (the

Vincents' American Non-Conformist and Kansas Industrial Liberator); and the

ideologies of utopianism and communism (Progressive Communist) and socialism

(Appeal to Reason). All of these publicatioms, in urging change, also

leveled a charge at the existing order, an important element in their

rationale for self-classification as an alternative.

THE "“"TWO HISTORIES" OF THE PRESS IN KANSAS

On May 26, 1830, the federal government designated a land mass 600
miles north and south, and 200 miles west of Arkansas and ten year-old
Missouri as Indian Territory (McMurtrie, 1931:3). From 1825 until 1841,
eastern Indians were moved west of the Mississippi River, bringing some
twenty tribes to Kansas Territory (Gaeddert, 1940:21). The plan, as outlined
by the government, was to develop autonomous, self-supportive Indian commu-
nities after a period of initial aid in the form of missionaries, teachers,
tools and implements. Financed by money held in trust for the Indians, and
distributed by government agents, the scheme was doomed to fail (McMurtrie,

1931:3-16) .
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This particular enactment of Congress overlaps the history of printing
in Kansas with the arrival of Jontham Meeker at the Baptist Shawanoe (Shawnee)
Mission in 1834. Meeker, a Baptist missionary and sometime printer, brought
with him a press, purchased for $550, and a desire to continue his experi-
ments in orthography. The first printing site in Kansas territory, where
Meeker set up shop, was just outside the limits of present-day Kansas City,
Kansas (McMurtrie, 1933; Miller, 1959). The first paper in Kansas came off
Meeker's‘press. Called "Siwinoe Kesibwi," or Shawnee Sun, the little paper
(never exceeding four pages) was begun as a monthly and was published sporadi-
cally for almost a decade, from March 1835 until sometime in 1844 {(McMurtrie,
1933). According to McMurtrie, a devoted scholar of both Meeker and what he
terms the "pioneer press," the original press brought by Meeker was used in
three separate sites over a period of twenty-one years (1933).

Meeker died some six months after the signing of the Kansas-Nebraska
bill on May 30, 1854. The territory opened and settlers poured in, bringing
with them the bitter politics of slavery and their newspapers. This period
opened the "Bleeding Kansas' era, a misnomer of sorts as relatively little
blood was shed. During the seven years before statehood, one estimate placed
the number of politically-precipitated deaths at fifty-five (Miller, 1959:
511). Miller writes that although blood did not flow so freely as certain
Eastern papers would have had their readership believe, "great political
issues did indeed confront the early settlers" (1959:513). Immediately after
the opening of the territory, partisans from both north and south arrived.

. In the maneuvering to spread their particular brand of political wisdom,
newspapers were needed.

The first territorial paper was the pro-slavery Kansas Weekly Herald out

of Leavenworth (McMurtrie, 1931, 1933; Gaeddert, 1941). Its first issue,

dated September 15, 1854, was composed and set under an elm tree, according



to its editors (Kansas Weekly Herald, quoted in Miller, 1959). That this was

much romanticized is clear in later tributes to the Kansas press. From a
commencement address by Captain Henry King, reprinted in the Kansas State

Historical Society's History of Kansas Newspapers, comes the following:

The first Kansas banner was a newspaper. It made its advent

under an elm tree on the town site of Leavenworth, September 15,

1854. There was not yet a house to be seen, nor any other

definite sign of civilization. The situation presented only

the aspect of primeval and uninterrupted nature...[S]uch a thing...

boldly challenged precedent and announced a new departure (1920:

9}).
Gaeddert (1941:5) concedes that the type for the first issue was most likely
set under that mythical elm tree, but questions whether the first issue was
printed there or under cover of the Herald's new building. Nonetheless, the
editors capitalized on the elm, printing poetic tributes to it until the

demise of the paper in 1861 (1941:6).

On the heels of the Leavenworth paper came the Kickapoo Kansas Piocneer.

Also pro-slavery in orientation, it was begun in November, 1854 and is re-
ported to have folded sometime in 1857 (McMurtrie, 1931, 1933; Miller, 1959).
In the race for the first Free state paper in territorial Kansas,

sources cite the Kansas Pioneer, renamed the Kansas Tribune, the Kansas

Herald of Freedom and the Kansas Free State. All three papers were published

in Lawrence; all three produced a first issue within a week of one another
in January, 1855. McMurtrie's (1931) account of early printing sites in

Kansas lists George Washington Brown's Herald of Freedom as the winmner in

the race to produce the first Free State paper. Gaeddert (1941) awards the

honor to John Speer's Kansas Tribune. Speer first came to Kansas in the
P P

summer of 1854. He prepared part of his copy for the first issue at that
time, but was unable to enlist the help of any pro-slavery plant. Speer had
to return to Medina, Ohio, then, and issued the first number from his own

shop (where he was editor and publisher for the New Era). This issue appeared

October 18, 1854 (Gaeddert, 1941).
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The pro-slavery press would soon lose its early edge. During the civil
strife in Kansas of 1856-1857, the Pro-slavery Party lost popular support to
the Free-State Party, and near the end of that decade, it became clear that
Kansas would be a free state (Gaeddert, 1940:7). It will be recalled that the
Kansas territory, until statehood in 1861, stretched west as far as the
continental divide. Before 1860, however, the press in Kansas territory was
geographically confined to the northeastern corner of the state with the

exception of the Cherry Creek Pioneer and the Rocky Mountain News, both of

which were located in what is today Arapahoe County, Colorado (Gaeddert, 1941).
In Kansas proper, the farthest point west was reached in June, 1858, when the
Sentinel was begun in Junction City. McMurtrie (1931:15) writes that a line
drawn from Marysville south through Junction City and Cottonwood Falls, and
southeast to Fort Scott diagrams the area in which the early press in Kansas
operated (see Fig. 1). Miller (1959:522) notes that over a hundred different
newspapers were published in Kansas during its territorial years, 1854-1861.

On January 28, 1861, Kansas was finally accepted into the Union with
the Wyandotte Constitution.2 The birth of the state, Gaeddert writes,
" ..came at an unpropitious time" (1940:94). Graneries were empty after an
extended drought; people went hungry. And the state had only begun to set
itself in order when Civil War broke out. Civil War, of course, was nothing
new after the border struggles of 1856 and 1857. Editors suffered the war-
time shortages and continued to publish during the four years of conflict
(Miller, 1959:524). The press continued to push west as well, following the
rails and ranchers (Miller, 1959:526). Gaeddert's (1941) account of first
newspapers in Kansas by county chronicles this movement through the 1860s and
into the decade of the seventies.

At what point does the history of one press begin to diverge from the

other? And at what point can the scrambling, virulent, irreverent territorial
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press be termed an "established" press, evoking images of bona fide journalism?
These questions, and their ultimate answers, are the underpinnings of this

effort. The next step, then, is to conceptualize "alternative" press.

EMPIRICAL CONCEPTUALIZATION OF THE ALTERNATIVE PRESS

The ever-present temptation facing the scholar of history is to collapse
the distinction between observer and actor and become preseﬁt-minded.
Present-mindedness can be defined as reading the evidence in terms of one's
own time instead of "postulated past time' (Berkhofer, 1969:15). At issue
here is the avoidance of a more contemporary parallel between the so-called
underground press of 1967-70, and the altermative press of the iate 1800s and
early twentieth century,3 Whether the editors of these papers saw themselves
as participating in a larger, innovative press movement is certainly debatable.
The press itself was less an issue in its time than the changes advocated.

It is with reasoned trepidation, then, that the scholar of one time
period turns to the concepts of another. The conceptualization of the under-
ground press of the 1960s and 1970s has limited applicability here, except to
offer a point for departure. There is, first, the question of semantics.

In one of the few scholarly attempts to chronicle the underground press as
it was dying, Glessing (1970) wrote that not all such presses adopted the

descriptive nomer "underground”. Some preferred the term "radical"; still
others "alternative". 'Underground' was a carry-over from those days when
the anti-establishment press reflected the drug culture (Glessing, 1970:4).

Glessings' work offers no succinct definition of the underground press
per se, but rather a series of observations. He acknowledges a "radical
political"™ underground and a "radical cultural" underground (1970:161).

Both were distinguished from the established press by virtue of their stance
that objectivity is relative, their limited budgets, their content and format

and the composition of staff (1970:3-10).
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Another study from this period states the underground was regarded as
such due to."shared opposition to the American "system'" politically,
culturally, and economically" and to the new kind of journmalism produced
(Ellis, 1970:102). The unification of the underground as a movement was
further attributed to: 1) the emergence of a "youth culture"; 2) the failure
of big city dailies to address this emergent culture; 3) development of new
technologies, i.ef, offset printing; and 4) a new permissiveness in print
following the Supreme Court decision on pornography in 1966 (Ellis, 1970:
102-103). Clearly, there was reason to distinguish underground from esta-
blished press. Can the same be said of what is called here as the "alter-
native'" press?

The editors of each alternmative paper address this question many times.
For these individuals, the question was one of both ideological commi tment

and a justification for continued operatiom. The Progressive Communist,

edited by members of a sectarian communal group near Cedar Vale, carried the
following notice in Volume One, Number One:

We begin the éditorship...with earnest desire to promote our
cause, to fill the vacant place in the American press by issuing
a communist paper (January, 1875).

And later, in the same issue:

Neither do we wish our paper to be the organ of only one
community, or set of ideas, but that it may...,as far as
possible, present the thought of all liberal and reformatory
minds (January, 1875).

The Vincent brothers, introducing the community of Winfield to the

American Non-Conformist and Kansas Industrial Liberator, wrote:

In every struggle [this journal] will endeavor to take the
side of the oppressed as against the oppressor, provided the
"under dog" has concern enough for his own hide to defend him-
self when he is given the opportunity, and not turn and bite
the hand of him who has labored for his freedom...The political
principles which will guide this journal are the most ultra
reform...The air is farily magnetic with reform (October 7, 1886).
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The Valley Falls Liberal League's monthly cooperative journal, the
Valley Falls Liberal, stated its objective was to '"support the cause of
Liberalism in its effort to break the chains...of...Christianity" and to
"champion the rights of the poor" (Malin, 1964:104). The "Salutatory" column
in its first issue read:
Our object is to do what we can for the cause of LIBERALISM,
in the contest now waging for Equal Rights and Universal
Liberty. Our career may be a short one, but we hope to live
long enough to see...'our own native land" become, in deed and

in truth, what it has never fully been -- the Land of the Free,
as well as the Home of the True and Brave (January, 1880).

The Valley Falls Liberal became the Kansas Liberal in 1881; in 1883, it was

rechristened Lucifer, the Light-Bearer.

A first step in determining whether a paper was alternative, then, was to
examine the self-proclaimed goal of its editor(s). All such publicationms
ranged from advocating limited reforms to a peaceful revolution at the ballot
box to anarchy. This being the case, the alternative press circa 1875-1922
shared with the more contemporary underground press an oppositiom to the
American political, economic and religious system as it existed at that time.
This questioning of institutional structures can be seen in the examples
given earlier. Third, the alternative press transcended community boundaries
and attracted or attempted to attract a regional or national readership.
These presses were tied into a national network of paper espousing similar
viewpoints. Fourth, few presses grew larger than the producers. Whether
charismatic leadership is a general characteristic of the producer of this
press or simply accidental is difficulty to verify. However, given the ideals
of the producers and idealism of theilr press, one may speculate that the
involvement of these unique individuals was not accidental. . Regardless,
the success of an alternative effort, in one sense, can be gauged by its

lifespan after the death or departure of its editor and publisher.
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"Alternative" has been chosen to connote this press, as over and against
"reform", because it is a more encompassing term. Moreover, not all the so-
called reform publications or crganizations chose to be politically active.
According to the American Heritage dictionary, the word "alternative" means
"the choice between two mutually exclusive possibilities" (Morris, 1973).

The alternative press did not tread a comfortable middle ground. It offered
its readers a choice of viewpoint, or lifestyle, not expressed elsewhere,
and often at the risk of legal intervention or even a jail term.

These articulate, often passionate efforts did not differ a great deal
in format from their established contemporaries. Any difference in format
was liable to be due to the use of cheaper newsprint remnants, though as
alternative papers became more stable, some chose to become more experimental
(Lutzky, 1951:238). Unlike the later underground press, the altermative
press of thenineteenth century did not challenge the journalistic establish-
ment of its day. It did not attempt to create a 'mew journalism" as such,
albeit the evident differences in editorial content and reportage. Graphi-
cally, most were unexciting -- and some had no sense of the aesthetic.4
Economically, the alternative press was dependent on support from advertisers,
subscription monies or donations, as well as the gale of political pamphlets
in some cases. None were dailies; most appeared with some regularity on a
weekly, fortnightly or monthly basis. For pragmatic purposes alone, those
papers I considered were published for a least one year om a regular basis.
This was a fifth and final criterion. The existence of an alternative press
was tenuous at best, a fact acknowledged by a leary public, weary editorship,
and not least, by the researcher. '"Naturally, the reader would like to know,
how solid is the foundation upon which we base our enterprise?” the editors

of the Progressive Communist wrote in January, 1875. The text continued, "He
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[reader] has seen so many reform papers starting only to die, that his con-
fidence may be gained only by a plain exposition of our financial standing."

As a case in point, the Progressive Communist lasted one year only.

In summary, then, alternative is empirically conceptualized here as:

1) a self-acknowledgment of alternative (or reform) status;

2) opposition to existing American political, economic or religious
institutional forms;

3) a regional or national readership;

4) the integral leadership role of the primary producer(s); and

5) publication for at least one year.
Taken together, it will be seen that the history of the alternative press in
Kansas does indeed merit a separate historical treatment. Neither is it an
accident that many of these presses were located in southeastern and south-
central Kansas. Malin, balking at an implicit condonement of geographical
determinism, explains that "unique events in the history of the occupance of
particular areas, or the seemingly accidental fact of dynamic persomalities
having settled in a particular locality" may explain in and of itself why

activism was most pronounced in these areas (1964:55-56).

THE ALTERNATIVE PRESS IN CONTEXT: THEORETICAL ORIENTATION

With the criteria named above, a sense of the alternmative press as a
concrete phenomenon is gained. This is only a tentative and preliminary step.
To be able to understand the role of such a press, it must be set in some kind
of theoretical context. A social movements perspective, out of the area of
collective behavior, offers a very broad framework for theoretical comstruction.
However, the point implied earlier must be stated clearly: the alternative
press cannot be cast as a social movement per se but rather as one of several

components. Selected conceptions of types of social movements can shed light
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on the position of the alternative press. Within these types of movements,
as stated earlier, the press may have existed as an ideological arm working
to promote movement norms and/or values, or more broadly, social change. The
alternative presses' role within and without a given social movement can be
better understood by calling on Mannheim's sociology of knowledge for
elucidation. This discussion ﬁoves, then, from a general account of applicable
éocial movements research to a more specific formulation of the alternmative
press set in Mannheim's sociology of knowledge.

The intersection of sociological and historical perspectives was briefly
mentioned earlier. The process of intersection involves both theoretical and
methodological considerations. Historically-oriented sociological theories,
as applied to a particular period, can be used in another period provided
this is done with flexibility. Research applying sociological approaches to
history cannot be cast into a set of propositions leading to a grand socio-

2 "A theory which is "historical" in nature ought

logical theory of history.
to be designed for the purposes of a particular study or derived from the
circumstances surrounding a particular set of data" (Cahnman and Boskoff,
1964:12-13). The social movements perspective, as used here, permits maximum

flexibility and a certain latitude in the researcher's interpretation of

events.

Definition of Social Movements

In any history, there are stories of groups struggling within society _
to change some aspect of culture (Killian, 1964:426). These groups, and their
concerted actions, constitute movements. The study of social movements
within sociology has focused on '"groups and institutionms in the process of
becoming" (Killian, 1964:427). Thus, the gsocial movement is a fluid con-

struct, amenable to study as one form of collective behavior, or as Killian
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suggests, as caught up in the dynamics of social change (1964:426-427).
Certain conditions are contingent upon the development or definition of a
social movement. Heberle writes that implicit in the metaphor of movement
is the connotation of unrest, a "stirring among the people" (1949:349). He
defines "movement" as "a collective ready for action by which some kind of
change is to be achieved, some innovation to be made, or a previous condition
to be restored" (1949:349). Heberle's "unrest" is Blumer's "cultural drift"
in the inception of a social movement (1969:9). By "cultural drift", Blumer
refers to a gradual shift in people's ideas, an emergence of a new set of
values. People develop new conceptions of themselves against such a backdrop.
"They acquire new dispositions and interests and, accordingly, become sensi-
tized in new directions; and, conversely, they come to experience dissatis-
faction where before they had none" (Blumer, 1969:9). These indefinite
images of self, prompting uncertain behavior, give rise to Blumer's ''general
social movement." Social movements on the lowest order, then, are "collec-
tive enterprises to establish a new order of life":
The career of a social movement depicts the emergence of a
new order of life. In its beginning, a social movement is
amorphous, poorly organized, and without form..." (Blumer, 1969:8).

In Killian's survey of various sociological conceptions of social movements,
he notes that definitions have two common features. There is first the
notion of individual intervention in the process of social and éultural
change. People have the volition to act, to create change, rather than being
merely creations of inevitable social change. Second, the act of creating
change posits some kind of collective, concerted effort on the part of
involved persons (Killian, 1964:430-431).

By definition, social movements share certain features, regardless of
philosophical orientation. Briefly, the salient features can be listed:
shared values embedded in the nature of a shared goal or objective, a sense

of membership or belonging between those involved, establishment of norms,
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and some kind of structure (Killian, 1964:431). The alternative press, dis-
penser of ideas, helped to mold objectives. The idea was offered earlier
that the alternative press could be placed on a continuum with the advocacy
of reform on one end; revolt, on the other. This not only conjures an image
of a certain kind of press and its political intemsity, but a certain kind

of social movement such a press would augment.

Specific Social Movements

The recognition of degrees of difference between reform and revolt, in
this context, is not criginal.7 Blumer (1969) notes that the two major kinds
of specific social movements are reform movements and revolutionary movements.
"Both seek to effect changes in the social order and in existing institutions”
(Blumer, 1969:20), although "far-reaching differences'" exist between the two.
Smelser (1962) makes a similar distinction between "norm-oriented movements"
and "value-oriented movements." The reform, or norm-oriented movement, and
revolutionary, or value-oriented movement are, of course, "ideal types."
Specific movements may exhibit characteristics of both, or employ other kinds
of tactics. For this reason, Blumer suggests viewing each unique movement
ffom a temporal and developmental perspective (1969:8). For this reasonm, I
utilize the device of the continuum for placement of various alternative
presses, extending from ideal-typical reform to ideal-typical revolt.8 What
are these ideal types as developed by Blumer and Smelser?

Blumer and Smelser approach the same kind of conceptualization from
slightly different perspectives. Blumer focuses on mechanisms employed by
specific social movements, making a distinction on the basis of how these
mechanisms are used by each. Smelser outlines the norm-oriented movement
and value-oriented movement separately. Each movement is conceived of as a

value-added process, that is, one condition precipitates the next in Smelser's
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more elaborate theoretical framework. These differences in approach,
however, are not so radical that Smelser and Blumer's conceptualizations
cannot be compared.

All specific social movements, Blumer writes, utilize the mechanisms of
agitation, development of group feeling and group morale, ideology, and some
tactical strategy to reach objectives (1969:12-20). By the same token,
Smelser's analytic value-added process traces the development of the norm—
oriented and value-oriented movement through the determinants of "structural-
conduciveness, strain, crystallization of a generalized belief, precipitating
factors, mobilization for action, and social control” (1962:382). 1In the
broadest sense, then, it can be said that both reform and revolutionary
movements share key features and developmental processes. Yet both scholars
separate them analytically.

Smelser defines norm-oriented movements as 'an attempt to restore,
protect, modify, or create norms in the name of a generalized belief" (1962:
270). A value-oriented movement, in his scheme, is a norm-oriented movement
taken a step further:

A value-oriented movement is a collective attempt to restore,
protect, modify, or create values in the name of a generalized
belief. Such a belief necessarily involves all the components
of action; that is, it envisions a reconstitution of values, a
redefinition of norms, a reorganization of the motivation of
individuals, and a redefinition of situational facilities
(1962:313).

Blumer's definitions of reform and revolutionary movements acknowledge this
difference in scope, and can be summarized as follows.

A reform movement is limited in the scope of the change it advocates --
it is addressed to some specific area in the existing order. For this reason
the reform movement is not in opposition to the tenets of society; indeed,
it may uphold ideal values of a society as they exist as the correct moral

position. The reform movement may be viewed as rather benign, seeking to

develop a sympathetic public and using existing institutions to do so.
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The revolutionary movement exists to reconstruct the whole of the
social order. 1In so doing, it formulates a new scheme of social values. A
revolutionary movement has no access to public institutions and may, in fact,
be driven underground. Such a movement is less concerned with developing
favorable public opinion (and has little chance to) than winning converts.
These "converts",.from the ra;ks of tﬂe underprivileged and disenfranchised,
may well form a strong, cohesive group who live by a new set of "essentially
religious values" (Blumer, 1969:20-22). Although both movements advocate
change, they diverge on the question of retention of existing institutional
structures as opposed to replacement of those structures with radically
different ones. Here, then, enters an alternative press, for "without
ideology, a movement could not persist" (Blumer, 1969:19).

After attention has been focused on unrest or agitation spurring a
social movement, after persons have been organized, some means must be found
to give voice to a group will, to disseminate a body of "doctrine, beliefs
and myths" (Blumer, 1969:19-20). I stated earlier the premise that the
alternative press came into existence to create new convictions and to change
existing norms rather than uphold the status quo. With examination of two
specific kinds of social movements, it becomes clearer in a theoretical
sense to consider how the alternative press functioned. Engagement of the
problem of placing the alternative press in some kind of social context is
approached. Focus must still be sharpened, however; and the question of

how creation and change might have been implemented needs to be addressed.

"Ideology and Utopia"

I have proposed that the alternative press was a voice for certain kinds
of social movements, related in their strivings or vision of a better
society. Within this proposal are terms needing clarification. '"Ideology",

"ideas'", "thoughts", '"beliefs" have appeared with some frequency on the past



18
fe% pages. In stating (once more) that the alternative press existed to
create new convictions and to change or overthrow existing norms, one must
be prepared to tackle the awesome: the relationship between, and the nature
of, thought and existence. One scholar that clarified this relationship
was Karl Mannheim and his "radical" sociology of knowledge.

The sociology of knowledge, according to Mannheim, is "concerned with
the problem of how men actually think" (1936:1). In this way, the sociology
of knowledge embraces the history of thought and ideas. Mannheim's aim in

Ideology and Utopia was to examine how thought functions in public and poli-

cal life as "an instrument of collective actiomn'" (1936:1). To do this), he
proposes two modes of transcendent thought -- the ideological and the
utopian -- set in the framework of their accompanying thought structures.
Wirth's preface to Mannheim's text summarizes these notionms. Ideologies are
",..those complexes of ideas which direct activity toward the maintenance

of the existing order"; utopias, "...those complexes of ideas which tend to
generate activities toward changes of the prevailing order" (preface, 23).
Mannheim is clearly more concerned with the movement and development of
thought than thought in social movements, the focus here. Yet his key con-
cept of ideology, and out of ideology, utopia, has direct application to the
present purpose. What follows is a brief exposition of these tenets which
have particular bearing upon the alternative press.

Mannheim's central concern is with the phenomenon of ideology. He
separates ideology into the "particular" and the "total". The particular
conception of ideology is believed to constitute only a part of an opponent's
thought; total ideology, the whole of an opponent's thought in a way similar
to Marxian‘"false consciousness" (Berger and Luckmann, 1966:9). Berger and
Luckmann call attention to Mannheim's "general ideology" (''the general form
of the total conception of ideology") as subsuming not only an opponent's

thought but one's own as well (1966:9).
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With the general concept of ideology, the level of sociology
of knowledge is reached -- the understanding that no human
thought...is immune to the ideologizing influences of its social
context (Berger aneruckmann, 1966:9).

Some elaboration may clarify this point. Mannheim notes that the pejorative
"taint" of ideology can be seen in historical perspective. Particular dis-
trust and suspicion directed to an adversary may be the immediate precursor
of ideology. When distrust "...becomes explicit and methodologically
recognized," then ideology can be detected in other's utterances (1936:61).
Skepticism and distrust, then, point to the notion of reality and what con-
stitutes a truth. The philosophical question, 'What is really real?’, as
explained by Mannheim, appears with greater intensity in various historical
epochs. That it emerged in public circles during the nineteenth century is
significant. "The notion of ideology cannot...remain the exclusive privilege
of [an ascendent] class" (Mannheim, 1936:74-75).

Once a descendent group learns to interpret their opponent's views in
ideological terms (i.e., as distortions of reality), "all elements of
meaning are qualitatively changed and the word ideology acquires a totally
new meaning" (Mannheim, 1936:76). When all parties are subject to this kind
of analysis, then the general form of the total conception of ideology,
giving way to the sociology of knowledge, emerges.

...(T)he general form of the total conception of ideology is
being used by the analyst when he has the courage to subject not
just the adversary's point of view but all points of view, in-
cluding his own, to the ideological analysis (Mannheim, 1936:77).

Ideology, as applied to all points of view, bfings Mannheim to propose
the notion of "relationism." Relationism refers to the epistemological
perspective of his sociology of knowledge -- "...knowledge must always be
knowledge from a certain (social and historical) position" (Berger and

Luckmann, 1966:10). The term becomes clearer in Mannheim's discussion on

utopia.
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"A state of mind is utopian when it is incongruous with the state of
reality within which-it occurs" (Mannheim, 1936:192). More narrowly, Mannheim
defines as "utopian"”, thought which passes over into conduct, and shatters
the prevailing order (1936:193). Both ideologies and utopias can be oriented
to objeFts that transcend daily experience. Every period has had ideas
transcending everyday experiences that didn't function as utopias. These

ideas ".

..were...the appropriate ideologies of this stage of existence” so
long as they did not offer revolutionary possibilities (1936:193). Utopias
are not ideologies "...in the measure and in so far as they succeed through
counteractivity in transforming the existing historical reality into one
more in accord with their own conceptions" (1936:196). Distinguishing
between the two kinds of thought, however, is not so simple as might first
appear. One's interpretation of thought must be acknowledged as a function
of position, this is the point of Mannheim's relationism. So it is that
Mannheim writes that ideas are often labeled utopian by a representative of
a past epoch. And "...the exposure of ideologies as illusory ideas...is the
work generally of representatives of an order of existence which is still in
process of emergence" (1936:203). Always the dominant group determines which
is to be considered utopian; alw;ys the ascendent group in conflict with the
existing order determines what is ideological (1936:203) .

"Everyday experiences” and "existing order” lead Mannheim to a disserta-
tion on the nature of sociological existence. Existence, for Mannheim, is
that which functions effectively -- the functioning social order. "Every
concretely 'operating order of 1ife' is to be conceived and characterized
most clearly by means of the particular economical and political structure
on which it is based" (ﬁannheim, 1936:194). Ideas that don't fit this
"operating order of life" are situationally transcendent, namely, ideologies
not realized in fact ("de facto") and utopias. However, the order as exists

is not static -- thus, the dialectical relationship of utopian thought to the
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existing order.

Here, Mannheim draws on Droysen to present a "formal outline" of this
process. Thought, the ideal éounterpart to what is, develops itself as
things should be. Thoughts, then, critique what exists, out of existing
conditions come new thoughts; out of new thoughts, new conditions (Mannheim,
1936:199). This formulation gets at the emergence of utopias out of existing
conditions, albeit in a very abstract fashion.

The dialectical (not oppositional) relationship Mannheim developed
between ideology and utopia is concerned with the content of thought, and the
action thought produces. Mannheim recognized that all thought arose from
existing social conditions. Thus, out of ideologies come utopias. The
relationship is not a simple one. The content of the alternative press
cannot be labeled "utopian'" outright, althought it is tempting to do so.
Utopian thought implies revolutionary action, and as noted, not all such
presses were oriented toward revolution or complete rejection of the social
order. Nonetheless, they were oriented more towards change than maintenance
of the status quo.9 The alternative press was fundamentally critical of
existing conditioms. This fact, however, does not automatically place the
alternative press in line with utopian thought. Recall that reform movements,
in espousing the ideal values of the existing social order, seek not to
undermine the entire order but exalt what ''should be" in that order. Thus,
although it might not appear so at first, the alternative press must be sub-
mitted to an approximation of the kind of critical analyses used by Mannheim

in Ideology and Utopia. Dissent on the part of the press did not always

entail radical departure from the existing order. Opposition to existing
American institutional forms, named as an empirical criteria for determining
whether a press was alternative does not necessitate active subversion. As

"reform" and "revolutionary" have been used to indicate a continuum of
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possible action, so '"ideology" and "utopia" can also be used as theoretical

guides. These thought structures are not absolutes but measured by degress.

CONCLUSIONS -- A NOTE ON THE GENERAL HISTORICAL MILIEU

There is no question that the altermative press arose in response to
currents of thought expressing a relative "utopian mentality" (Mannheim,
1936:209). The period 1870 to just before the first World War was marked by
precipitating events that, together, gave rise to a different kind of social
order. As Greer (1949) notes, the United States of 1865 had little in common
with the United States of 1890. "The simple old ways of a life which was
small, agrarian, and personal gave way to strange new forms, a new nation of
steel and electricity emerged -- huge, mechanized, and corporate" (Greer,
'1949:9)'. It is not surprising, then, that the socio-economic groups Greer
cites as being most involved in early social movements are laborers, farmers,
and finally, the middle class (1949:6). Farmers and workers were affected
first by the impact of industrialization and a changing economic order.

This can be shown in the historical precedence of labor reform and the popu-
list revolt, followed by the middle-class progressive movement (Greer, 1949).
The backdrop of such movements might be summed up in the idealism of

the frontier. Turner's thesis on the role of the American frontier, deli-
vered first in 1893, stated that the existence of free land and the continu-
ous wave of population movement west, explain American development (1972:3).
While this thesis has been thoroughly criticized, particularly the notion
that a rural frontier need result in egalitarian, individualistic and demo-
cratic institutions (Lipset, 1968:41), Turner's reading of his own time was
accurate. His romanticism was echoed in Greeley's famous advice to "Go West",
the frontier being the land of opportunity and hope (Weeks, 1980:1). The

Kansas of 1870 was part of the frontier, given over to social experiments and



23
and a highly politicized population. This theme will become clearer when
examining individual alternative presses and their producers in political
context as discussed in Chapter Three. The following chapter sets forward
the method used in this study, and attempts to more explicitly reconcile

the sociological theoretical perspective to historic data used.



CHAPTER TWO

SOCIOLOGY AND HISTORIOGRAPHY: METHODS

The present effort is both sociological and historical. The theoreti-
cal perspectives elucidated in Chapter One aid in conceiving of the alterna-
tive press as a sociological phenomenon. The papers, producers and events
reported are drawn from a fixed historical time frame, 1875-1922. The actors
are dead; the era is past. Given that such a sociological framework shapes
and makes sense of historical data, interdisciplinary problems emerge. These
problems, and there are many, are addressed extensively in the literature.
This chapter begins with a look at interdisciplinary issues, viewed from
either side of the question. In its entirety, the first section presents a
kind of introduction to historiography (the "doing" of history). It is
appropriate that such discussion preface the amalgamation of method used for
this study. To ignore the historian's approach to exhuming materials is to
invite unwarranted problems, particularly as regards the adequacy and accuracy

of sociologic interpretation.

HISTORY AND SOCIOLOGY REVISITED

Arguments for and against the development of an historical socioclogy
were briefly mentionéd in the last chapter. These arguments are amplified
when both sociologists and historians address the question. For example, if
some sociologists have deplored the desertion of historic and humanistic
themes found in the classics of Weber and others (Mariampolski and Hughes,
1977), historians have vehemently protested the '"dehumanizing methods of
social sciences" (Bridembaugh, 1963:326). Foremost in this "dehumanization"
is quantification, and many have spoken to the scientistic bent of post-War
trends. Bridenbaugh wrote, "the finest historians will not...worship at the

shrine of that Bitch-goddess QUANTIFICATION" (1963:326).
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These statements, regarding orientation toward data, are only one
possible point of departure. I choose, instead, to.begin by emphasizing
broad similarities and differences between the two disciplines. Commonly
held notions about the nature of "history", the nature of "sociology'" and
the course of each discipline's development leads to uncovering important
notions of generalization and reconstruction in history.

Both history and sociology focus on human interactions. In a concilia-
tory vein, sociologists Cahnman and Boskoff note that this focus has made
the two "partners and competitors at the same time" (1964:1). Although even
the casual observer can see the interdependence of the two disciplines, it
is unfair and inaccurate to fail to acknowledge their divergence in technique,
area and perspective. Part of this divergence can be seen in the process of
the development of history in some contrast to sociology.

Hofstadter's essay on history's "mixed inheritance" develops archetypes
along the lines of history-as-art opposed to history-as-science (1968:3-5).
The division is admittedly too clean. He brings in this "conventional
debate" to emphasize certain differences between sociology and history.l
History's narrative tradition (history-as-art), with its emphasis on literary
style, high drama, and great characters (Hofstadter, 1968), antedated the
development of an academic tradition (history—aé-science) by several centuries.
During the nineteenth century, as Hofstadter tells it, academic history
struggled to gain a foothold while the social sciences proliferated (1968:7).
By the 1920s, historians were aware of those other disciplines with common
concerns but with a greater fealty to '"science" as shown in expansive con-
ceptual frameworks based on the natural sciences. After World War II,
academicians attempted to make history more relevant to the presept, producing
an "incomplete" sociological history -- that is, "gocial history without

sociological ideas" (Hofstadter, 1968:8). According to Hofstadter, resistance
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in history ;o the incofporation of sociological thought seems to hinge on the
issue of maintaining a separate intellectual identity, and at least as
important, on the recent ahistorical bent in sociology (1968:11-12). How,
then, is history delineated as a distinct area of study? To what extent have

methodological techniques bounded history?

History and Gemeralization

History has been variously defined as "the study of all past human
activities" (Strayer, 1950:6), or as the intent "to understand man's behavior
in past time" (Berkhofer, 1969:7). Even more sweeping was the Social Sciences
Research Committee's definition of history as '"the study of mankind in all
its bewildering variety" (1954:18). Barzun and Graff suggest four meanings
of the word "history." There is 1) the event itself, the fact of history;
and 2) the recounting of that event, or the story of history. There is also
3) the fashioning of history, its method, which falls between the structuring
of the professional attitude and the rules of art. This process has come to
be known as historiography. And finally, &) there is history as collective
recollection, or Folk History (1962:47-50). As can be seen, the historical
event or character, the verifiable '"fact", looms large. '"History must be
concerned with the analysis of (a) particular set of events or processes.
Where the sociologist looks for concepts which subsume a variety of parti-
cular descriptive categories, the historian must remain close to the actual
happenings..." (Lipset, 1968:23).

Sociologists have been particularly critical of this focus on the
unique, the "idiographic" tendencies of history. Various levels of generali-
zation, while perhaps not explicitly stated, are present in many historical
works. The implication, of course, is that sociology must have more general,

or nomothetic, objectives. That historians are aware of the need to develop
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broader, more explicit, frameworks of conceptualization is attested by such
works as Gottschalk's (1963) bulletin for the Social Sciences Research
Committee on generalization in the writing of history. The sociologist, then,
must meet the historian halfway. Cahnman and Boskoff (1964) acknowledge the
need for balance between the "unique" and "general":

We may focus upon the uniqueness of facts by segregating
them from other facts or by ignoring the points of similarity
among such facts. Or we may choose to emphasize similarities
while ignoring the obvious but operationally irrelevant
differences. The objective of the investigator determines the
relative value of such analytic aspects. However, overemphasis
on any one aspect leads to disaster (1964:4).
While the historian's approach to generalization may be less self-comscious
than that of the sociologist, it is similar. Generalization, in the histor-
ian's view, is that part of history akin to scienpe. Those materials upon
which historical study are based are "extant objects capable of scrutiny,
categorization and generalization" (Gottschalk, 1963).

Hughes (1960) delineates four levels of historical generalizatiom. The
first level is semantic generalization -- the use of verbs or noums that
imply abstractions from reality. The second level of generalization involves
"groupings of statements about events'; for example, concluding statements
to make ideas "of a piece." Third, the historian may employ "schematization",
organizing historical data in terms of process or structure. Here, the pro-
cedure of generalization is most like that of the social sciences —- and here
is where few historians have chosen to venture., The fourth, and final, level
Hughes suggests is the "plane of meta-history" (1960:23-37). To those in
both fields, the historian who insists he deals "omly with individual
situations" tHughes, 1960:23) or the sociologist who will not acknowledge
implicit generalization without the use of an explicit theoretical label,
this particular scheme may appear well-intentioned but pointless. Robert

Palmer's case study on generalization, as applied to the concept of "revolu-

tion", illustrates this point. Although Palmer doubts that history is a
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social "science", he believes "...it should make use of concepts drawn from
social science or any other useful source" (1963:66). And with this qualifier,
he pulls together "workable bodies of information" utilizing the assumption
that there was a "revolutiomary era" in the Western world during the period
1760-1800, a "culture-wide" phenomenon (1963:66-67).

The present research is more specifically in line with Hughes (1960)
third level of generalization, schematization. Historical data is ordered
in terms of process or structure. Structure suggests a ''static cross section
of a particular situation in the past" (1960:26). The "situation" here, the
alternative press as it appeared in Kansas, is studied over a span of forty-
seven years. Hughes equates process with "...a coherent theory of change
over time" (1960:26). He uses the term in a very literal sense, as it de-
notes the passage of time or movement. Process here is provided with a
social movements backdrop. Against that backdrop, the concepts of "ideology"
and "utopia' certainly imply conceptual generalizatiom.

Mannheim, in fact, anticipated criticisms the historian might direct to
his use of "utopia" on the grounds that the comstruction is arbitrary. In
acknowledging the structural organization of historical "facts', Mannheim
wondered if historically naive comstructions might not act as obstructions
in uncovering historical relationships.2 The question he addressed to
history in his delineation of utopia was this: are there ideas not yet
realized in reality which transcend a given reality? If so, these ideas
can be stated in the form of a concept. When a term is defined in the con-
text of a specific historicai epoch, or a specific event, the procedure of
the researcher cannot be faulted. The‘definition, "utopian shall signifiy
such and such..." is an admission that the term is designed for a certain

purpose (Mannheim, 1948:201-202). But,
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When,...in addition we link such a definition with the his-
torically evolved connotation of the term, it is done with the
purpose of showing that the elements which we have emphasized
in our conception of utopia are already present in the utopias
as they have appeared in history. On that account, we are of
the opinion that our abstract concepts are not just arbitrary
and willful intellectual constructions, but have their roots in
empirical reality. The concepts which we have created exist...
to assist in reconstructing structural forces which are present
in reality though not always obvious (1948:202) [emphasis added]

It is important that Mannheim begins with a question: 'Are there ideas
not yet realized...which transcend a given reality?' The sociologist, unlike
the historian, begins with this kind of question, and perhaps little know-
ledge of historical evidence to support his of her contention. Hughes (1960:
26) recognizes that "...a social scientist states a generalization for which
history is expected to supply data or examples. A historian works the other
way around."

Sociologically, a contemporary theory of social change over time may be
better elucidated by taking the historical view. Historically, an indivi-
dually descriptive construct may be reworked in such a way that temporal
barriers are potentially transcended. An originally descriptive idea may

become an explanatory device.

History and Reconstruction

The historiaﬁ cannot recreate the past. Through imagination, she or he
may reconstruct it. The only history, then, is historiography (Berkhofer,
1969:12). The past itself "has no existence at all outside its reconstitution
by the historian" (Rock, 1976:355). In recomstructing a "novel" past, the
historian produces a "contrivance", or an "artifact", to use Rock's terms.

A good deal has been written about the process of recomstruction. It
is somewhat more difficult to find specific guidelines for "doing" reconstruc-
tion due to the necessary infusion of imagination and lack of agreement as

to the importance of an organizing framework. Moreover, it is difficult
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to discuss 'reconmstruction" as applied to sociology. Recent sociology has
slighted the historical to such an extent that the only "historical perspec-
tive" acknowledged is the comprehensive review of the literature that
prefaces most ahistorical, empirical studies. What are the grounds for
methodological comparison between a determined sociology of the present, and
history?

Recall that both sociology and history study human interaction to enable
human understanding. The historian looks at such interactions in the past
tense, and is restrained by the survival of secondary sources. He can never
know his subjects or observe their behavior firsthand. But "...knowledge of
past men's futures more than compensates for present men's inability to
relive the past' (Berkhofer, 1969:15).

The sociologist, on the other hand, creates his or her own sources. A
problem is chosen, or a question posed, and the method applicable to the area
of study decided upon. If, for example, research involves human subjects,
the sociologist need only determine what the population will be and proceed
from that point. The problem is one of sheer volume -- which potential data
should be diawn (Cahnman and Boskoff, 1964:2-3). However, the ability to
observe human interaction as it occurs in the present does not preclude
problems of the relationship between the analyst and the sub]ect matter
(Berkhofer, 1969:8-10). Guidelines for observing a distinction between ob-
server and actor apply to both history and sociology, as does awareness of
the differences between the "ideational' and the "hbehavioral" (Berkhofer,
1969:15-17) .

And finally, neither sociologist nor historiam can begin construction or
reconstruction (as the case may be) without some framework with which to
structure observations. That framework might be as simple as a single con-

cept, such as '"revolution", or an interpretation based on the tenets of a
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theory like Turner's envirommental determinism of the fromntier. ‘A framework
bounds the problem.

The framework has been set forward here; the alternative press has been
conceived of empirically and theoretically. What remains is the process of
reconstruction, of effecting the synthesis discussed in this section in the

remainder of the study and the disclosure of methods to be used.

METHODS
Between 1870 and 1900, more than 4,000 reform to radical publicatioms
appeared nationally. Several hundred of this number were published in Kansas
alone, particularly during the period when Populism swept the state (Lutzky,
1951). My first step was to look at a number of these papers and choose a
manageable sample to illustrate the idea of an alternative press. Connelley's

(1920) History of Kansas Newspapers was an exhaustive attempt to compile a

list of all newspapers and magazines published in Kansas from 1854-1916. Most
of these publications are on microfilm in the Kansas State Historical Society's
archives.

In the early stages of this effort, I spotted possible alternative
papers as indexed in Connelley by name and by political affiliation. Some
of these papers were designated as "independent'; others, such as the Non-
Conformist were set apart by virtue of name. Most alternative papers had
been discontinued by the time Connelley's work went to press. Others had
lasted only a year or two and are listed as 'short lived" publications. In
pursuing this idea, my initial task was to determine if indeed there had been
an alternative press, and if enough materials remained to produce a study of
it.

Once these two questions were answered affirmatively, I began to look

at papers that were at once unique while sharing similar features. The
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papers upon which this study is based were not drawn as a random sample. I
deliverately chose papers reasonably well-documented by Kansas historians,
and papers focused on different currents of thought. The Progressive
Communist (1875) the first paper reviewed in the case analysis of the follow-
ing chapter, advocated an early version of the cooperative system later

eschewed by Wayland's Appeal to Reason (1895-1922). The Progressive

Communist's criticism of institutional marriage was taken up a few years

later by Moses Harman and his Lucifereans. Harman's Lucifer, the Light-Bearer

(1883-1907) came to center on the principles of sex radicalism and individual-
istic anarchy. Harman's continuous struggle against Comstock statutes was

publicized by the Vincent's American Non-Conformist (1886-1891). The Non-

Conformist integrated earlier strains of Greenmbackism, urban labor reform
and the agrarian movement, and helped spearhead the Populist movement in

Kansas. In 1895, when the Appeal to Reason made its debut, Wayland supported

the efforts of the Populists until that time when the Populists fused with
the Democrats. These sketchy examples show that the four publications I
chose to study did overlap ome another ideatiomally. Despite their differences
in perspective and historical situation, all shared a belief in the impor-
tance of educating their rural readers and in their vociferous criticism of
the world around them.
Of the four papers examined, the Non Con (as it was referred to) was
most in line with reform. Henry Vincent advocated a peaceful revolution at
the ballot box, and found greatest fault with the then-current system's

excesses and abuses. Both the Appeal and the Progressive Communist advocated

the capitalist system be replaced altogether. And Harman, whose Lucifer,

the Light-Bearer, was most difficult to categorize, placed his faith in

individual government. Lucifer was most aligned with a revolutionary move-

ment, but a revolution of limited scope. How, then, to situate these papers
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between the two extremes of revolutiomary, utopian thought on the one hand,
and a reformist approach, on the other?

One of the fundamental premises upon which this research is based is
that the content of these alternative papers may be taken as an indication
of how thought functions as an instrument of collective action. Two related
methods were used, both contingent upon printed artifacts, upon what was

said by the principals involved regarding their extant political reality.

Life History Approach/"Qualitative' Content Analysis

Through the course of case analysis, or the life history approach, the
alternative press takes shape as an institutiom. Although the life history
has been primarily used to reconstruct the life of an individual, so also
can it present "...the experiences and definitions held by one persom, one
group or one organization as this persom, group or organization interprets
those experiences" (Denzin, 1978:215). Materials for recomstructing the
"life" of each paper, then, included records and documents bearing om the
lives of individuals involved in their production. This kind of recomstruc-
tion should intensely involve the researcher in an attempt to recapture the
everyday world, Mannheim's "reality", of a world lost to the historian. The
"dead are known mediately" through typifications drawn in an inferential and
speculative fashion (Rock, 1976:354). This speculative, thus subjective,
process must be supported through triangulation. Primary sources here in-
cluded the alternative presses themselves, and letters/accounts produced by
individuals involved with those papers. Secondary accounts, such as auto-
biographies and scholarly works on the lives of the producers, were also used.
Finally, contextual works such as Malin (1964) and Greer's (1944) texts of
historic social movements and Destler's (1944) treatise on American radicalism
provided perspective and a backdrop against which the alternative press takes

shape.
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The life history approach afforded an opportunity for the researcher to
begin to know each producer and important events in the life of each paper.
When coupled with content analysis a rough sense of the kinds of issues
deemed important and more subtle transitions in thought in this press is
added to complete the impression. In an important sense, the historical case
analysis is itself a form of qualitative content analysis. From a large
volume of historical accounts, and excluding materials unavailable to me, I
had to shape a profile of each individual and each press. I selectively
chose what to emphasize. As Berelson has writtenm, a broad definition of
"content analysis" would "...include a large part of the work in literary
history and intellectual and cultural history generally" (Berelson, 1952:114).
As this study deals entirely with the analysis of print, a kind of impres-
sionistic content analysis cannot be observed.

Lutzky's observation that most copy appearing in the (specifically)
reform press could be placed within a few general categories is accurate.
His categories, however, are rather too broad to be useful. He suggests a
division of content into 1) accounts of meetings and speeches; 2) comment
on ideas, institutions and individuals disliked by the editor; and 3) factual
articles designed to educate readers (1951:54).

The following general categories emerged in the course.of carefully
examining each of the four papers studied here: 1) Women's Suffrage and
Sex Reform; 2) Spiritualism; 3) Communism/Co-operation; 4) Science and Health
(techno-progress); 5) Farming and Labor Issues; 6) Anti-monopolism and
Capitalism; 7) Currency and Taxation; 8) Socialismj 9) Free-thought and
Liberalism; 10) Filler (miscellany); 11) Critique and comment on established
press; 12) Nofices of other alternative publications; and 13) Notices from

other alternative publications.
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This list is not inclusive. The four papers I sampled span almost
fifty years of political activism. Moreover, given the nature of editorial
content, every piece of copy had to be categorized. Measuring editorial
copy by the column inch, the most direct approach, was not feasible due to
widely variable type sizes and constant changes in the make-up of each paper.
Instead, I categorized, by dominant issue, each separate piece of copy.
Although a numerical frequency was assigned each category, and each paper
carefully read, these figures do not appear here. Let me explain.

Like Bridenbaugh, I am not in awe of that "Bitch-goddess Quantification" --
but neither am I opposed to quantification when research warrants the speci-
ficity of numerical tallies. The research question determines the method
chosen. Content analysis, as it is typically employed, tests some explicitly
stated problem or hypothesis. It is "a research technique for making repli-
cable and valid inferences from data to their content” (Krippendorf, 1980:21).
There is no hypothesis but a symbiotic relatiomship tested here. If my
research question had been focused, for example, on the nature of the differ-
ences in editorial treatment of Populism from alternative press to party
press, careful content analysis would have been approﬁriate. Instead, the
research question here, if it be called that, is of a broader rubric. I
have tried to explain historic data by the use of a socioclogic theory. Out
of this inquiry, more specific (and quaﬁtifiable) questions may eventually
be raised. And out of these questions, my intuitive predeliction may be
proved false because 'quantitative historical studies have more often been
effective in dissolving and destroying older categories and hypotheses than
in suggesting equally powerful and persuasive new ones" (Thernstrom, 1968:
65). I am interested in the content of the alternative press only insofar
as 1) it conveys a history of that press; and 2) a picture of the political
milieu affecting its producers and readers enabling placement on a reform-

revolt continuum.
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Historians are generally leary of quantitative content analysis. 'Many
historical issues involve ideas and relationships which cannot be reduced to
rules which a machine can follow" (Thernstrom, 1968:68). That 55% of
Lucifer's copy was devoted to free speech and a free press means little as
an isolated "fact." The percentage does not speak to Harman's persecution
in the Kansas courts, and later, Illinois; it does not explain why Harman
became increasingly involved with sex radicalism. If I write that 60% of
the Appeal's copy was devoted to socialist commentary, I exclude the 207
with a definite socialist slant. A deeper, more reflective kind of analysis
is enabled by using qualitative content analysis.

The next chapter presents my data, not as isolated tabulations and
facts to bear out the idea of an alternative press, but in historical con-
text. A brief biographical sketch of each press and producer, in chronolo-
gical order, is followed by a detailed analysis of the alternative press
generally using theoretical guidelines presented in Chapter One.

The task of Chépter Three is to implement the research strategy out-
lined here without losing sight of the interdisciplinary issues named
earlier. I have sought a balance between "idiographic" and "nomothetic"

objectives; between reconstruction, and implications for the present.



CHAPTER THREE

THE PRESS; THE PRODUCERS
INTRODUCTION

A composite of nineteenth century man has been drawn by numerous
scholars. Contemporaries of this fictitious individual drew him either
larger than life, like his folk heroes; or hopelessly mired in the smugness
of the American village. The environment determinism of Frederick Jackson
Turner, which stated that the frontier shaped the man and his institutioms,
was echoed by a generation of historians (Taylor, 1972). More recent scholars
have rejected the determinism but not the importance of the frontier.
Commager (1970) believed that the "quantitative cast of American thought”
during this period -- the idea that a person's worth could be materially
measuraed and that tﬁe United States had endless, inexhaustible resources --—
could bé partially explained by the frontier experience. The paradoxes of
the "public mind" of this period are particularly compelling in the light
of the social upheaval that festered for three decades before its cooptation
after the turn of the century. Individualism was celebrated, yet at the
same time, eccentricity not tolerated. Religion became increasingly dogmatic
and moral codes as set into practice were not to be violated.

By prevailing standards, then, the men and women who spearheaded the
alternative press were not merely eccentric. With their different brand of
jourpalism and patriotism, they presented an affront. The frequent allusion
in various columns to the alternative press "doing battle" was grounded in
reality. That the alternative press persevered in the face of adversity over
several decades would indicate a "stirring among the people" that gradually
grew in volume and in numbers.

In looking over the field of alternative publications of the nineteenth
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hentury, an idea, an infidelity, can be physically charted. A way of seeing
had its'moment and was then forgotten or replaced. '"Progress" pushed older
ideas and technologies to an ignoble end as the industrial age fundamentally
altered the shape of society. Ideas and social conditions created their own
structure, thg alternative press, and peaked and receded with a kind of
fluidity across the plains -- communism and utopian socialism (1870s), free
thought, free love and liberalism (1880s), labor reform, trade unionism,
agrarian alliances and populism (1880s, 1890s). Still the waves of protest
continued into the twentieth century in an attempt "to batter down the
growing structures of economic monopoly and political indifference threaten-
ing to destroy the agrarian economy of the west" (Lutzky, 1951:4). The
alternative press spread the politics of discontent, and opened their columms
to readers and subscribers to do likewise.

Their success varied. Although it cost very little to begin a paper,
many alternative efforts failed for financial reasons. On top of the initial
outlay for presses and type, these presses attracted subscribers characterized
by their lack of monéy. Newsprint was cheap, however, and got cheapter. By
the end of the century, newsprint cost only 4/5 cents per pound (Lutzky,
1951:13).

0f the four papers chosen here, out of tHe.hundreds of similar efforts,

finances were a problem for all but one, the Appeal to Reason. The

Progressive Communist never developed an advertising or subscription base.

It is distinguished by its tenacity given the fact that its editors warred
publicly and the physical hardships endured by the communists. Moses Harman's
Lucifer lasted twenty-four years but was never financially solvent. Harman
kept it alive throughout his numerous court battles, perhaps because of his
position as a movement martyr. The Vincents managed to stay afloat in

Winfield with the Non-Conformist for five years. Their fortunes rose with
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that of Populism, and when they left Kansas in 1891, their subscription list
numbered 20,000. Under shady circumstances, the Non-Con failed after its
relocation in Indianapolis. Only the Appeal turned a profit, due to the
financial savvy of its founder, J. A. Wayland. The socialist publisher,
though driven to his death by other men of ﬁeans, was able to make a good
deal of money and channel those funds right back into the "little old Appeal".

Reform and radical press efforts were tied into a network of other such
papers. At first informal, eventually a number of editors came together to
form a Reform Press Association in the early 1890s (Non—bon, Jan. 1891).
Alternative presses filled their columms with reprints from their exchanges,
papers with a similar political bent; and many offered special "clubbing"
rates. TFor a little more money, a reader could subscribe to two reform or
radical papers at a substantial savings.

Each paper studied here reflects, in different ways, the local and

national political climate of its time. The Progressive Communist, for

example, was not oblivious to the Greenback party movement in Kansas. The
communists had lived in Kansas since 1871, and the election the following
year had focused on reform issues (Malin, 1964:20). With the election of
1876, and the rise of the Greenback movement, Kansas joined the protest
vote (Lutzky, 1951:28).

Beginning with 1875, and the Progressive Communist, this chapter presents

an analysis of each press and each producer in chronological order. Politi-
cal issues and party movements affecting each are discussed in their
appropriate context, but the thrust of this chapter is to develop the press
itself. Following individual cases, the four papers are systematically
compared in line with the empirical framework developed éarlier, and a
picture of the alternative press as a forgotten historical institution begins

to emerge.
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PROGRESSIVE COMMUNIST

William Frey, Editor (1839-1888)

By all accounts, Vladimir Konstantinovich Geins was not a patient man
in any of his incarnations. Existing photographs show a man with piercing
eyes, a passionate man of ideas, impatient with those who had not his
foresight. As a young nihilist in Russia, as the refchristened'William Frey
("free"), as plains communist, as Comtean positivist, he exhibited a tireless
zeal that drew people to him but ultimately alienated many.

Frey's career as an editor was short-lived, less than one year.

Although the life of the Progressive Communist was brief, it bears the mark

of a failed utopian effort and illustrates an early form of socialism that
would surface as a more sophisticated doctrine by century's end.

The study of Frey himself from firsthand accounts presents some
difficulty. Many accounts are in the original Russian, and Frey's persomnal
papers are housed in the New York Public Library. Fortunately, Frey's life
has already been ably treated in a biographical-historical account by
Yarmolinsky (1965). His paper was itself the subject of Maher's (1974)
unpublished thesis.

Had Frey remained in Russia he would have been marked for military
service. His father, and grandfather before him, had bgen professional
soldiers. After graduating from a military college, and receiving a commis-
sion in the Guards, Frey rejected military service for a career in science.
He studied geodesy at the Academy of General Staff and taught higher mathe-
matics there for a time (Yarmolinsky, 1965:2). The comfortable and genteel
future stretching ahead of him, however, was a source of mental anguish. He
was the beneficiary of a social system he believed corrupt, despotic,
exploitative. As a young man, Yarmolinsky writes that Frey was influenced

by the written work of Western thinkers such as Saint-Simon, Fourier, Owen and
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others. He wanted, by age 20, to take some kind of political action. Seven
years later, he went through a severe depression, considering suicide. The
only remedy he could see was to re-educate himself, and put into action the
dreams of the utopian Socialists in the hopeful setting of the United States.
Before leaving Russia, he married 20 year-old Maria Slavinskaya, a young
.woman as devoted to an egalitarian ideal as was Frey himself. Indeed, her
devotion to Frey's ideas would outlive her devotion to Frey. The couple
landed in Jersey City, April 12, 1868, and gave their names as William and
Mary Frey (Yarmolinsky, 1965:7-9).

In the following year, Frey contacted a number of communal groups.
Both he and Mary also intensively studied English and Frey quickly developed
a reasonable written familiarity with his second language. Early in his
stay, Frey contacted John Noyes, leader of the Oneida Community whose
Perfectionist teachings had gained attention in Russia. In the spring of
1869, the Freys with their infant daughter, applied to join the community.
They were dissuaded from joining by a fellow expatriate. Later that year,

Frey again contacted Noyes, this time for the address of The Communist, a

journal published by Alcander Longley in rural Missouri. In November, 1869,
he applied for admission to the Reunion Community, Longley's group, and was
accepted (1965:14-15). The Freys arrived at Reunion in March, 1870.

To this time, Frey was still involved with Russian politics. He
expressed interest in the Russian Section of the International Workingmen's
Association, based in Geneva. He subscribed to the Bulletin for the Section,
and accepted an invitation to be an agent and contributor to the sheet in
these words: "I am convinced that revolutionary activity is both necessary
and useful, and that organized despotism can only be overthrown by force"
(Yarmolinsky, 1965:17). The organization was short-lived and Frey did little

for it in the States aside from contributing five dollars to the treasury.
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The seed of the idea that sustained him in latgr years was slowly coming
to fruition. Frey began to move away from revolutiona?y tenets. He believed
a lengthy revolution in Europe was inevitable. But he also believed that
a small group of individuals, removed from revolutionary activism, could work
out a kind of cooperative living plan to ensure maximum happiness. Frey
decided to devote his life to this different kind of struggle (Yarmolinsky,
1965:18-19). Reunion Community was Frey's first opportunity to observe
firsthand his plan put into actionm.

Unfortunately, Reunion Community had developed a serious philosophical
division. Longley's Communist had advocated complete equality between the
sexes sometime before the Frey's arrival. By 1870, some members felt equality
could be best achieved as "free lovers". The schism was complete by the
summer of 1870. When the air had cleared, and the advocates of free love
forcibly removed, ,Reunion Community consisted of the Freys, the Longleys and
Stephen S. Briggs. Briggs, a "hygenic" physician and surgeon and spiritual-
ist, had been an outspoken abolitionist before and during the Civil War.

It wasn't too long before friction surfaced between Longley and the others.
The Freys, Briggs, and a Russian couple William and Mary had met in Jersey
City in 1868, the Brooks, decided to begin their own community. Briggs was

dispatched to buy Osage trust land in southeastern Kansas.

Progressive Community

Briggs' choice of land was poor. When Frey, Briggs and Brooks arrived
in Kansas during the bitter cold winter of 1871, their first days were spent
in finding a new location for the community. They settled on land near the
small town of Cedar Vale in present-day Chatauqua County. In later years,
the community would celebrate its anniversary from January 28, 1871.

By the first anniversary, the community had dwindled in size. The
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Brooks, who had joined as a business ventu?e, never became convinced of the
virtues of communal living. They soon moved to é separate dwelling and broke
ties with Frey and the others.

Nonetheless, the community of three adults formally adopted a comstitu-

tion that year, later reproduced in the Progressive Communist and in
Nordhoff's (1875) text. The community was to E; considéred a family. '"'The
members shall unite in their labor and business, hold their property in
common for the use of all, and dwell together in a unitary home." All
decisions affecting the community would be made by its members in weekly
meetings. Once a new member had been voted in by the community, he or she
was to give to the community "all property...without reservation or return.”
And in return, members would be provided with food, lodging, clothing,
education, and care in the event of "sickness, misfortune,...or old age"
(Nordhoff, 1965:355-356).

1872 was a difficult year for the remaining members. Mary became ill
and returned to New York; Briggs left for a time to visit relatioms
(Yarmolinsky, 1965:36). But by the third year, the community had begun to
attract new members. J. G. Truman, a printer by profession, joined the
group in December, 1872. Another young Russian, Grigory Machtet, spent
eight months in the community as an observer. By April, 1874, the commu-
nity had eight members and four probationary members. In the fall, they
incorporated under Kansas law as a "benevolent and educational institution"
(1965:44). Sometime that year, money arrived from Russia for the express

purpose of publishing a paper. The first issue of the Progressive Communist

was published in January, 1875. This community effort, of uneven quality and
reflecting the various philosophies of Frey and Truman, got progressively

worse and then simply ceased to exist.



44

The Progressive Commﬁnist: Ideology

The Progressive Community was part of a larger movement of co-operative
efforts that had begun in the United States sometime before the Civil War.
By the 1820s, it was obvious to many mid&le class reformers that the free
enterprise system was not working. As the disruptive effects of the indus-
trail revolution began to have national impact, activists looked for a ﬁeans
to stop the inevitable class conflict. One solution seemed to be the spirit
of cooperation embodied by these communal efforts.

"In the 1820s and 1830s some nineteen cooperative colonies were founded
under the direct inspiration...of Robert Owen. And in the 1840's, Fourier's
American disciple, Albert Brisbane, saw the hopeful beginning and dismal
ending of mofe than forty Fourierist phalanxes" (Kipnis, 1952:2). Noyes,
of the Oneida community, believed these two strains of "excitement" produced
a uniquely American socialism. Although Owen and Fourier were theoretically
opposed to one another, Noyes wrote that both hinged on "the enlargement of
home -- the extension of family union beyond the little man-and-wife circle
to large corporations" (Noyes, 1966:23). By the early 1870s, Noyes and his
Perfectionists had survived more than two decades. Frey and his fellows
firmly believed, with Noyes, that a new form of the family was the social
unit of the future. There could be no compromise. This was the tone set

in the early issues of the Progressive Communist.

The paper had a dual purpose. It publicized the community as a viable
effort in an attempt to attract like-minded others. Less successfully, the
paper tried to imstruct readers in the philosophical and political brand of
communism practiced by the progressive communists. In the first issue,
Frey explained,

We are progressive, because we reject in toto the idea of
reducing mankind to one standard...let the reader judge for
himself who is more assuming: we —- progressive communists --

or those who think that outside of their narrow belief, there
is no salvation, no way to get out of the present misery (January,1875).
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The readers Frey addressed were certainly limited. Maher (1974)

reports only 65 paid subscribers and nowhere is mention made of how many
copies of the paper were actually circulated. Maher speculates that most
were given away. From the first issue, Frey's more serious, didactic pen
was balanced by Truman's flirtation with spiritualism, nudism, and his
later attempts at reproducing communistic thought through "romances" and
drama. The eventual split between the two men can be seen from the first
issue. Truman's contributions included a rather cloudy treatise on women's
rights ("The Social Question™), an article on labor and capital, a piece
describing the geographical location of the community, and a critical essay
on Grant's affiliation with "gold-hearted" capitalists. Frey, ever the
teacher, concentrated on pieces showing how phi}osophy could be translated
into action. He wrote a piece on community success and another on the
meaning of "progressive" communism, quoted above.

Throughout its brief life, the Progressive Communist was an eight page,

10 by 12 folio (Maher, 1974). Despite Frey's desire to issue a communist
paper, the community was sorely limited in editorial talent. In the early
issues, all original material was furnished by Frey, Truman and Briggs. The
remaining space was filled with reprinted materials from other community
circulars.

In his article, "The Secret of Success" Frey had writtem, "Is it not
the object of communism to realize the most complex form of society? Does
it not embrace numerous reforms clamored for throughout the world? Health
reform, labor reform, educational reform, reforms in marriage and in family
life..." (January, 1875). As he wrote, the ideal did not betray the bleak-
ness of the real. Frey had begun to have problems keeping his own marriage

jntact. When Machtet had visited the community in 1872, he and Mary Frey
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became lovers. Mary left the community for a time, but on her return, became
involved with Yef another Russian member, Vladimir Muromtzev. The second
affair had been more serious, and Frey, believing Mary to still love Machtet,
was furious when the truth surfaced in the winter of 1875. Mary left the
progressive communists with Muromtzev that spring.

During her absence, two more couples and a ﬁoman with three small child-
ren joined the others. One of the new members, a Mrs. Robbins, was also a
spiritualist. From the beginning, the American spiritualists and the Russian
materialists had had an uneasy truce. But with the arrival of Mrs. Robbins,

and her contributions to the Progressive Communist on spiritualism, the rift

between the two factions began to widen. Spiritualism made its way into the

columns of the Progressive Communist from the second issue of the paper, when

véry bad poetry "through the mediumship of E. M. Pearsoll" became a regular
feature.

In June, Frey decided the differences between him and the spiritualists
were too great to be reconciled. Truman wrote that, "Mr. Frey announced his
firm conviction that under present circumstances he can better work for the
cause by withdrawing from us and starting another community by the side of
this" (June, 1875). Truman's brief statement concluded on the note that the
two communities would continue to cooperate, that no breach was implied.

This was not at all the case as was shown in the first issue of Frey's

insert in the Progressive Communist. Beginning in July, 1875, pages four and

five were taken up-with the Social Investigator, the name of Frey's new

venture. With customary bluntness, he wrote,

Communists who would like to make their paper readable by
all classes of people and suitable to all tasks must inevitably
mix valuable information with second-hand articles of a very
inferior value and with compilation from other papers (SI, July,
1875).

He promised his readers he would not resort to poetry, or "...trash of any

kind to fillithe place.”



47

Truman, who had probably not seen Frey's July copy before the paper went
to press, called attention in that issue to the fact that correspondence had
fallen off. "By the tone of some of the letters...we have received,” he
wrote, "we should think that the impression has gone abroad that the Pro-
gressive Community is about breaking up. Nothing is further from the fact”
(PC, July, 1875). The division, he continued, was a formal cne in that the
community became what it had been socially all the time: two communities.
By August, after the shock of Frey's comments, Truman lambasted his fellow
communist. In an article on community leadership, he attacked those commu-
nists whose "eyes are upon the 1éadership." And,

...when they find they cannot rule they are ready to split
up, divide, and sometimes destroy all that they have done...
This class has done more to discourage true communism and to
block up the way of social improvement than all the "dead
heads" and lazy persons could do...(T)hese persons are bound

- to rule or ruin; and they will work against...the whole, if
thereby they think that they can overthrow some fancied rival
to leadership (PC, August, 1875).

Elsewhere, in a truly vituperative vein, Truman did not bother to veil
to whom he referred. He wrote, "If our friends want a despotism why did
they not stay in Russia where there is plenty of it?" (August, 1875).

The documentation of this disintegration did not long continue. Mary

had returned to Frey in June, pregnant by Muromtzev. The last regular issue

of the Social Investigator appeared September, 1875. In October, Frey

announced the sad state the community had fallen into. The men were all ill,
one member had defected, and the burden of responsibility had fallen upon
the two women. At this time, Mary was in an advanced state of pregnancy.

With regret, Frey wrote:

We cherished the idea of having our own organ. It was
through our instrumentality that the press and printing mater-
ials were ohtained...but the reality taught us a heavy lesson...
(P)rinting must follow but not precede the material welfare
of the community...(F)rom this month the Social Investigator
may be regarded as temporarily suspended (October, 1875).
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Truman and company continued the Progressive Communist for two more
months. In December, Truman announced the beginning of the second volume.
"There is no money in the treasury nor debt to pay; but we have sufficient
materials to print it for about six months or longer at our present rate of
issue" (PC, December, 1875). There was never a second volume.

So Frey's brief career in journalism ended although his faith in a
communistic utopia continued to sustain him. He and Mary, with Bella and
little "Wolly" who Frey adopted as his own son, went on to live in the
nearby Cedarvale Community with another group of Russians. Sometime later,
they helped begin a Jewish settlement in Oregon. TFrey converted to Positi-
vism in 1879 and spreading that doctrine consumed the latter portion of his
life, He and Mary, despite their differences and difficulties, remained
together until his death. The Freys left the United States in 1885. 1In
July of that year, Frey returned to Russia although he was not to live
there again. The family had re-located in London. Three years later, Frey
was dead at age 49. Mary was to outlive him by many years. Both Bella and
Wolly lived out their years in institutions for the insane.

As fbr Truman and the rest who had remained at the original site of
the Progressive Community, there are few records. Yarmolinsky reports that
the community probably folded sometime before the spring of 1878, and that
the printing press was offered to Frey (1965:87). In the Chicago edition of
Lucifer for July 23, 1898, an article on marriage and the church has the
by-line "J. G. Truman'". Truman, .in his middle~thirties early in the life
of the Progressive Community, would have been a mature man in his fifties
or early sixties at the time of writing. The style and the subject offer
a reasonable possibility that Truman had not totally given up his ideals of

an improved society.
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LUCIFER, THE LIGHT-BEARER (1883-1907)

Moses Harman, Editor (1830-1910)

When Moses Harman died on January 30, 1910, his daughter Lillian

published a memorial issue of his last publication, The American Journal of

Eugenics. It was a fitting tribute. Harman was mourned, in print, by those
whose political impotence had found in him a champion; by the great, and by
those who have faded into obscurity as has Harman himself. Eugene V., Debs,
editor and political agitator, penned a memorial which later appeared in

J. A. Wayland's Appeal to Reason.

As the editor of Lucifer (Debs wrote), Harman's life was a
continuous round of poverty, privation and persecution...He knew
nothing about the ways of harshness and brutality employed by
conventional society to keep its victims in darkness and subjec-
tion, but strangely enough he was made to feel them all as if
to prove that "upon the tenderest heart the deepest shadow falls"
(American Journal of Eugenics, 1910:29-30).

George Bernmard Shaw's angry letter also appeﬁred in this tribute edition.
He wrote:

Dear Lillian Harman: It seems nothing short of a miracle
that your father should have succeeded in living seventy-nine
years in a country so extremely dangerous for men who have both
enlightened opinions and the courage of them as the United
States of America. It is certainly no fault of the Americans
that he did not die before; that last imprisonment of his was
really an outrage to political decency (American Jourmal of
Eugenics, 1910:11).

With the memorial issue, Eugenics suspended publication. So ended
Moses Harman's thirty years in publishing. He died in his own bed in Los
Angeles, his death possibly hastened by his last prison term, spent breaking
rock in the harsh Illinois winter at age 75.

He had been more things than most men. He had been a minister, a
teacher, an editor and author, a publisher and a convict. He had been called
iconoclast, radical, freethinker, atheist, and anarchist. Unlike those who

threw this last epithet, Harman did not find these labels offensive. He
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once wrote that "anarchist'" is an expressive name, meaning self-government
or "government from within instead of from without." He concluded,

The writer of this does not object to being called an
Anarchist, any more than he objects to being called an
Abolitionist, a Freethinker, an Infidel or an Atheist (Kansas
Liberal, 1882).

Harman was born October 12, 1830, in Pendleton County, West Virginia.
He lived briefly in Ohio and Indiana, but eventually, his family settled in
Crawford County, Missouri in 1838. Harman attended college in Arcadia,
Missouri. He was a voracious reader, possibly due to an accidental fall in
childhood that crippled him (Sears, 1977: 29). Ordained as a Methodist
minister before age 20, Harman severed ties with the church before the Civil
War. As an abolitionist, he could not accept the church's view of slavery
(West, 1971). He left Missouri for a time, returning around 1860. Harman
and a fellow abolitionist, Stephan S. Briggs, earned notoriety for their
abolitionist views. The residents of Crawford County voted to run both men
out of the territory (Sears, 1977:30).

Moses Harman married Susan Scheuk, the daughter of a slain Unién
sympathizer, on July 25, 1866. They had two children. George was born in
1867, Lillian was two years younger. In 1877, Susan Scheuk Harman died of
childbirth complications. She survived her infant by only a few days (Sears,
1977; West, 1971).

Two years later, Harman and his children moved from Missouri to
Jefferson County, Kansas. By 1880, he was teaching school as he had in
Missouri, and had married Isabelle Hiser of Valley Falls. That same year,
Harman joined the Valley Falls Liberal League. At the age of fifty, he
became a journalist (West, 1971). After a debate on Christianity in the

columns of the Valley Falls New Era grew to unmmanageable proportions, the
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Liberal League decided to publish their own freethought journal (Lucifer,

April 3, 1885). The four page, monthly Valley Falls Liberal was begun in

August, 1880. In the beginning, obviously the organ of the league, state
and local league activities were reported. Like other freethought papers,
it crusaded for women's rights, free speech and, to a limited extent, radi-
cal political systems. Those reformers who "defined liberalism in libertar-
ian...terms attracted sex radicals to the cause and nurtured others" (Sears,
1977:41). Harman was one of those nurtured.

He wrote as "Rustic" for the Valley Falls Liberal. An article,

"Marriage", signed "R." is probably Harman's work, and a foreshadowing of
the cause with which he would be aligned (Malin, 1964). The article pokes
at the sacred nature of marriage, questioning why so many marriages sancti-

fied by proxy (clergy) turn out so badly (Valley Falls Liberal, September,

1880). "Rustic's" pieces were in keeping with the Liberal's aim "to provoke
controversy and to bring comments from subscribers" by ridiculing the agents
of Christianity (West, 1971).

In November, 1880, Moses Harman and A. J. Searle, also a schoolteacher,
were elected co-editors by members of the Liberal League. At the end of its
first year of publication, Harman announced a namé change to the Kansas

Liberal and the expansion of the paper. The Valley Falls Liberal, he wrote,

was a probationary experiment. Although the paper had not been the finan-
cial success its projectors had hoped for; enough support had been rallied
to continue its publication. Harman stated the renamed publication would
"aim to present the claims of Freethought or Rationalism, and to be the
earnest advocate of REFORM, in the best sense of that much abused word"

(Valley Falls Liberal, July, 1881).

The larger Kansas Liberal made its appearance in September. Beneath

the name plate appeared its credo: Total Separation of the State from

Supernatural Theology. Perfect Equality before the Law for all Men and
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Women. No Priviledged Classes or Orders -- no Monopolies'" (Kansas Liberal,
September, 1881). In that first issue, Harman declared his independence.

The new name, Kansas Liberal, had been suggested by others. He said,

We hope this name will not be regarded by the Liberals of
Kansas as an Assumption or Claim to be their Organ. All we ask
is a share of their Patronage and Support (Kansas Liberal,
September, 1881).

The Kansas Liberal was the success its predecessor had been. By

January, 1882, Harman announced the paper would begin appearing on a weekly
or fortnightly basis. He moved the Liberal to Lawrence for a period of six
months, then returned to Valley Falls. The year was an important one for
Harman. Searle had left the paper, and a farm boy anarchist from Norway,
Iowa, Edwin Cox Walker, replaced Searle as Harman's co-editor. Walker
elonquently introduced himself to the paper's readers:

In assuming the co-partnership of this paper I do not in the
least underrate the difficulties which beset the Liberal publish-
er and journalist...In its editorial columns, the Kansas Liberal
will express the views of its editors rather than those of the
presumably hostile majority. It may be true that it is the
mission of the metropolitan journal to gather the news, and re-
flect popular prejudices by seeking to conserve what is, instead
of prophesizing that which should be; but the reform paper has
a far more difficult and pecuniarily paying task. It can do no
less than to point to the evils existing in individual life,
society and government, and labor for their elimination (Kansas
Liberal, 1882).

Harman had a rather unusual system of dating his papers. The Valley

Falls Liberal, for a time, bore the date "A.N. 105." The paper, Harman

explained, was dated from the American revolution rather than affixing a

Judeo-Christian date. The Kansas Liberal was dated by "Era of Man" following

the National Liberal League's designation. Thus, the year 1883 became E.M.
283. The Liberals dated from 1600, when scientist Giordano Bruno was
martyred. 1600 was a dividing line "between the Dark Ages of priestly and
kingly rule on the one hand and ﬁhe era of modern mental enlightenment and

personal liberty on the other" (Kansas Liberal, Jaunary, 1883). January, 1883,
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began a new series of the Kansas Liberal. The new numbering was due to

irregular publication. For the greater part of two and a half years, the
Liberal was issued as a monthly; for two months it appeared weekly, and for

the rest of the time, it was issued as a fortnightly publication.

Lucifer, the Light-Bearer: Ideology and Response

The Kansas Liberal's metamorphosis into Lucifer, the Light-Bearer was

not announced in advance. The new name appeared in August, 1883, and unlike
the "liberal" appendage, was chosen by Harman and Walker. Harman explained
that because the paper was not local in character, many subscribers had
urged that "Kansas" be dropped. Further, he said, so many papers carried
the name 'liberal" that it caused confusion. "(I)n looking over the field
we find two Latin words that strike us as very appropriate: Lux, light, and
Ferre, to bear, or to carry -- hence the compound word Lucifer, or Light-

Bearer" (Lucifer, August, 1883). Lucifer would continue the charge of the

Kansas Liberal: "We abate not one jot of our opposition to all religionms,

political and social systems which seek to bow men and women in the dust of
obedience at the feet of Authority" (Lucifer, August, 1883). Harman also
continued to stress the paper's autonomy. In no sense, wrote Harman, was
Lucifer the organ of the Kansas Liberals or amy branch of them. To judge
from the strength of rhetoric, the reader a century later may wonder at

these Kansas liberals and the network of national freethinkers. In fact, a
national organization of freethinkers never developed (Sears, 1972:383),
although Kansas had an active state organization. And as time passed,
Lucifer became more aligned with issues more specific than contesting author-
ity; issues that would result in the legal haranguement of its editor and

publisher.
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As editor of the Kansas Liberal, Harman had continued in the tradition

of other freethought publications. Equal space had been allotted to movement
progress, the hotly contested notion of prohibition, the labor movement and
expression of anti-monopolist sentiments. As years passed, however, Harman's
Lucifer came to focus increasingly on sexual politics and dealt less with
broader economic, political and social issues. Harman found his focus in a
movement that had no spokesperson, and little respectability. His journmal,
the only one of its age standing for sexual liberty, placed him firmly in

the camp of sex radicalism.

The historical backdrop for Harman's sexual anarchism began several
decades prior to 1883. Sex radicalism, or free love, initially shared a
symbiotic relationship with spiritualism and the feminist movement. Together,
these three movements were characterized as the great mid-nineteenth century
"{nfidelities." TFeminism, or infidelity to male supremacy, began as an
' organized movement in Seneca Falls, New York, in 1848. Spiritualism, the
infidelity to organized relation by direct communion with the spirit world,
began with the Hydesville rappings in 1843. And free love, originally charac-
terized by infidelity to the primary social relationship of the family began
during the same period. The three infidelities supported one another -- a
good reformer worked in all three areas. But of the three, free love was
seen as being the most threatening (Sears, 1977:6-8). As feminism took a
more conventional turn, lobbying for the vote and opting for moderate poli-
tical leverage, free lovers became closer philosophically to the spiritualists.
Spiritualism was emphatically secular and individualistic, freeing the
believer from the bonds of dogma and the authority of the church. And "the
notion of "affinity" in spiritualism offered a romantic freedom from the

constriction of familism" (Sears, 1977:21).
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Two factions of sex radicals developed in the 1870s, coinciding with a
split in the spiritualist movement. Exclusivist sex radicals, like Victoria
Woodhull, believed true love created true marriage between two persons alome.
Varietists, such as Moses Hull, believed love to be more "gemeral than
specific in its objects" (Sears, 1977:22). By the 1870s, much of this
debate was moot. Victoria Woodhull left the country and renounced her
earlier work; many sex radicals deserted the cause. The later radical-reform
movement that Moses Harman supported in his Lucifer had a broader base than.
marriage reform and sexual liberty. Added concerns included the right to a
free press in Comstock's America, and the right to educate about birth
control and sexuality (Sears, 1977).

So, Harman and his Lucifereans came onto the scene after the movement
had peaked, when the term ''free love" signified sexual anarchy and indiscrimi-
nate promiscuity. Harman's task was to re-organize and educate his readers.
One reader explained,

It is not the office of radical journalism to develop unani-

mity of belief or opinion. Discussion differentiates. Differen-

tiation leads to organization; but organization does not involve

the extinction of individuality (Lucifer, January 16, 1885).
Harman's journalism, which he admitted was "personal", might not have struck
the responsive chord in his readers had he not tested the law omn libertarian
grounds. His Lucifer had drawn fire from the local press, but in 1886, Harman,
Walker and Lillian began a lengthy series of battles in the Kansas judicial
system, uniting sex radicals in a common cause. Had he not become a willing
martyr, his paper would have certainly suffered more than financial problems.
As a journalist, Harman's editorial vision was limited. The same ideas were
re-cycled during the sixteen years he published in Kansas; the discursive,

ecclectic tone of Lucifer continued even after Harman's move to Chicago.
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" Harman's Tactics: Comstock's America

ﬁarman's rejection of institutional marriage has been explained. Several
years before Lucifer came down clearly on the side of the sex radicals, he
had argued that marriage was the most important act in the life of a man or
woman. He wrote, "does it not stand to reasons that this, of all others,

should be their own ACT and DEED?" (Valley Falls Liberal, September, 1380).

So it was, by their own act and deed, that Lillian Harman, 16 and Edwin Cox
Walker, 37, declared themselves married before witnesses September 20, 1886.
They were quickly arrested on the charge of "living together as man and wife
without being married." At the time, Kansas had no legal recourse for common
law marriage bonds, and Lillian and Walker were promptly jailed. Columns
continued to appear in Lucifer, written by Walker, and rather dramatically
titled "To Jail and There.'" The first of many suchldefense funds was raised
by a readership who responded to the hypocrisy of legislators failing to
recognize consensual marriage. Lillian and Walker's ordeal continued for
seven months, ending with the arrest of Moses and George Harman and Walker
for the publication of "obscene" materials in Lucifer's columns. As explained
in a lengthy summation, the couple had remained jailed on principle. When
the publishers of Lucifer were arrested, both decided the issue of a free
press and free mails subsumed the specific marriage issue (Lucifer, April 8,
1887).

This period marked the beginning of legal proceedings against Harman
and Lucifer that would continue for nine years. To better understand the
legislative martyrdom of Harman, it is necessary to understand the heavy hand
of Anthony Comstock of the New York Vice Society. The Comstock law, passed
in 1873, was an attempt to legislate morality in Victorian America. The
statute, while declining to define "obscenity", barred obscene matter from

the mails as well as other "immoral™ materials such as birth control
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information. Harman had defended Ezra Heywood, publisher of The Word, through

the columns of the Kansas Liberal. Heywood had been arrested in 1876 for

distributing a pamphlet on birth control, "Cupid Yokes'", under the Comstock
statute (Sears, 1972:380). It was only a matter of time before Harman would
follow Heywood's lead.

When he printed the Markland letter, which would send him to jail twice,
Moses Harman was standing behind the free-language policy he had announced in
Lucifer. The offending letter, so innocuous today, sent Lucifereans scatter-
ing into two camps. And the protest against government censorship eventually
drove a wedge between Harman and Walker. The letter, from a Tennessee
physician, related a case where a husband had forced himself upon his wife,
sexually, after her recent injury in childbirth. The act of intercourse
caused severe physical damage. Markland asked Lucifer's readers if there was
not such a thing as legal rape. That portion of theletter pounced on in the
indictment read,

If a man stabs his wife to death with a knife, does not the

law hold him for murder?...If he murders her with his penis,

what does the law do? (Lucifer, June 18, 1886).
With true misplaced Victorian outrage, the indictment came to center on the
word "penis" rather than what the letter described. Harman summed his anger
without repeating the heinous word. '"The particular word upon which the
indictment is supposed to rest is the scientific name of the male organ...
heretofore presumably safe from attack by the meddling of the Vice Society"
(Lucifer, April 8, 1887). In a later Lucifer, Harman expressed to his
readers his ignorance of what the indicted matter was in its entirety. Five
issues of the paper had been confiscated but, wrote Harman, "with a...duplicity
worthy only of the old-World Anti-heresy Inquisition we are left to guess what
the articles are that have offended our immaculate censors" (Lucifer, April,

1887). The April 20 edition happily announced the indictment had been



58
"Quashed!" in a three-banner headline, but a week later, Harman and company
were re-indicted. The materials involved were the Markland letter, a letter
written to correspondent Elmina Slenker (published June 25, 1886), an anec-
dote entitled "Family Secrets', and Elmina's reply to a correspondent
(published January 14, 1887) that addressed the subjects of male continence
and birth comntrol.

Walker, perhaps unnerved by the prospect of spending time at Lansing or
Leavenworth, announced plans to begin his own "Radical fortnightly'". Although
he claimed in Lucifer's columns a belief that "more classes of liberal
thinkers can be reached with two liberal papers', he was wary of Harman's
plain speech policy. Fair Play, published by Lillian and Walker, appeared
in June, 1888. 1Initially, it appeared there was no enmity between Harman and
Walker. Fair Play carried news of the court proceedings and staunchly defended
the principles involved:

. . .Arguments, facts, appeals to the sense of justice and fair
play, were all of no avail; the government-spy machine did not
stop: M. and G.S. Harman were arrested, kept in suspense for
more than ayear, and then the indictments were quashed. But
immediately the enemies of free speech and women's emancipation
began again the work of inciting the authorities to fresh in-
vasion of our citizen rights, and in a few days a new batch of
indictments were found (Fair Play, June 2, 1888).

Just a year later, Walker was more open about his reasons for beginning
Fair Play. Responding to a reader's letter in a lengthy editorial titled
"Battle for Principles, Not Words", Walker reflected om the "plain style"
taken up (specifically) by Lucifer. The irresponsibility of an editor could
jeopardize the innocent, he wrote. And:

...no matter how often the offending individual, the blunder-
ing publisher of worse than useless matter, may declare, "I
assume all the responsibility,” the feeling will remain that the
codefendants sympathize with his injudicious actions" (Fair Play,
July, 1889).

The editorial concluded on the note that Walker could remain silent no

longer -- that he objected to the publication of matter '"which is in no
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possible way likely to help advance the cause in whose service we struggle
and endure."

Harman responded qickly with an exposition on the right to use plain
words and a commentary on his son-in-law's editorial. Obviously stung by the
criticism, he noted that Walker's editorial was the most "...formidable and

damaging assault that has ever been made upon Lucifer" (Lucifer, July, 1889).

The rift between the two men was not immediately healed, but when the Valley
Falls Register took note, Walker quickly responded that while he differed from
Harman as to methods of "propaganda", ''there are none who better know or will
more cheerfully testify to the sincerity and uncompromising earnestness of
Moses Harman" (Fair Play, August 10, 1889).

When Harman was finally brought to trial in April, 1890, charges were
dismissed against E.C. Walker and George Harman. Neither had been directly
involved with Lucifer at the time the indicted materials appeared. Moses
Harman was sentenced to five years in the penitentiary and fined three
hundred dollars (Fair Play, May 10, 1890). In the meantime, Harman had been
arrested again for publication of the 0'Neill letter. That letter made
explicit reférence to oral-genital sexual contact, a practice Victorian
society did not even acknolwedge.

On May 2, 1890, Héfman was imprisoned at Leavenworth. He was released
by late August on a legal technicality. After his release, he moved Lucifer
from Valley Falls to Topeka in September, 1890. By this time, Fair Play
had been relocated in Sioux City, Iowa due to Walker's poor health. Otherwise,
the remainder of 1890 and 1891 passed rather uneventfully. Then in June,
1892, Harman was again jailed for the period of omne year. All charges by
this time were focused on the Markland letter which had appeared six years
previously. Lois Waisbrooker, herself a well-known campaigner for women's

rights, took over the paper in Harman's absence. This arrangment was
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short-lived; by the last week in August, Lillie D. White stepped in as acting
editor.

After serving ten months of this sentence, Harman was released. Still
his legal troubles were not over. The Lucifer of 1893 and 1894 carried little
of the Comstock entanglement involving the publisher. In response to a
reader who asked why this was the case, Harman replied:

I do not say much about myself -- except in so far as my
personality is inseparately connected with Lucifer's work --
because I think principles are the proper subject of attention
and discussion, and not persomns. Also because of the fact that
the charge has frequently been made that our conflict with the
officials of government, both state and national, was knowingly
provoked by Mr. E. C. Walker and myself in order to get notoreity
for ourselves and for the paper Lucifer...These reasons...seem
to dictate that I should say as little as possible about my own
personal affairs (March 9, 1894).

In 1895, imprisoned for the 0'Neill letter, Harman announced plans to

begin a quarterly magazine, Our New Humanity. The new effort, and Lucifer,

were in Lillian's hands. She had returned to Lucifer's offices in Topeka
with her daughtef, Vida. E. C. Walker had moved to New York. The couple
had chosen to spearate.

The third incarceration took its toll on Harman. His health suffered,
and his eyes began to bother him. He kept a diary during his time in
Leavenworth; Lillian excerpted portions in her memorial. The day before his
sixty-sixth birthday he wrote that he was "mending" but that his eyes were
weak and painful. The entry concluded, "Shall I everlsee the close of
another year of my life in prison? Hope it is not all in vain..." (AJE, 1910:
33-36). Beneath the words of her father, Lillian commented that even if
Harman had known that he would spend another birthday in prison (in 1906),

", ..he would have gone on just the same." A letter printed in Lucifer during
Harman's imprisonment indicates the depth of support the isolated editor
received from loyal readers. The letter read, "Grover Cleveland in the

White House and Moses Harman in the penitentiary -- what a sad comment upon
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our American civilization” (Lucifer, June 21, 1895).

Almost immediately after Harman's release, he and Lillian announced
plans to move the paper to Chicago. April 24, 1896, Lucifer .appeared with
Chicago by the dateline. The formal reasons for the move included the large
number of subscribers in Chicago and advantages of issuing the paper from a
large commercial center. Despite Harman's ties to supportive Kansans, he
must have felt some sense of bitterness after three prison terms, time served
for rebelling against the smugness of the American village" (Sears, 1972:382).
Sears comments that Harman's 'sex and anarchist interests did not endear him
to the Populist reform movement centered in Kansas in the early nineties"
(1972:386).

The move to Chicago did not end Harman's Comstock persecution. Lucifer
was repeatedly seized, by direct order from Washington, and refused access
to the mails (Sears, 1972:387). Still Harman persevered. By January, 1897,
Lucifer's format was changed to an eight-page tabloid and a third series
begun. E. C. Walker's name again appears on the Masthead in 1898 as Lucifer's
"Eastern Representative." Regular features, exorcising the same demons of
repression, began to appear. One of these was the serialized "Sociologic
Lesson." Harman was imprisoned for the last time in 1905 for two articles,
apparently picked at random, on sex education (Sears, 1972:387).

Lucifer was succeeded by the American Journal of Eugenics in 1907, a
logical progression from Harman's continued concern regarding the enslavement
of women. Sears (1972:389) points out the distinction between Harman's
anarchist eugenics and the racist eugenics which later followed. Anarchists
believed that a child's character could be prenatally influenced. Thus,
enslaved mothers could only produce enslaved human beings. Harman's earliest

mention of stiripculture or eugenics is in the mid-1880s; he became more
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convinced of its significance as years passed. The American Journal of

Eugenics was moved to Los Angeles in 1908. An issue had just come off the
press, and Harman had supervised its mailing, when he became ill and died.
When Lillian announced suspension of the publication, she mentioned plams to
publish her father's papers with a biographical treatment. For whatever
reason, there is no evidence that such a biography ever appeared.

In all, Harman left behind an indelible mark on the alternative press
efforts in Kansas. His papers were published in the state for sixteen years.
His Light-Bearer Press produced several political reform pamphlets. One of

Harman's tracts, Digging for Bedrock (1890), was published in Valley Falls

before Lucifer made the move to Topeka. The Light-Bearer Press also repro-
duced and sold copies of the indicted articles of 1886, and the defense
offered by attornmeys G. C. Clemens and David Overmyer (1889). As Harman
himself said, he can be known through Lucifer, an intensely personal
publication. To the end, he remained an advocate of freethought, free love,
free speech and other freedoms abhorred by the "Nation of Villagers" that was
America in the 1890s. He lived by Spencer's formula, which he paraphrased
and quoted: Each has the right to do as he pleases so long as he does not

invade the equal rights of others (AJE, 1910:37).

Life After Lucifer

Lucifer was a paper that, in one sense, out-lived its movement. Harman's

awareness of this was reflected in the name change to the American Journal of

Eugenics, céupled with a more scholarly format. By the turn of the century,
the popular press had begun to discuss marriage, divorce and sex education --
topics that had been the province of the sex radicals. Articles accepted in
the established press were indicted in the alternative press. And although
the surviving sex radicals welcomed the new discussion, a greater ease of

divorce rather undermined the ideas of "free love" and autonomistic marriage.



63
Possibly the greatest failure of the sex radicals was their failure to have
"obscenity" legislatively defined. The federal law was not revised until
1930, and Comstock-type statutes are still in the books today, retrieved now

as then, when best suits the pursuit of justice.

THE AMERICAN NON-CONFORMIST AND KANSAS INDUSTRIAL LIBERATOR

Henry Vincent, Editor (1862-1935)

The story of the Vincent brothers in Kansas is intertwined with the pre-
vailing political winds of Populism that swept the Midwest in the 1880s and
1890s. It was a unique period when reform editors such as Henry Vincent
were able to reconcile the aims of labor and of agriculture. It was a violent
period when tempers flared, plots were hatched and secret societies exposed.

Until recently, little biographical material was available on the life
of Henry Vincent. Piehler (1979) suggests this is due to three factors: the
brief period that Vincent was an active force in the state (five years); his
refusal to run for office or accept an appointment when the Populists gained
power; and, until recently, Vincent's letters and documents had been forgotten.
Several of the Vincents are filed in the Kansas State Historical Society
Circulars -- Henry, his brothers Leopold and Cuthbert, his father James, and
mother, Mary Sheldon Vincent. Henry's circular is in his handwriting and,
contrary to printed instructions, not fully completed.

The Vincent borthers grew up in an atmosphere of agitation. Their father,
James Sr., was an ardent abolitionist and Congregational minister. He married
Mary Sheldon, a young woman from Ohio, and the couple settled in Tabor, Iowa.
They had five sons, James Jr., Maurice, Cuthberg, Leo and Henry (Kansaé State

Historical Society, n.d.). The senior Vincent began the Non-Conformist in

1879, seven years before Henry and Leo brought it to Kansas. None of these

earlier issues remain (Piehler, 1979). Remembering the beginning of the
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NonCon, Henry Vincent wrote,

Let's see, just nine years ago this week, in the attic of the
0ld home in Iowa, two boys with a card press and a 100 pounds of
old type, issued the first number of the NonCon...(W)ell do we
recall the comments made by the townspeople upon its first appear-
ance. Some regarded it as a crazy ventur,...others who had
known for 25 years the metal (sic) of the senior editor regarded
its advent with fear and trembling, for it meant more tham idle
play (Winfield Non-Conformist, July 26, 1888).

When James Vincent, Sr. retired, Henry and Leo brought the NonCon to Winfield,
Kansas. Both were young men in their twenties. The first issue from Winfield,
continuing the numbering the last Tabor issue, was Volume VII, Number 20.

The subscription list numbered about 1,600 (Non-Conformist, Oct. 7, 1886).

Among other things, the first issue introduced the Vincent brothers and their
weekly to that community, re-stated the guiding principles of the paper, and
tested the local political climate:

This journal has always maintained that the revolution which
is going on -- and by the way, does the reader realize that we
are now, not on the eve of, but a good beginning is already made
in, the grandest revolution that has ever been conducted...(I)t
is destined to overthrow despotism the world over; corrupt
courts, corrupt senates, corrupt governments, corporations, mono-
polites, aristocracies, monarchies, empires all resemble so many
pins. Labor organized is the ball to be skillfully hurled to
knock them down...(Non-Conformist, Oct. 7, 1886).

Non-Conformist: Ideology and Hidden Brotherhoods

During the five years he published in Kansas, Henry Vincent concentrated
on the same kinds of issues. As seen from the quote above, Vincent felt
strongly about plutocracy, monopolies and was, initially, a great supporter
of the Knights of Labor. Articles of substance in the early issues dealt
with the Knights and their Union Labor party, issues that concerned farmers
and laborers such as taxation and currency reform, and consistently condemned
money men like Jay Gould and Russell Sage. Although news of the Farmer's
Alliance was occasionally given space, the Alliance lost out to labor.

concermns.
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In 1888, Vincent published a list of 29 Union Labor papers, including
the NonCon in that number. On the eve of state and national elections, he
advised, "Now is the time to start your papers. Every county where a fight
is to be made should have a paper of their own" (March 15, 1888). Vincent's
involvement with the Knights of Labor fueled an attempt to discredit him and
his brothers. By late 1887, he and Leopold had been joined by Cuthbert who
served as field representative and worked the lecture circuit (Piehler,
1979:15). The attack against the Vincents was some time in coming, but began
to develop almost from their first days in Winfield.

Henry Vincent had identified tactically where he stood from the first
issue of the NonCon with his impassioned defense of the Haymarket radicals.
This single act, as Piehler writes, may have tipped off the locals to the
breed of radicals they harbored (Piehler, 1979:15). The Haymarket riot and
bombing in Chicago, and the subsequent arrest of seven men on the basis of
specious evidence, aroused in the popular mind of the 1880s the idea of
anarchist as terrorist. Four of the seven men indicted for murder were con-
demned to die, essentially for unpopular political views. It was no coin-
cidence that Moses Harman's litigations began after his defense of the men
(Sear, 1977:97). Neither was it coincidental that the Vincent's problems
began after théy had defended the Haymarket radicals and condemned the system
that put them to death.

The attack against the Vincents was led by Edwin P. Greer, publisher of
the Republican Courier. An anti-anarchist backlash was coming to a head in
1888. Greer, a former state legislator, had power and influence on his side.
The Vincents, while without power per se, had their paper. The NonCon mar-
shalled its own kind of power. It was, in Vincent's words, the "people's
paper" (Piehler, 1979:15). Vincent didn't bother to distinguish between the
- Republicans and Democrats, as evidenced by the Demo-Republican prayer he

published in August, 1888. The text reads, in part,
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..oh Lord, repent of this great evil that Thou hast done to
the American people, and regulate production...(B)e with us, for
we are in need of Thy services, and if you do not regulate the
production, we are certainly lost, lost!, [etc.]
The stage was set for a lengthy battle, with recriminations on both sides.
All that was needed was something with which to pin the title "anmarchist" on
the Vincent brothers.

In the fall of 1888, George W. Poorman, a prinfer fired by the Vincents,
supplied Edwin Greer with ammunition. Poorman sold Greer copies of a secret,
oath-bound society, printed in the offices of the NonCon (Piehler, 1979:16).
The story that emerged can be told rather more dispassionately than Greer's
version.

When the Union Labor party was organized in Cincinnati, February 22,
1887, a number of the Kansas delegation had been initiated into a secret
society known as the Videttes. The Videttes adopted a military form of
organization, and their membership was limited to white males of "superior
intelligence" whose wealth did not exceed $10,000 (Malin, 1964:159-160). The
society met a day or two before the Cincinnati comvention to secretly prepare
the convention program. In this manner "the political party was virtually
a captive organization, the rank and file members not knowing of the mani-
pulations of the Videttes" (Malin, 1964:161). When the Kansas council met
in March, 1888 at Yates Center, Kansas, the Vincents were designated as the
Vidette printing house until completion of an organization plant. A few
months later, the Union Labor party held its convention at Wichita to adopt
a thirteen point program. Nothing was said about the regulation of railroads
or monopolies (Malin, 1964:34-35).

Poorman had supplied Greer with copies of the coded constitution of the
Videttes, their ritual, and minutes of the Yates Center and Wichita council

meetings (1964:162). Greer published his first exposé of the Videttes on
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Octpber 5, 1888. As the election was only a month away, Greer made the most
. of advantageous timing, claiming that "the headquarters of a secret band of
anarchist conspirators had been discovered in Winfield" (Piehler, 1979:16).
After Greer's exposé, other Republican party officials became involved. A
second account was published in the Courier of October 18, and in several
other party papers around the state. The Republicans swept the election in
November. The NonCon ﬁnted,
The g.o.p. had armfuls of sheets of their great discovery of

the secret order they call the Videttes, Anarchists, etc., and

they were either afraid or ashamed to sign their names to the

paper...and called it a "supplement" (NonCon, November 22, 1888).
And a week later,

..It has developed by that most powerful of all, circumstan-

tial evidence, that a conspiracy, a distinct understanding,

existed among certain leading men in the g.o.p. whereby the

Union Labor party were to be scattered to the four winds (NonCon,

November 29, 1888).
Neither the Vincents or their adversaries were acting under the purest of
motives. The Republicans had successfully discredited the U.L. party by
deliberate distortion; but the Vincents, despite their protestations, were
involved with the Videttes. This initial skirmish was soon overshadowed by
events that followed, however.

Sometime after Greer'é second exposé, a package was delivered to ﬁhe
Coffeyville express office, addressed to a "L. Louden" in Winfield. The
package contained a bomb; a bomb that exploded too socon. The express agent
carried the package home with him as it was closer to the railway station
than his office. The train was due at 4:30. Around 3:30, the package ex-
ploded, seriously injuring the agent's wife and adopted daughter. As Malin
remarked, fhe facts up to the point of the explosion are clear. But as to

who had prepared the bomb, whether its destination was the Courier or the

Non-Conformist offices, and the motive for sending the package, no answers

were forthcoming (1964:163).
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The Vincents quickly took the stance that the package was to have been

delivered to the Non-Conformist, "discovered" there, and used to corroborate

charges that the Union Labor party was anarchist. In several installments.
they published '"The Plot Unfolding" -- that is, the plot against the NonCon
by Greer and the Republican leadership. Immediately after the incident, the
NonCon reported that one of its correspondents had overheard a wager being

made the day before the explosion that the Non-Conformist would not be issued

again (NonCon, Nov. 29, 1888).

For Greer's part, despite a lack of evidence, he believed the Vincents
had tried to destroy the Courier building in reaction to his Vidette series.
Others were even more direct than Greer in making a connection between Henry,
Leopold, and Cuthbert Vincent and the Coffeyville explosion (Piehler, 1979:18).

After the 1888 election, the Union Labor party and the National Order
of Videttes were finished. The Non-Conformist was more durable. In
November, 1888, it had expanded from a four-page to an eight-page format.

In addition, the paper was attracting more subscribers -- 3,200 in 1889,
9,000 in 1890 (NonCom, May 8, 1890). After the Coffeyville fiasco and the
dissolution of the Union Labor movement in Kansas, the Vincents supported

the rejuvinated Farmer's Alliance.

The Farmer's Alliance and People's Party

The Farmer's Alliance had been preceded by several other farm orders --
the Patrons of Husbandry, the Granger Movement, the National Greenback party.
From the early 1870s, farmers had shown a willingness to organize to redress
grievances. Several of these alliances made headway in the South and Midwest.
The one claiming most membership in Kansas was the Northern Alliance, formed
by a Chicago farmer-editor, Milton George, in 1880 (Hicks, 1931:96-98). The

Alliance made great gains for the first few years of its existence in Kansas,
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Nebraska and Iowa. Then membership, and activism, plummeted in the early
1880s.

Kansas became a boom state during the first years of the decade 1880-
1890, and the cause of prosperity was the high price of wheat and corn. New
settlers poured into the state. From 1880-1885, the population figures
jumped from 900,000 to 1,200,000 (Miller, 1925:470). One of the features of
the boom was the construction of railroads, financed to stimulate propserity
and increase land values. The result of inflated land values was increased
borrowing. A newcomer to the state could no longer purchase farming land
with th profits of one season's crop. Eastern land agents stepped in, and
as the boom continued with no end in sight, the size and the number of
mortgages increased (Miller, 1925:475). When the boom collapsed in the
winter of 1878-1888, the farmers were hard-hit. Miller attributed the
collapse to three related factors: 1) artificial stimulation of bond issues
in the cities and towns; 2) inflation as a result of high produce prices;
and 3) adverse climatic conditions in Western Kansas (1925:478). Kansans
reacted politically to the ensuing depression, and Henry Vincent supported
them.

"As the hard times of the late eighties set in, the strength of the
Alliance movement increased accordingly" (Hicks, 1931:102). The national
Alliance conventions of 1886 and 1887, the first since 1883, adopted resolu-
tions which suggested government control of the railroads be supplemented by
actual government ownership of one or more transcontinental lines and free
coinage of silver. By the end of the decade, voices in the Alliance were
urging that various groups merge as one united party.

In May 1890, Vincent published the up-coming state People's party con-
vention in June, "combining delegates from the Farmer's Alliance and Indus-

trail Union, the Farmer's Mutual Benefit Association, the Patrons of Husbandry,
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the Knights of Labor and Single Tax Clubs." A few months later, as the
voices of Kansas farmers grew still louder, Vincent commented:

A very amusing thing in Kansas right now, is the bitter
opposition of many little party papers to the Farmer's Alliance
and the People's Party. Many of them have lost three-fourths
of their subscribers; yet they will manage to live for they are
well-subsidized by the money power, and will stay to do its
dirty work if they haven't a dozen subs left (NonCon, July 1890).

The state nominating convention met in August, 1890, and named a People's
party ticket (Hicks, 1931:156). Out of that convention came a party platform,
pledging to deal with the great questions of labor, land, transportation and
finance. The platform ended on a philosophical note;

People of Kansas, we come to you on this platform. Our can-
didates, speakers and writers will waste no time discussing
minor matters. The past is gone, the present is with us, and
the future before us. O0ld issues are dead. We come to you
with new ones (quoted in Malin, 1964:36).

The People's party swept the election of 1890. The Populists elected
five of seven U.S. representatives, ousted Ingalls as state senator, and
failed by a slight margin to take the gubernatorial race as well (Miller,
1925:469). One result of the Alliance-Populist wvictory was an investigation
of the Coffeyville episode. Four reports were made by the committee; a
Republican version, a Populist version, a statement of the facts, and a
version by the lone.Democrat on the committee, Senator Edward Carroll (Malin,
1964:164). No one was absolved, and no "version' agreed upon, when the money

allotted for the investigation ran out (Malin, 1964:164).

In September, 1891, the Non-Conformist moved to Indianapolis, Indiana.

A summary statement noted that the Vincent borthers had come to Kansas five
years before when reform elements in the state were fragmented and disorganized.
Hopefully, the Vincents wrote, some change had come about in the "public mind"
that had been so ready to believe "...blood-curdling charges made by a

servile press, and ignore and far as possible the existence of any but 'two

great parties'” (NonCon, September, 1891).
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When the paper moved to Indianapolis, its subscription list soared to
an all-time high of 100,000 persons, in great part due to Henry Vincent's
special campaign offer of 25 cent subscriptions. He was unable to meet costs,
and the NonCon went broke. The young editor later learned that the Indiana
Democratic machine had mailed in thousands of names of Republican farmers
(Lutzky, 1951:67). He wrote some time later, '"When entering that deal for
listing so many names for the campaign...our future as publisher of the child

of our youth, the Non-Conformist, was doomed. The close of the year [1892]

found our financial load too much to carry and a company of well-to-do farmers
took over the obligations, good will, and all..." (Henry Vincent in Lutzky,
1951:67).

Though Vincent stayed on as acting editor, he resigned after a short
time due to policy differences. He moved to Chicago and began ancther paper,

The Searchlight, in 1894. Though well-received, that venture failed twice

for lack of money. He continued to stay active in the People's party,
campaigning for Gemeral Jacob Coxey in the 18935 Ohio gubernatorial race

(Lutzky, 1951:67). In 1895 and 1896, Henry Vincent edited Coxey's paper,

Sound Money (Piehler, 1979). Briefly, the Non-Conformist was resucitated in
Omaha, Nebraska in 1898. It appeared for a few months before folding again
(Lutzky, 1951:238).

Vincent returned with his family to Kansas in 1907.- They settled in
Girard, wheré J.A. Wayland was still single-handedly publishing his Appeal
to Reason. For a time, he was active in state Socialist Party activities.
Vincent left the state for the last time in 1911.‘ He died, in poverty, in
Ypsilanti, Michigan on October 29, 1935 (Piehler, 1979).

The Vincent brothers had a great impact on Cowley County and the state
of Kansas in general. The Courier grudgingly conceded the brothers' role in

rallying votes for a People's party victory in the county in 1889, and for
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its strong showing in the election of 1890 (Piehler, 1979). Henry Vincent

was an organizer -— of people, parties, and presses. The Non-Conformist

always acknowledged the network of similar, struggling publications that it

was a part of.

The early issues of the Winfield Non-Conformist show the inexperience

and doubts of two young men continuing the legacy of a paper that, to that
time, was strongly associated with the legend of the elder Vincent. They

found their stride and their style. Not all the Non-Conformist was given

over to politics. Mrs. Vee Vincent regularly edited "Our Lady Friends", a
"woman's page" given to discussion of education of children, manners and
morality. There was usually a children's column as well. Vincent also
generously used thepolitical cartoons of Watson Heston, a Carthage, Missouri
printer whose line drawings call to mind the work of Thomas Nast (Lutzky,
1951).

Vincent has been classified as a radical-reform editor (Lutzky, 1951;
Pierhler, 1979). He did, in fact, advocate radical reforms and spoke of
revolution, but one feels the revolution Vincent believed imminent was an
awakening on the part of laborers and farmers. Political power, he believed,
could be gained by working in the strictures of existing power structpres.
Vincent was no anarchist, but probably agfeed with the statement made by one
of his exchange papers:

We have no use for Anarchists, but pernicious as they are,
they are less dangerous to American freedom than the men into

the hands of whom the government has placed the control of our
futures (Rice County Eagle in NonCon, May 7, 1891).
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APPEAL TO REASON (1897-1922)

Julius Augustus Wayland, Editor (1854-1912)

His full name was Julius Augustus Wayland, but he signed his copy
'J. A. Wayland.' Born poor in Versailles, Indiana, he learned early how to
beat the capitalists at their own gain. He lived the American dream for a
time, pulled himself up with true bootstrap logic and accrued a comfortable
amount of wealth. Ultimately, that was not enough. His good business sense
both helped and hindered him in his early attempts to spread the politics
of socialism. Of all the editors discussed here, despite some setbacks,
Wayland was by far the most financilally successful. He was able to wait out
the lean periods while his Appeal gathered a phenomenally large subscription
list.

Wayland was the youngest of seven children (Fogarty, 1980:117). He had
only two years of formal education before being forced by circumstance to go
to work as a printer's devil -- a "roller boy" on the old hand presses (Quint,
1949; Appeal, Nov. 23, 1912). For a time, Wayland worked at the Versailles
Gazette which he eventually purchased. He left the Gazette to publish the
Cass News in Harrisonville, Missouri where his wife, Etta Bevins, had an
aunt. The Cass News was a staunch Republican paper in Democratic party
territory. For his work in this Democratic enclave, President Rutherford B.
Hayes awarded Wayland a postmastership, earning him the title of "carpetbagger"
from unsympathetic neighbors (Quint, 1949; Appeal, Nov. 23, 1912). The years
in Harrisonville were difficult for the young publisher. After a feud with
the local Democratic sheriff, Wayland kept a loaded gun nearby (Quint, 1949:
388). In 1881, the Waylands returned to Versailles and bought back the old
printing business. The nextyear they were on the road again, this time to
Pueblo, Colorado.

During the years in Colorado, Wayland made a good deal of momey in real
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estate speculation. More importantly, he met an English shoemaker, William
Bradfield, who gave Wayland his first Socialist pamphlet. Through Bradfield,
Wayland became involved with the People's Party and underwent a profound
political conversion (Simons, 1913:26). In a relatively rare biographical
moment, Wayland later recalled for Appeal readers his first exposure to
Socialism.

Sauntering down Union avenue, Pueblo, Colorado, one June
evening nearly six years ago, I approached a small group of men
talking the commonplaces of the day, in front of William
Bradfield's shoe shop. The topic has been lost to me in the
sands of time, but it turned somehow onto strikes and the public
ownership of railroads.

Wayland supported government ownership of the roads and, voicing his
opinion, was laughed at by the other men. After the group dispersed,

Bradfield asked me if I'd like to read something on the
subject. Receiving a reluctant affirmative, he...got a pamphlet
on the public ownership of railroads and gave me, requesting its
return when read as it was the only one he had...Uncomsciously, I
had taken my first lesson in Socialism, which was to change my
whole life, financially, socially, morally...(Appeal, February 6,
1897).

However, it took some time before Wayland could convince local Populist
leaders that he was sincere. They were understandably wary of the well-heeled
land speculator. He tried several times to contribute money, and finally,
party members were convinced of his change of political allegiance (Quint,
1949:589). He offered his services to the local Populist-labor paper, the

o

Colorado Workman and Farmer. The name of the paper was later changed, at

Wayland's suggestion, to the Coming Crisis (Appeal, February 6, 1897).

Wayland threw himself inte the 1892 campaignm, printing thousands of leaflets.
In that election, David Waite, the Populist candidate, was elected governor.
Wayland had seen, first hand, the power of the printed word (Quint, 1949:590).
After the election, Wayland left Colorado for Florida, but returned
shortly to dispose of much of his land holdings. Wayland was convinced a

depression was imminent, and left Colorado a second time with $80,000 in gold
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and government bonds (Quint, 1949:590): Remembering the lessons of the 1892
campaign -- how to reach the working people and spread the message -- Wayland

began The Coming Nation in Greensburg, Indiana in August, 1893 (Quint, 1949:

591). The Coming Nation found a responsive audience, with a circulation of

65,000 in little over a year (Simons, 1913). Success exacted a price, however.
Wayland advocated complete socialism of industry and agriculture. The people
of Greensburg, horrified, would have nothing to do with an openly avowed
socialist or his family. This ostracism spurred Wayland to develop, through
the pages of The Coming Nation, the idea of the Ruskin Community. The Ruskin
Cooperative Association lasted five years before internal cliques dissolved
the community. By then, Wayland was in Girard, Kanmsas, printing his Appeal
to Reason.

In July, 1894, Wayland and twenty-five other males, along with wives and
children, took possession of 1,000 acres of land outside Tenessee City (Kegel,
1958:45). Earl Miller, a colonist who came to the Ruskin settlement sometime
after Wayland left, recalled in his memoirs that Wayland was "more visionary
than practical" in choosing a location and in setting up a cooperative
effort under a capitalistic charter. Charter membership was offered through
Wayland's paper to anyone sending in 200 or more subscriptioms. Failing that,
membership could be purchased outright for $500 per share (Kegel, 1958:48-49).
Sources differ on whether Wayland bought the land and financed the community
himself. Wayland claimed he had paid for the community land. At any rate,
he left the Ruskin venture much pooerer than when he began, no longer a
believer in a utopian-styled commonwealth (Appeal, August 27, 1910).

Wayland had moved his paper, and all his gstaff, with him to Tennessee.
A_former staff member who had been fired, Alfred Edwards, urged the charter
members demand that Wayland turn his printing plant and paper over to the

community. Since Wayland had already donated land and all the profits of
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the paper above operating costs, he refused. But in the summer of 1895,
disgusted with the in-fighting, Wayland turned over the printing plant and
paper to the Ruskin Cooperative Association and left. Edwards, hovering in
the wings, was made editor (letter to Earl Miller in Kegel, 1958:50-51).
Wayland, as the community's benefactor, may have expected more deference.
Relations had been strained before the battle over the presses; they became
acutely uncomfortable after (Quint, 1949:593). Some of the later arrivals
to Ruskin like Earl Miller, who had not known Wayland, found the charter
members intolerable. When the Ruskin Community broke up in 1899, some tried
to establish another cooperative in near-by Georgia. For numerous reasons,
that, too failed. The last gasp from the cooperative came in 1901 (Kegel,

1958).

Appeal to Reason: Ideology and Response

Wayland was bitter but by no means destitute. He returned to Missouri,

and in August, 1895, the first run of the Appeal to Reason made its debut.

Unlike The Coming Natiom, the Appeal was not an instant success. At the end

of its first year, it was costing Wayland almost a hundred dollars an issue
with a circulation that hovered at 11,000 (Quint, 1949:594). This was a
discouraging start, and no doubt the fact that Wayland's own Coming Nation
was his healthiest competitor added insult to injury. Still, a dauntless
optimism marked the early issues of the Appeal. Only on occasion did personal
anger surface. Despite flagging finances, Wayland wrote in January, 1896 that
..the (Appeal's) success ought to teach some reform editors
that there is nothing lost by advocating the most radical re-
forms. The only successful reform papers are radical onmes.
For three weeks in October, 1896, the Appeal was printed in Kansas City,

Kansas. In the issue of October 24, Wayland told his readers that the Appeal

would not appear again until November 14. He did not tell them that he was

at the point of suspending publication and was ready to take drastic measures
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(Quint, 1949:594). The action he took was to move his plant to the country
town of Girard to cut down on overhead costs. Many subscribers believed the
paper had folded during its three months of silence. The first Girard
Appeal made this explanation:
It was the intention to resume in a couple of weeks, but

other plans presented themselves and I concluded to move to a

smaller place, buy a home, put in a printing plant and settle

down permanently. This has been done and you receive this issue

from Girard, Kansas, the prettiest town I found in three months

to make my home (Appeal, Feb. 6, 1896).
In that same issue, Wayland appealed to his readers to bring in new subscribers.
He wrote, "I am ready too (sic) work...Will you help spread the gospel? Will
you do a little toward enabling me to get readers to talk to? I shall not
fail you." One year later, he exulted, "Paid circulation 36,000 weekly!
Done in a year! An index to the wonderful growth of socialism in the United
States!" (Appeal, Feb. 5, 1897).

From its first year of publication, the Appeal railed at many of the
same enemies identified by the Vincent brothers a few years previously --
monopolies, trusts, class battles -- albeit in a different fashion. If Henry
Vincent agitated for a third party and criticized the abuses of the system,
Wayland wanted to see it over;hrown entirely. He did not, however, advocate
anarchy. The term was as nebulous in popular use then as today, and Wayland
attempted to explain his position to his readers. Socialism, he wrote,
favored a concentration of property '"in such a manner that division is
impossible", a condition attainable only by law. Anarchists also wanted a
better state of affairs, he said, but "insist that it cannot be unless law
is done away with. They believe in individual property, except in the

elements." Assuming a safe distance, Wayland declared socialism and anarchism

to be complete opposites (Appeal, Feb. 5, 1897).
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Despite its stature as a widely read radical publication, the Appeal was
severely criticized by the capitalist press and radicals alike. The capi-
talist press' response to their gratis subscriptions courtesy of the Appeal
Army was uniformly negative. The Dayton Daily Press said 'the sheet is
edited in the interests of all incompetents and malcontents who hate the
American Government because it is not run on a paternalistic and pauper
basis." Other papers dubbed it "Squeal to Treason" (Quint, 1949:595).

On the other side of the fence were those radicals who believed Wayland
didn't know his Marx from his Bellamy (Quint, 1949). Through the nineties
still working as the "ome hoss", Wayland's formula was to write short, simple,
folksy pieces. The paper struck a tone of moral outrage, with vivid accounts
of social injustices perpetuated by the system. Wayland did not theorize.

He struck at the gut and if his prose was simple and his graphics crude, his
growing subscription list testified to his effectiveness. His ecclectic
education can bg seen in a roll call from an early issue.
In modern times Ruskin, Carlyle, Mill, Spencer, Smith, Marx,
Laselle, Bebel, Liebnicht, Singer, Massini, Bellamy and others
have by different methods impressed on the mental world that
governs the material world the spirit of...ancient philosophers
(Appeal, Feb. 6, 1897).
Such a diverse group of luminaries is only one example of the kind of
thinking that prompted Holbrook to write that the Appeal was called
"socialist™ for the sake of a label. The Appeal, said Holbrook, '"was ready
to support almost anything that conventional people termed radical" (1957:317).
This is not a fair assessment. Wayland was socialist but made no claim to
be a doctrinaire. Readers were cautioned,
Do not think that you can get any adequate idea of Socialism
by reading the Appeal, or, for that matter, any other paper.
The most a Socialist paper can do is to arouse an interest in

the subject and leave the educational work to books prepared for
that purpose (Appeal, Jan. 26, 1907).
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Despite his belief in Socialism, Wayland was reluctant to endorse a
socialist party. The Populist party, with its strong stance against mono-
polies and plutocracy, had gained the allegiance of many Western radicals
through the middle nineties. Wayland continued to support Populist aims
until 1896, when the party cut its own throat by merging with the Democrats
on a free silver platform and endorsing William Jennings Bryan. Although he
suggested his readers vote the Socialist Labor party ticket that year, he
considered it far from ideal (Quint, 1949:597-598). When Eugene V. Debs
formed the Social Democracy of America, out of his American Railway Union,
Wayland did not extend his support. The SDA proposed a mass migration west,
where co-operative communities would be formed, providing a solid base for
the socialist movement. Many socialist editors were frankly cynical of the
plan, including Wayland (Ginger, 1949:195). Eventually, the Social Democracy
of America split into two groups -- those who believed in the colonization
plan, and those who advocated direct political action. The latter group
formed the Social Democratic party in 1898. Wayland slowly extended support.

The party organ, the Social Democratic Herald, was edited by his nemesis from

Ruskin, Alfred Edwards and Wayland was slow to forgive (Quint, 1949:599).
But by 1900, when Debs made his maiden rum for the presidency, Wayland and
the Appeal were firmly behind him.

Labor, specifically trade unionism, was an important issue to Socilalists
of all persuasion. Wayland urged his readers to become involved with trade
union activities "with an end to socializing the labor movement in the
United States" (Quint, 1949:599). If laborers voted a party ticket, in
Wayland's eyes, they deserved what they got. Or, as he said, "If labor is
too ignorant to cast off such traitors to it as men of the Gompers, McBride,
Arthur and other republican and democratic stripe they ought to slave for an

existence" (Appeal, Feb. 5, 1897).
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The Issues, the Litigations

Wayland used every means available to him to spread news of the class
struggle. He urged his comrades to bring in still more subscriptions. The
Appeal Army, a growing band of subscribers who were active in raising funds,
he cajolled, scolded, pleaded. ''The popular mind is advancing slowly to a
point where it will seize in a firm grasp the question of whether the means
of production and distribution are to be owned by private individuals or by
the people collectively,” he wrote. 'Thousands of people and hundreds of
thousands of people are talking about it now...There is no going back -- we
must push on'" (Appeal, Feb. 2, 1901).

With a paid subscription list of 150,000 in 1901, and an even larger

weekly press run, the Appeal to Reason was perceived as a seditious threat

by the federal government. That year, the first of many indictments by the
postal authorities was served to Wayland. The case was dismissed a year
later but the message was clear: The Socialist press was making inroads with
workers and farmers. Washington was alarmed. In 1901, Wayland was joined
by Fred D. Warren, an editor from Rich Hill, Missouri, whose Critic was about
to succumb. '"Wayland, worn with overwork, saw in him the helper he needed

and engaged him on the spot to aid with the Appeal'" (Appeal, Aug. 27, 1910).

Warren, who came to be known as "the fighting editor", eventually changed the

complexion of the Appeal to Reason. Except for a brief leave to try to re-

vive the Coming Nation, Warren took over editorial duties, and Wayland took

to the road. Under Warrne's editorial direction, longer, thoughtful pieces
took the place of Wayland's homilies. Although Wayland had virtually retired
from the directorship by 1904, he continued to play an active role in spread-
ing the Appeal's message. And the Appeal kept growing. In 1904, although
subscriptions had dropped, the paper was circulated in all of the states,

Indian territory and Canada (Appeal, Jan. 30, 1904)
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Then, in 1906, an event in Idaho brought radicals together and widened
the sphere of the Appeal again. On December 30, 1905, former Governor of
Idaho, Frank Steuenberg was killed by a bomb when he opened the gate to his
home. The authorities arrested Harry Orchard, a member of the Western
Federation of Miners. Orchard confessed, and claimed he had been hired by
Bill Haywood and Charles Miner, both organizers of the International Workers
of the World, and George Pettibone, a Denver businessman. Their motive
according to Orchard, was revenge against the man who had called out the
militia during labor disturbances in 1899. Moyer, Pettibone, and Haywood
were indicated for murder March 6, 1906, and extradicted from Colorado to
Idaho on Saturday night when the courts were closed. There could be no stay
granted (Ginger, 1949:245). Eugene Debs immediately sent a strongly worded
protest to the Appeal, beginning a long association with Wayland and Warren.
The Appeal's head on March 10, 1906, read, "AROUSE, YE SLAVES!'" Debs began
to write weekly articles for the Appeal, and lectured around the country to
rally support for the framed defendants. Both factions of the Socialist
party moved to mobilize support, and even the American Federation of Labor
entered the fight (Ginger, 1949:248). The, Warren struck a blow. The
Indianapolis Star filed this report,
One thousand dollars reward to any person who will "sandbag
and kidnap" W.S. Taylor of Indianapolis, ex-governmor of Kentucky,
and deliver him to the Kentucky authorities, where he may be
tried for complicity in the murder of William Goebel, who was
once his opponent in a race for the governship of the Blue Grass
state.
This, substantially, is the offer made in the editorial
columns of the Appeal to Reason...The evident purpose of the
article is to draw a direct parallel with the cases of Heywood,
Pettibone and Moyer, who...Socialists assert, were kidnapped and

taken from Colorado, charged with complicity in the assassination
of ex-Governor Steuenberg, of Idaho (Appeal, Jan. 26, 1907).

In August, 1907, after nationwide protest, Haywood was acquitted. The

trials of Pettibome and Moyer were formalities after this victory (Ginger,
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1949:254). In the meantime, Warren had been indicted for his "kidnapping"
issue. The proceedings against him drug on for four years, and while Warren
waited for a decision, he made life uncomfortable for several district judges
in a series of exposés. On November 21, 1910, an opinion was finally filed.
Judge John C. Pollock sentenced Warren to six months hard labor at Bourbon
County jail and ordered him to pay court costs. Warren assured his readers,
"This action was intended to bring about my humiliation and the suppression
of the Appeal, but I am not humiliated nor is the Appeal suppressed" (Dec. 3,
1910). Debs, a contributing editor by this time, set about organizing a
massive protest. His "Declaration of Revolt" appeared January 7, 1911.
Before action could be taken, however, President Taft pardoned Warren on
February 1. With Warren freed, subscriptions dropped again.

If this effort to suppress the Appeal failed, the next nearly debilitated
the entire editorial staff. Immediately after the election of 1912, the
Republican administration served indictments again on Warren, Wayland and
Debs, and Charles Lincoln Phifer, another contributing editor. The Appeal
had run a series on the deplorable conditions at Leavenworth Prison that had
resulted in the dismissal of a deputy warden. fhe government investigated,
and their investigation substantiated the Appeal's charges. Once again,
however, the Comstock statutes were invoked, and the men charged with sending
obscene literature through the mails. The four were to appear before the
judge November 11, 1912. But on the night of November 10, 1912, Julius
Wayland went home, clamly placed his revolver in his mouth, and puller the
trigger. He died two hours later. A note found tucked between the pages of

Looking Backwards read: "The struggle under the capitalist system isn't
Lo g

worth it. Let it pass' (Ginger, 1949:313).
Although his enemies would later intimate that Wayland's death was

attributable to the upcoming court appearance, the argument had no logic.
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Wayland was no stranger in the federal courts. He had always stood his
ground. His suicide came on the eve of a probable indictment under the Mann
Act. A former Appeal employee had charged that he had taken her to Joplin,
Missouri for immoral purposes. The truth of the rumor was irrelevant,
although the charge was obviously a false one. The case would have continued
for years, providing sensational copy for the capitalist press and, in the
process, destroying the Appeal. Wayland had also been severely depressed
since his second wife's death in a car accident the year before (Ginger, 1949:
313).

Warren, Phifer, Debs, and other members of the staff were shocked and
disheartened. There was, however, little time to grieve. The men still had
to appear in court, before a judge who had declared, "I'm going to bankrupt
the Appeal, force its editors into exile and suicide or land them behind
the bars at Leavenworth" (Appeal, Nov. 23, 1912). The verdict poured in
from the Appeal Army -- don't give it up. Keep publishing the "little old
Appeal."

During the last years of his life, Wayland had been criticized by many
of his fellow Socialists. In death, he was a fallen comrade, forced to
suicide by the system. Of him, Charles Phifer had written some years
before his déath,

Wayland has been accused of being a capitalist. He has never
denied the allegation...(But) it is Wayland's ability as a fin-

ancier that has made possible the Appeal and helped hush the
sneer that socialists are all incompetents (Appeal, Aug. 27, 1910).

The Survivors

After Wayland's death, charges against the remaining editors were
dropped. 1In 1913, Eugene Debs submitted his resignation to Fred Warrenm,
ending his fruitful association with the Appeal. Warren continued, enlisting

new blood for the editorial staff. One of these men, Louis Kopelin, editor
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of the.New York Call, joined Warrem in 1914. He appealed to his young
colleague, Emmanuel Haldeman-Julius (then, Emmanuel Julius) to join him there.
World War I split the Socialist party in two, and the Appeal's circula-
tion correspondingly dropped. In 1919, Haldeman-Julius bought the plant for
$25,000 plus a note for $50,000, payable in one year. Under his direction,
the paper did not suffer. Upton Sinclair, whose work "The Jungle" had been
serialized in the paper in 1905, returned as a regular contributor. The
Appeal was still a fighter to the end -- fighting to stay afloat, fighting
to get Debs out of prison for opposing the war. But Haldeman-Julius realized
that since the war, Socialism had declined:
There is no use fooling ourselves...Socialism as far as a
movement is concerned is practically bankrupt. Our organizations
have no members. Our candidates have no votes...Our newspapers

have no readers (Appeal, Sept. 3, 1921).

With the issue of November 11, 1922, the Appeal to Reason became

Haldeman-Julius Weekly. The old Appeal had disappeared before the war. The

old guards had passed. Most of the other papers of its ilk had folded much
earlier. And never again would the press have such an immediate, visceral
impact.
A SUMMARY STATEMENT

In Chapter One, I made the statement that alternative editors may not
have been aware of participating in a larger journalistic movement, that
agitation for change provided focus. After preparing the 1life histories on
each press for this chapter, perspective alters. These alternative presses
may have called themselves by different names (reform, radical, communist,
socialist, anarachist, etc.), and participated in different exhcnages or
"elubs" with other such presses, but they identified a common enemy. That
enemy, the total ideology of the dominant group in power, was voiced by the

established press.
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The established press was universally viewed as a servile press; its
eﬁitors, hirelings who reflected "popular prejudices by seeking to conserve
what is." Those are Edwin Walker's words, echoed almost a century later by

Lazarsfeld and Merton (1952). When the Non-Conformist and Lucifer were

simultaneously publishing in Kansas, both reproduced a story from the New
York press about a well-known journalist asked to toast the "independent
press'" guaranteed by freedom of speech. It seems the journalist stood,
cleared his throat, and said,

The business of a New York journalist is to distort the truth,
to lie outright, to villify, to fawn at the feet of Mammon...We
are the tools and vassals of rich men behind the scenes...Our
time, our talents, our lives, our possibilities, are all the

- property of other men. We are intellectual prostitutes (Lucifer,
October 7, 1887).

Each of these editors, whatever their editorial shortcomings, were
distinctly aware of what they did not want their press to be. Identified as
the "secular" press (M. Harman), the "party" press (H. Vincent), the
"capitalist" press (J. A. Wayland), the established press presented a
reality that alternative press editors found repugnant. To these individuals
and their constituents, is a deliberate distortion was being perpetrated on
an uneducated public.

And so, reform and radical editors alike presented other possibilities
(or alternatives) ranging from small cooperatives to an independent third
party to Eugene Debs' call to revolt. They rejected the dominant ideoclogies
of their day, attacked the foundations of extant political reality, and
publicized the comsequences. Each identified the monoliths they would attack,
and kept their readers posted of their progress. They struck out, not
against'industrialization, Eut against the casualties of industrialization.

One way to‘éomparatively examine the four presses as a group is to
return to the framework developed in Chapter One. This empirical conception

was provided to both situate and elaborate the tenets of the alternative
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press. It consists of five points: 1) identification of the press as an
alternative; 2) opposition to then-current political, ecomomic or religious
institutions; 3) attempts to gain a regional or national readership; 4)
integral leadership role of the producer; and 5) lifespan of at least one
year.

1) As seen in Chapter Ome and in the life histories, each editor did
carefully identify the kind of press he would try to provide. Most did this
explicitly in a statement of policy in the first issues, and continued to
redefine this initial statement trhoughout the course of the paper's exis-
tence. The one exception to this was Julius Wayland. He identified himself
only as a "reform editor" although the tone of the Appeal did not long
support this label.

2) Not all these papers rejected the entire order of their day. The
focus of Lucifer was sexual politics from 1886 onward. Lucifer lasted long
enough to undergo substantial changes in orientation. As the free thought
editor of the Valley Falls Liberal and Kansas Liberal, Harman had advocated
"Potal Separation of the State from Supernatural Theology." Later, Lucifer’s
editor pledged to oppose "all religious, political and social systems which
seek to bow men and women...at the feet of Authority'" although the journal
is political battles were limited to protecting the right to an "untrammeled

press." The Progressive Communist, so torn by conflicting philosophies and

personalities, opposed the political and social system by choice of lifestyle
more than rhetoric. As emphasized earlier, by the time the journal was
published, Frey had rejected revolutionary activities as an immediate solu-

tion to social ills. His Progressive Communist, despite its occasionally

strident voice, offended no one.

The Kansas Industrial Liberator and American Non-Conformist did not

couple religion with the economic and political machine as a perpetrator of
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social injustice. Quite the contrary. James Vincent, Sr., as Congregational
minister and Knights of Labor supporter, continued to exert editorial in-
fluence on his two youngest sons, even after his retirement. The Vincent
boys didn't realize that the Knights would be destroyed by their linkage
to "anarchist" opinion. Caught in the thicket of charges themselves after
the Coffeyville bombing, they continued to stand by the grievances the
organization had attempted to address. They vigorously opposed the two
party system and economic inequities suffered by farmer and laborer alike.

J. A. Wayland also spoke to many of the same issues, and supported the revolt
of the farmer until Populists fused with the Democrats in 1896. Although
willing to support much needed reforms, and the immediacy of relief those
_reforma might bring, Wayland believed the ultimate solution of social ills
lay in the overthrow of the capitalist. The next logical step, he believed,
was socialism. In his efforts to publicize the movement, heoften grew irri-
tated with Eugene Debs' efforts to help individual victims of capitalism.
He is reported to have said to Debs, "Every minute you waste on an individual
is at the expense of the greater good you could be doing for all society.
Cut it out and devote your time to the larger movement. Fight the system and
let its victims go to the devil" (Ginger, 1949:294).

3) Three of the four publications here achieved national prominence.

The Progressive Communist was probably mailed to prospective community members

across the country and, aside from community news and description of the
area was not a local organ. Henry Vincent built a subscription list of
20,000 and was encouraged by Populist gains to move to a larger, urban area.
The Non-Con did devote one of its eight pages to local news but was never
aimed at a strictly Kansas audience. Harman published subscription figures

rarely, and then in special supplements that have not been preserved. He did
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indicate before Lucifer's relocation that his largest subscription base was
in Chicago. Again, with the exception of publicizing Liberal league activi-
ties and his own litigations, Harman ignored local news items. J. A. Wayland,
like the Vincent brothers, continually publicized subscription figures, with
the additional information of cost of publication and geographical distri-
bution of his readers. At the time of his death, his Appeal Army numbered
60,000 and several special editions of the Appeal had topped 400,000.

4) Print journalism of the nineteenth century was not the highly
homogenized, mass medium it is today. Insofar as coverage of issues were
concerned, various alternative presses did borrow from their exchanges in an
early kind of wire service, but each bore the distinctive impress of its
editor. The NonCon did not survive after Henry Vincent left when personal
differences with the paper's new management interferred with his editorial
vision. Lucifer was, in the strictest sense, Moses Harman, and died with him.

Once Frey left the Progressive Communist, the entire tenor of the paper

changed. One gets the distinct impression that, had Frey not tried to
operate the paper cooperatively in its first months, his tenacity alone might
have lengthened the tenure of the Communist. Only Julius Wayland's Appeal
survived him, posgibly because of the groundwork Wayland had donme to insure
its success. By the time of his death, editorial powefs had been passed to
Fred Warren, an abler journalist than Wayland.

Part of the longevity of three of these four publications must be
attributed to the editors' ability to make his private troubles of public
concern. Harman's readers helped pay his many legal defemse funds. Wayland
and Warren asked their readers not to contribute to such a fund, but to find

new subscribers for the Appeal instead. In the cases of the NonConm, Lucifer

and the Appeal, in particular the personal live of the producers were inextri-
cably intertwined with the personal history of the publication. The extrem

example of this was Wayland. When it became clear that apersonal attack
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on him would severely damage the Appeal, he took his life.

The history of the alternative presses, and important events bearing on
the lives of their producers, is an incomplete history. One cannot hope to
resolve all questions or ask all the pertinent questions, much less to cover
all materials presented in this press in a limited amount of space. I have
tried to selectively present each paper, and each producer, in the context
in which it came to be. I have tried to capture a sense of the conflict and
change that marked the end of the nineteenth century. While the next chapter
doesn't answer all questions asked, it offers a resolution and a basis for
further work in this area.

The final chapter establishes the alternative press in the realm of the
explicitly sociological. This chapter has presented each press as an entity;
the next, returns that press to the environs of collective behavior and the

sociology of knowledge.



CHAPTER FOUR

OF IDEOLOGIES AND ALTERNATIVES
INTRODUCTION

The alternative press of the nineteenth century, as it functioned as a
critical and educational tool, often ran the risk of creating an "us/them"
dichotomy. This dichotomy was crude but effective; and was probably neces-
sary to rally support warranted by its subordinate position. The historical
"existing order" was and is typified by the established press -- and the
established press did not hesitate to discredit the alternative press when
possible. Both presses tried to unmask the other as "ideological, that is,
false. From the vantage point of the present, however, one cannot help but
note which press has been dismissed as a distortionm.

The historical "existing order", as represented by the established press,
was beginning to wear the cloak of "objectivity" by the turn of the century.
Conversely, the alternative press as interpreted today, if receiving mention,
is construed as "utopian" in the limited semse of that word.

"Utopian" in popular usage means an idealized vision of what could be.

As Mannheim pointed out, however, utopian can also be used discredit a vision.
One can "suppress the validity of the claims of the relative utopia" by
pointing out that such a vision cannot be realized. (The underlying notion
being that existing institutiomnal structures are practically impossible to
transcend.) "This reluctance to transcend the status guo tends toward the
view of regarding something that is unrealizable merely in the given order

as completely unrealizable in any order" (Mannheim, 1936:197). And so, with
the exception of a few theses and dissertationms, the alternative press and its
reaction to and against the "topia" of its time has been largely forgottenm.
How could a journalistic phenomenon of national impact, spurring such acti-

vism, be suppressed by historical omission? A clue has already been given in
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individual case studies of the last chapter, and is related to the way '"facts"
are presented or exposed as falsehoods.

A central contention of Mannheim's "total ideology" under the theory of
ideologies is that the whole of an opponent's thought can be unmasked as
false. As mentioned, this is precisely the tactic the alternative press, as
a body, used to undermine the power, and the louder voices, of respresenta-
tives of the existing power structure. This did not exempt alternative press
editors from producing a press that could be attacked on ideological grounds.
They did not pretend otherwise. The alternative press presented a particular
kind of reality, openly based on values, feelings, and the hope that a more
just society was within the grasp of human capabilities during that parti-
cular historical epoch. I quote again the charge of Kansas liberals:
"...(W)e hope to live long enought to see..."our own native land" become in
deed and in truth what it has never fully been -- the Land of the Free, as
well as the home of the True and the Brave..."

The established press, in treating such publications, seldom deemed a

serious appraisal necessary. For example, Manford's Magazine commented on

Harman's Kansas Liberal,

The whelps [Harman and Walker]...should be at once put where
they cannot practice the deviltry they so delight in. They are
the enemies of society and should be cast out. What has fair
Kansas done that it shoudl be cursed with such creatures within
its borders? We need not say that this fiendish paper is atheis-
tic to the backbone (quoted in Kansas Liberal, June 4, 1883).

And the Denver Daily Republican wrote of Wayland's coverage of the trial of

Moyer and Haywood,

An anarchistic paper is published down in Kansas that appeals
to the passions of the ignorant and hesitates at no misstatement
or twisting of the facts to excite animousity toward the indus-
trious and successful...To this publication the arrest of Moyer
and Heywood has proved a regular gold mine (quoted in Appeal to
Reason, January 26, 1907).
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These two quotes illustrate the kind of fire drawn from more politically
conservative presses. 'Anmarchistic,” "atheistic" and "fiendish paper" are
inflammatory qualifiers. 'Misstatement of the facts'" gets at the heart of
the matter. The question becomes again, as Mannheim stated it, '"What is
really real?" Or in this case, how are the facts represented? What and how
are the facts chosen? How is the status quo best maintained?

To its contemporaries in publishing, the alternative press was at once
ideological (false and "twisted"), and utopian (unrealistic). The established
press reflected the concerns of legislators and judges who attempted to
suppress the vision expressed in alternative publications by launching attacks
on its editors. In three of the four papers I examined, a blatant attempt
was made to cause bankruptcy of this press. In the short term, for both the

Non-Conformist and for Julius Wayland, these attempts were fatal. In the

long run, a kind of historical "moral bankruptcy' has successfully fooled
subsequent generations. When men like Theodore Roosevelt (who once suggest-
ed Eguene Debs and other radical leaders be shot) are deified (Ginger, 1949:
191); when men and women of vision like Wayland, Harman, Lillian Harman and
Lillie D. White pass into obscurity, it becomes painfully clear who and what
determines the basis of "truth" in a given area.

This is not a particularly profound observation. It is certainly not a
new one. Rather, this extended preamble ig provided to prepare the reader
for a reexamination of the alternative press in theoretical context. As
indicated, this chapter brings the promise of a resolution and a more expli-
citly sociological accounting of the altermative press. I begin by returning
to the press as a component of a social movement, and conclude by attempting
to resolve the competing strains of "ideological™ and "utopian" thought

represented in it.
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THE ALTERNATIVE PRESS AS A COMPONENT OF SPECIFIC SOCIAL MOVEMENTS
Earlier, I proposed that the alternative press could be wvisualized as
bridging the gap between an intellectual movement on one hand, and indivi-
duals on the other. The predominant movements of which the four Kansas
publications were supportive were (in chronological order): wutopian socialism

(Progressive Communist), sex radicalism (Lucifer), the Farmer's Alliance and

the People's Party (American Non-Conformist), and socialism (Appeal to Reason).

At this point, it is helpful to review again the components of specific social
movements following Blumer (1969).

A reform movement advocates limited, structural changes in the existing
system. Because it tends to uphold idealized tenets of society, it is often
able to develop a sympathetic public through existing channels of communi-
cation. In contrast, a revolutionary movement calls into question the entire
social order. Rather than developing a base of public opinion, the leaders
of a revolutionary movement seek converts to put into practice the new
values advocated by such a movement. These are the two extremes.

The publications dealt with in this study are not so easily categorized.
All of the editors seem to have conducted their papers following Hobsbawn's
observation that every movement undergoes the pull of reformism and revolu-
tionism at different times (Hobsbawn, 1959:11-12). For example, although
Waylgnd considered himself socialist, he editorially supported Populist re=-
forms for five years and expressed deep disappointment when one of the last

Populist papers, the Representative of Minneapolis, ceased publication

(Appeal, January 31, 1903). The populist movement was primarily a reform-
oriented movement, but as noted, it drew Western radicals to its ranks.
Preceding populism an eastern-based form of socialism known as nationalism
had attracted many agrarian radicals before losing its identity in the

People's party (Destler, 1944). This example illustrates the processual
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nature of social movements, the difficulty of separating out one movement
from another, and the continuity of thought.

The populist movement was remarkably effective, as seen, in electing
legislators throughout the Midwest to represent economic interests of
farmers. It was based on "home and hearth" -- that is, on the agrarian
economy of the small family farm. However, the populists rapidly lost
support when the party endorsed the Democratic candidate in 1896. The
willingness of farmers to redress grievances, however, was a lesson not lost
on socialists of the later 19th century. In 1911, Warren urged through the
Appeal that readers be mindful of the possible base of support to be found
in farm communities,

History has proved that the farmers are the most revolution-
ary class in the nation when once aroused. The whole strength
of republican insurgency is among the western farmers. Insur-
gency 1s simply revolt without a program. The farmer who is an
insurgent can be made a Socialist, because Socialism is the

remedy for the disease which produced insurgency (January 21,
1911). (emphasis in original)

Many farmers, struggling to stay ahead of the bank, did support the
Appeal and its program (although some questioned the idea of public owner-
ship). Socialism, in the face of rapid industrialization, was a way for the
farmer to support the same kinds of aims he had worked for a decade earlier,
even if thase aims were situated in a different context. Thus, those who
had supported a reform movement turned to a movement of revolutionary intent
with little hesitation.

Historians might blanch at the way Populism is quickly dismissed, and
its adherents summarily reorganized as socialists. Of course this is an
over-simplification. Such simplification does not invalidate the usefulness

of the concepts and the dialectic of "reform" and "revolt" but points to the
difficulty of arriving at the following conclusions. Generally, Lucifer

and the Non-Conformist supported the aims of reform-oriented movements
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although each exhibited components of revolutionary thought. The Appeal and

the Progressive Communist supported more basic ans systemic changes although

in a very different fashion. Let me support this contention by briefly
examining each publication, and each movement, individually.

William Frey, by his own testimony, cam not to advocate revolutionary
violence. He chose to put into practice the tenets of a revolution tha; he
could see, in a limited fashion, come to fruition. The purpose of the

Progressive Communist was explicitly to win new, ideologically-compatible

converts and to elucidate the principles of progressive communism. Unlike
Wayland, Frey did not challenge institutional precepts outright. The ideas
advocated by Frey and the progressive communists would surface two decades
later in Wayland's Ruskin experiment and in Debs' proposal through the
Social Democratic party to colonize the West.

Wayland, after the failure of Ruskin, was franmkly skeptical of such
attempts to either infiltrate the system slowly or to be isolated from it.
The socialist movement, for Wayland, was one of revolutionary possibilities.
He had no patience with reforms or other "plute traps" used to ensnare the
gullible and desperate (Appeal, January 26, 1906). As Debs wrote,

There are many tactical differences among Socialists...but

these are...all secondary to the great revolutionary issue it-

self, of overthrowing capitalism, abolishing wage slavery and

establishing a true democracy instead of the false one that now

exists in name only. Upon that aim and end they are all agreed

and such differences as divide them now are perhaps necessary as

the only means of developing a sound and scientific propaganda

for the revolutionary movement (Appeal, 1912).
Neither Debs nor Wayland stopped short of advocating revolutionary vialence
if warranted by the opposition. However, as Ginger (1949) notes, Debs' call
for socialists to arm themselves was always a last resort and stayed in the
realm of therhetorical. Wayland was an avowed pacifist.

Moses Harman's involvement with the sex radicals, and his identification

of himself as an anarchist, make it more difficult to classify Lucifer in
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line with a reform movement. Earlier, I wrote, "Lucifer-was aligned with a
revolutionary movement, but a revolution of limited scope." What the later
sex radicals advocated -- autonomistic marriage and open dialogue about
sexual matters -- was certainly seen as revolutionary at that time. It
might be more accurate to identify Harman personally as a revolutionary, and
the sex radical movement as reformist in intent. The sex radicals offered
an alternative to the institution of marriage and attempted to influence
public opinion. By the time of Harman's death, as has been shown, the esta-
blished press had taken up discussion of divorce, marriage and human sexuality.

Insofar as their politics were concerned, the Vincent brothers were more
articulate than Harman. Populism has already been discussed in the light of
economic and political reforms. The populists were able to develop a very
strong organizational base, but unfortunately, the reforms advocated by the
People's party were essentially bound in conserving a rapidly fading economic
order. In limiting their program of change, the Populists ultimately faced
defeat. Although Henry Vincent did not state it in so many words, the prob-
lem he identified was that of structured economic inequality. Significantly,
the social problem (and not the specific program) governed his later

activities after leaving the Non-Conformist in the hands of wealthy farmers.

Despite the different movements with which these editors were aligned,
each chose not to work through existing institutions. In each individual
instance, as should be clear by now, some structural change was urged, at the
very least, in the extant system. The established press, both maintained by
and helping to maintain that system, did not provide the outlet for dissemi-
nation of movement beliefs. This brings discussion back to the content of the
alternative press -- the form and the presentation of beliefs and values.

Was the alternative press ideological or utopian? By what definition?
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FORMS OF THOUGHT AND THE ALTERNATIVE PRESS

This effort has attempted to examine particular modes of thought as
expressed through the alternative press and tied to a particular social-
historical. epoch. Mannheim distinguished between the socioclogy of knowledge
as involved with this kind of effort, and the theory of ideoldgies. "The
study of ideologies has made it its task to unmask the more or less conscious
deceptions and disguises of human interest groups...The sociology of know-
ledge is concerned not so much with distortions due to a deliberate effort
to deceive as with the varying ways in which objects present themselves to
the subject according to the differences in social settings" (Mannheim, 1936:
265). As indicated (and onpain of redundancy), both alternative and esta-
blished presses attacked one another on the grounds of the theory of ideologies.
However, under the total conception of ideology, the word refers to the per-
spective of the thinker. It does not take on a pejorative connotation in the
realm of thé sociology of knowledge (1936:266), one reason I have used the
term so freely when discussing belief structures of each editor and paper.

Again, the problem of categorization rears its head. Certainly the
kin of publication I have examined did not contribute to "the maintenance of
the existing order' (Wirth, 1936:23). But neither did these papers succeed,
in full measure, in "transforming the existing historical reality into one
in more accord with their own conceptioms" (1936:196). I would argue this:
insofar as each of these papers offered radical pﬁssibilities and urged
change be effected; insofar as they succeeded in attracting covert and overt
attacks by representatives of the existing order, they not only expressed a
relative utopianism but aroused a fear that that relative utopia might be
realized in fact.

"A gtate of mind is utopian when it is incongruous with the state of

reality in which occurs" (Mannheim, 1936:196). William Frey, Moses Harman,
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Henry Vincent and J. A. Wayland each opposed the mainstream intellectual
current of their time. But this, in and of itself, did not make their
thought, as minifested in their publications, utopian. Again, according to
Mannheim, not every state of mind which 'departs from reality" can be con-
sidered utopian. He clarifies the concept further. "Only those orientations
transcending reality will be referred to...as utopian which, when they pass
over into conduct, tend to shatter, either partially or wholly, the order of
things prevailing at that time" (1936:196). This formulation is specific.
"The order of things prevailing at that time" refers not to changes buried
in retrospect, changes that we from our historical position are unable to
perceive or changes that appear on the surface to have been epheral. Each
of these publications, (with the possible exception of the Progressive
Communist) and certainly each of these individual lives, did produce change.
To observe that the radical elements in populism succumbed to reformis does
not negate the tremendous strides made by that movement. To pontificate on
the failure of the Progressive Community is to ignore the longevity of the
ideal of a society of small cooperatives. It is too easy, and historically
naive, to point to the failures and ignore the small successes. But it is too
optimistic, as well as inaccurate, to believe that these presses, or their
producers, were able to effect major structural changes. Therein lies the
problem. What legacy was left us by the alternative press -- that is, what
does it mean today? What can these individual lives and concerted efforts
teach us?

It is important to note that none of these individuals promoted change
for the sake of change. Each believed what he worked towards was realizable,
if not inevitable. Their "wish-images" were firmly rooted in their histori-
cal epoch, borne out in their own conduct and to some extent, the conduct of

thelr readers.
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Every period carries the promise of change and individuals who resist
the dominant ideology of that period for moral and political reasons. The
alternative press does not leave behind a dated but effective method of
"propagandizing" as Julius Wayland might have protested. Rather, the alter-
native press offers an historical blueprint for cultural resistance. In
better understanding its successes and failures, its gains and losses, we .
can better understand ourselves.

The alternative press, its purpose and indeed its very existencé, was/is
predicated on a very different world view than that of established presses.
The alternative press today is perhaps the only voice in a sea of media which
recognizes that the "gatekeeping" function of print and electronics has
become another form of cultural, social and political hegemony. Once the
province of court intelligensia, today's sedating electronicnmiséprimiug
consumerism, and presenting an interpretation of reality (news) 1is provided
by media.

Cultural hegemony can only be affected when extant political reality is
fairly stable -- it requires a consensus. The concept, as developed by
Antonio Gramsci, meant that one group (political class) had persuaded other
social classes to take its moral, political and social values as their own
(Joll, 1978:129). If successful, this involves the-miuimum use of force.
The perpetuation of hegemony, then, becomes an important function of media.
The medium relays the message.

The "normal" exercise of hegemony in the area which has
become classical, that of the parliamentary regime, is charac-
terised by the combination of force and consensus which vary
in their balance with each other...Thus if tries to achieve
that force should appear to be supported by the agreement of
the majority, expressed by the so-called organs of public

opinion -- newspapers and associatioms... (Gramsci quoted in
Joll, 1978:129) [emphasis added]

Only in periods of crisis does hegemony fragment: no one group is able
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to obtain the consensus enabling it to govern. This was the situation in

the United States during the latter part of the nineteenth century until .
after World War I - the potential for a shift of power was present, presumably
for a government of force (1978:129-130). The balance of political power

may be in the process of shifting today.

The independent press in its numerous forms -- insurgent, alternative,
community -- is the lone combatant speaking out in the public interest against
not only cultural, social and moral hegemony but media hegemony as well.

The example of the earlier efforts examined here becomes evenmore important

because the alternative press, if not yet subverted, is not confined to

historicity.
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NOTES

Chapter One

lGreer’s (1949) study of American social reform movements acknowledges
a similar, although more extended, time frame for such movements. The first
portion of his text deals with the period 1886 to 1917. 1In focusing on
general social movements, as opposed to "heightened interest in reform"”, his
thesis is not dissimilar to Malin's.

2The Wyandotte Constitutions was the fourth and final such attempt to
enter the Union. Previous attempts had included the Topeka constitution
(1855), the LeCompton constitution (1857), and the Leavenworth constitution
(1858).

3Sources differ on the actual length of the underground press era.
Most credit the Village Voice (1955 to present) as the innovator and founding
father; but offset sheets seem to have peaked during that period 1967-1970,
termed the "age of paranoia" by those who were there (Rolling Stome, 1972).

4Again, the reader is referred to Glessings' (1970) work. The underground
press of the 1960s is perhaps as well known for its graphic challenges as its
intended offense to the canons of journalism. Interestingly, some of the
products of the underground press have been compared to yet another period in
journalism's history -- the "yellow" press.

5"W'nat remains dubious, however, is whether a simple "general" theory
can structure the pertinent data for all times and places; the attempt may
result in the superimposition of theory upon reality" (Cahnman and Boskoff,
1964:13).

6The distinction is very old. Hobsbawn (1959:11) traces it to Joachim
of Fiore (1145-1202) who separated the "region of justice" (regulation of
social relations in an imperfect society) from the "reign of freedom" (or
the perfect society).

7Hobsbawn (1959:11-12) can be called upon for clarification. He wrote:
"In practice, every man...and every social movement undergoes the pull of
both reformism and revolutionism, and with varying strength at different
times. Except at the rare moments just preceding or during profound crises
and revolutions, the most extreme revolutionaries must also have a policy
about the existing world in which they are obliged to live. Conversely, the
hope of a really good and perfect society is powerful, that its ideal haunts
even those who have resigned themselves to the impossibility of changing
either the 'world' or 'human nature', and merely hope for lesser reforms and
the correction of abuses. Between these two extremes [reform and revolution]
a wider position of positions may be occupied.”
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gAs an interesting side note, see Lazarsfeld and Merton's (1948) essay

on the function of the established press. They contend the press as a "mass"
medium acts more as a maintenace institution than as a "pervasive social
force." The contention here, of course, is that the alternative press inten-
tionally tried to become a force for social change.

Chapter Two

lThe “conventional debate'" is not unknown in sociology. See, for
example, Nisbet's Sociology as an Art Form (1976). A more general treatment
is Snow's discussion of the two cultures -- the culture of art and the
culture of science (in Matson, 1966). :

zAs an example of an historically "naive'" concept, Mannheim cites the
technical historical use of utopia, similar to the Utopia of Thomas More.
"It is not our intention to deny the utility of such individually descriptive
concepts as long as the objective is the comprehension of the individual
elements in history. We do deny...that this is the only approach tc histori-
cal phenomenon" (1936:201).

3Gottschalk's (1963) distinction was used earlier. Generalization in
history, he notes, is similar to "science", recomstruction in history, akin
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APPENDIX A

LUCIFER's "AWFUL LETTERS'

The texts of Markland and 0'Neill letters are partially reproduced below.
They appeared in Lucifer's colummns (respectively) on June 18, 1886 and
February 14, 1890. Moses Harman's first indictment came to center on the
Markland letter. Eventually, he was jailed for having published both.
0'Neill's letter is a delayed response to Dr. Markland. Both men were
proanarchist physicians, who, in the tradition of many Victorian sex radi-
cals, both idealized women and rejected the wisdom of the times that sexual-

ity be coupled with ignorance.

ANOTHER "AWFUL" ;ETTER
[Dudes, prudes and statute moralists had better not read this letter. --ED]

EDS. LUCIFER: To-day's mail brought me a letter from a dear lady’
friend, from which I quote and query:

"About a year ago F gave birth to a babe, and was severely tron by
the use of instruments in incompetent hands. She has gone through three
operations and all failed. I brought her home and had Drs. and

operate on her, and she was getting along nicely until last night, when her
husband came down, forced himself into her bed and the stitches were torn
from her healing flesh, leaving her in a worse condition that ever. I don't
know what to do."

Now, Searlites: ''Laws are made for the protection of life, person and
.property."

Will you point to a law that will punish this brute?

Was his conduct illegal? The marriage license was a permit of the
people at large given by their agent for this man and woman--a mere child--
to marry.

Marry for what? Business? That he may have a housekeeper? He could
legally have hired her for that. Save one thing, is there anything a man
and woman can do for each other which they may not legally do without marrying?

Is not that onme thing copulation? Does the law interfere in any other
relations of service between the sexes?

What is rape? Is it not coition with a woman by force, not having a
legal right?
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Can there be legal rape? Did this man rape his wife? Would it have
been rape had he not been married to her?

Does the law protect the person of woman in marriage? Does it protect
her person out of marriage?

Does not the question of rape turn on the pivot of legal right regard-
less of consequences!

If a man stabs his wife to death with a knife, does not the law hold
him for murder?

If he murders her with his penis, what the law do?

If the wife, to protect her life, stabs her husband with a knife, does
the law hold her guiltless?

Can a Czar have more absolute power over a subject than a man has over
the genitals of his wife?

Is it not a fearful power? Would a kind considerate husband feel
robbed, feel his manhood emusculated, if deprived of this legal power?

Does the safety of society depend upon a legal right which none but the
coarse, selfish, ignorant, brutal, will assert and exercise?

If 'marriage is a civil contract,' has the female partner a legal right
to "twenty-five dollars" of the firm's money to purchase the civil consent
of CIVILIZED LAW, to a civilized dissolution of said contract?

Why charge one dollar to get into the show and "twenty-five" to get out?
Why not reverse it?

Does "conjugal fidelty" depend upon a "Be it enmacted?”

Does chastity, honor, truth, love, justice, homesty, purity, depend upon
"an act to define, regulate and enforce" the said virtues?

If "love is taken as the only guide there will be no trouble"” says
A.J.S. 1Is there any necessity, then, in such cases, of a legal guide?

If the legal bond is recognized, is love the only bond? ('guide")
I1f there is no "love guide" in a case, what is the legal guide?

Is not consistency a jewel, competency another, truthfulness another,
honesty another?

Is a person whose moral horizon is bounded by statute law a safe
citizen, entitled to confidence in preserving the aforesaid jewels?

.Has freedom gender?

Will some archist, or semi-archist, please tell the mother quoted above,
"what to do?"

Sherwood, Tenn. W. G. MARKLAND
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O'NEILL LETTER

...I often recall to mind the question I once saw discussed in a book
for Catholic priests, on the Hearing of Confessions: viz, as to what penance
should be imposed on a man for insisting on putting his private organ in his
wife's mouth. A woman once came to me with her mouth and throat full of
chancres (venereal ulcers) caused by her husband's doing as above indicated.
There seems to be no limit to the brutality and bestiality of many men.

Mr. F. of Wyoming wrote me for advice concerning a disease resembling
syphilis and scrofula, but he never had coition with a woman: always with
sheep, pigs, mares, etc., all his life. He was aged 48.

Mr. P.C. of California wrote asking if I could cure him of an insatiable
appetite for human semen; he is a rich man; all his family (grown up men and
women) suck each other's private parts in the presence of each other. He
himself goes roaming all over the country trying to find men to allow him to
"suck them off" as he says. He wrote me about it two years ago. He says he
inherited this fearful legacy from his father...

With regard to the prevention of conception, there is not a physician
who does not give advice how to do that everyday in the week. Many medical
journals contain full instruction as to use of sponges, injection, etc.
See, for instance, the Columbus (Ohio) Medical Journal for February, 1889
(last year) and numerous others. Yet they are not prosecuted. Why?

I desire to enter my stern protest against the maliscious persecutions

of yourself and your associated by the enemies of freedom...

Reprinted from Hal D. Sears, The Sex Radicals (Lawrence, KS: The Regents
Press of Kansas) 1977, p. 110-111.




APPENDICES: B, C, D, E, F,

FASCIMILE OF PAPERS

(Photos courtesy of the Kansas State Historical Society)



ILLEGIBLE

THE FOLLOWING
DOCUMENT(S) ARE
ILLEGIBLE DUE TO THE
PRINTING ON THE ORIGINAL
BEING CUT OFF

THIS IS AS RECEIVED FROM
THE CUSTOMER AND IS THE
BEST POSSIBLE IMAGE
AVAILABLE

ILLEGIBLE



il3

‘1Y vy Fajaagiaq ‘mquy 01310191p wp1 g
PUY AUV PSS JOU PIROM INQ ‘WA
ojjuuywan oyy ydopu @ gy “Lpoq jo Judw
-ugue {yjvaq u spavano) mmixosdde 0y
‘m1910a1x0 ev eapsindas Raajarang Juyy
“WW INOYI M ‘SUON|PUODd 1IN0 m dpgnwd
«110D ¥} OV 19) 8U ‘GUIqUIATW IN|) [T Juotu
weeenud uv 8§ 35 ‘oonduvud uy puv
fteopefyd aqy #p 31 0dudpadoad oy dauy
PInoge danjwa ano jJo 1vd Luw jo Juowm
-lofarap ayy J; 1wqy Oyujueun 303j1ad
% Ljavaun L1aa sum 21913 puv ! posEndsp
Usaq Sy uONWINP ‘NN JO I WPIBMND)
parodap Apenopawd oq sww syyinoyl
ano Jey) os ‘Ajjuivy ) IV JO AMI[A
oYy uIvd] 09 EIP M YoM N0 PPafqne
¥ 00|08 midquUIdWI OYY JO DuO ‘suojroad
vum oyl ‘oywqap L1ag uvy) 0w U

Ivjd0e 30) sFujjaom Juuasd fepung Suy

“ANI UDI] JAVY O BWOY INO JO 101D
“up vyy 03 edunyd da ‘spuadpy) Sw taoy
WERD UL HIWMO M
0] 1waj [ en{ 9q 0) gaji M JUIWMPLIAIP
:.:-.6:3.: u .....v::._.:: _.:.?u piwm

L R

JO 1uem 10) ‘gpquieqed 1% pup 8101138
AN YW ‘KAIDYONq  pu ‘sdpraddvel
‘WOLLIAqMNNE PIIM Jno Jo fuvw {oayy
2P N4 *NNSUNVY JO RININVAG EININU )
Jo qanuwt 2ovyap (juo jou ‘spaay Aupzwid
INO 0 oudq Ay 105 C‘spAunymmang
23wa vy noag-opnuad dupuds pue vy a1 |,
333y padoerdp sjduy duo 10j— punojy aq o3
#] 1] UBA—PUB[POVM IY) 01 JIPUPM 31D
AW upes uy  jAINu3q e e squiy] peap
‘Yovoadde 2vau v mwo '3 Ja1In 03 pIrug
3 pInoye | vy ‘vupe Jnq tedavap (enopd
Nouyy ddoy papunos qiym—auydvwg pnoy
10 ‘piund uo Aupuaes w—yuo JawIue
¥ VpuuIe Juune 18N 3y o ‘aroqy
*SIVWYD D00 DOS
uj sy {jasuauy 8w I o) (A1) 00 Op
A4 WYY 08 ‘anopq opady w 10) Supradnd
00 240 RI[US D1 MDY M ‘YINOR DY Wway |
-lenen ‘az0d1q ejui v vivae w) d10y |,
“Juis Jou svwa
£aq1 1wy ‘mpd muaw s udapiyd Wy 19pun
s1PPrIq 0D davpl vy Sugod v Saf I
PO IRANOWG N0 U0 BIL[ININ0 NOLY) DM

P L R -y - o8a

- greye.

‘aud0q I3q uwd oee #qL
‘103 ¥
geop Jnyqman 3m q3aomige ‘fine eng
jeaaal -u:a._ 20119 ) ISUAIN INO0) W |
¢ ‘3511 Jupsd
-amnb 2qy 10 Suigaawds s AP ee0y Y
‘12218
12n1> oYy moay Fujjodar Irlau YIvF
_ aJux
s, w0231ns 31} v JAppNYs pav Jujiqe B

‘auzoq 3q {wm sduiqy NV
‘niome 8}
1) [N, —OWj) MO 81y 8390090 qive(
‘gdju
310w pud ino sBupq Lpoq 10 [nos J0
ayov Jo upud suw ) yonw uonsnd |
|21p 10m
pus 1agne Lvm gy I3 yonui Mol
| ywa1q j0n
194 pus 1¥aq 19N jway 3y) yonua moff
*ADNES AINANOTS AH

-HINVUMANG
S

9 ON £

 Sieipn 4

QIRI

AV 'Ry

SNYM

ﬂ LINAKKKOOD dAISSHNDOUA

‘T 105

.

"ALIN4ILVHA GNV 3d1Lsar

ESINQWNO) FAXSSHUNONA FHX

G/8T @unf ‘1STUNWWO) DATSS21301g JO STIWISOEY

:q XTpuaddy



114

-sng oyl A9y ey Joquuowos o gy
“£11avg)) Jo a0 201309 penave)
eAvi| oM yuryz op  Cen vanfuy 0y A1y
Loy v suopundas euossul agon)
wj woy) esnfey o) £5) qon op ey
“eonvadug pue £1je3|q jo ‘oypds
Jo suopgyxe fped yone soy L8190
JMN VY Jou Op BAy  PInOD oM )
9yd)a jo osuye wuba 1o Jo "
-y eapdap jon plans opy  om
“I919Y jo1t 0P OM mpvjNUO|INY Y

«ul 119 8) Juy) puw

'DILYNI'T uood

100 uv o] 2433 03
I v sy ey Y wv quyyy | cen
oy pantso] oaviy Layy) mony fawy
Juii s puv Juvaondyoaw Loy, o
-oud 0BIN) JO0 J912VINYD 01} 8] JUY M
M BRIV puv 'ejuidr ‘saop
‘fowon Cwyndwipuowe  veoy  Aq
no podupyuy oq pnos esuvEEnos
Jo siqdp ewoym opload jo spuyy
oMy DAV DIONL,, :Buifes sw po
-110doa 5| uopIn)|Isnog) oY) 03 Juom
-puamy  wupspy)  poscdoad ey
Jo Aupyvods up ‘spavapqg -agp “aoy
«w100deas 0) punoy,. veim on uy s
Joaeyjogp-pony oy epyByyp enbs 0y
Wiy vgoym | '0ousy) Jo wopduyy,,
o) wody JEenng) ue—~Ljjeorpsuo|y
[¥a0]y )0 1908 ¥ B8 [DpYuj U epIukod
ANE|U UPSLIND XOpOY)L0 oY ],

1" panapive )
‘11g ynduy 10y fay 0y Ljdoyg

ST

1921v014 oY) w1 Juypy ' Spnooag
‘puy 2 oo Jo wope
-siuwoo o) 0y pasoduipard pujw
‘® 114 puw £puq poasvasip pus yuam
v a Bugoq nvtuny Jnpjouv pros
o) cjuy puas 0y—jo juaand oy
ous0391 09 30M 73 9]} 39w eyy uodn
1orpug veo sno Luw ey Linfuy 10
-19343 oy 1Ay 2 £10100m jeufule
Mwuioo awe Jupeq uvuy Luw jerp
owjio Jeuaad oy) e WAL el
: wuopsanb osow
oM} JO ouO X% 0] ‘W] popudyuy
o1jy puokaq ey papuv)xv Apuase o
-}11¥ RV JO HOEERDUUD U} B0 MOV
-Afojoay g, jo (Juiajuvy o-youl)
HIUY] SAjEmOp puw wgp M) L4 jo
prajeug ‘ewmyy, (v jo evnopodxgy oy
uosvayy Jo i awepd puv
apu oand oy up *Apipuws pue £pupy
‘Apapv) ‘Spuevoy—possnas (] pov pe
-eevaue) A Enosoyy oq plep vjoya
2147 191 “pvedus eat 0ondy puv { oany
-wu vapanposdey enep Jo venqy
aq) 07 puw ee() M3 ap 03 3w
-quj0s YU U) we Yonu 08 juowmpiud
ap on ny puv ‘Bujjjopowar spesu
oIy 1v120g JO olqu) ejoya oy,
joN {ve £jponuydiue on ‘ono doy
27804 w ORU) OM Oy & ‘esdnd
S04 ] WNWA|] JO JN)  0V)--WI0jey]
Jo vsunys oy pausio) yund sreqjo
191 ‘Swe puv By o) Jo peap) smoad
om eye swmspodeaq] pwesdsojs o)
Jo eanppuudapul N0 IN0 PeAI|YIN
oAul OM Osnusoyg ! otom 0dH()

(Z8Z “W-d) Teaeqy] sesuey Jo I[TUISIE]

[vj209 puyoq pajonaajue L dnone
0o0] ‘poyvos Ajdaapr 0oy 8y Lieaw|g oy
-somo(] Copqeopesadag £j10n oaw
smeja Jnok ang  Syqnop ow Ssoayy,
uj g¥none JuMa 0w mpEONIIOqY
wok,, ‘pive unoyy KLeyj, ‘opdoad
MOJIIVTO AUV 01 |NjRIER)EIP AI0A
BUM L10AW|g WD Y JO Juofine vy)
Jo uopupBs oyy ‘offw eavol Auvw
100 ‘s jenf ! npdjenpui(y Ajjuon
i 81 oufque ojoqa ey opdood
puol Auviu 01 19Y) MOuY [[VA O A
‘1§ vyemjadaed puv aoys0)
o) Ajonjoequ swaoe Jujloneep jo
PUOIRE] HUNVZ|AD W1opOUL INO pPuw
l0AwD puv Joroy oY) JO saNuavs oAy
qupsd oy—sonpdroqe ey Juoww
peyspanoy g ‘paionoy - omy],
8} wepjodsop ey ‘Genyv sy,
‘Jiov)] 02Uy BY) Jo 2IUL
19X oY) sudjuaayy puw ‘Liea|)y
Pl Jo eaponpoxd sp esudogy
popdqun up jopr 03 pojjpmaed
hoym 104 ‘penpiajpug oy jo sren
-pldey oyy 0y ooaBop qeeydyy o) uy
0A10NPNOS §] uoevaa pousjyBjue jo
josuoo oy sopun jdoy voga yaya
poe  ‘poyemjedsod oq joun pruos
991 ) Y UM noyim ‘pansng
e N ® wmedy £)1951a 9)] seajaep
pus wj wiBjs0 )] By 3| oppUM Ju)
mspodedp Yy "uwws jJo 0w ey)
pPeeno Jaaw quty) swepiodaegy jJo ysy
‘puayg 1sow ‘ons) 0w ‘Inpanp
oW ‘JRANNeR] 04} JO ONO JYYIEUD

jsjiow oy pofuo|uyd puw japunug

BUCPIPUIOY JUINUHNN AY PIUIRVLM
Prv pasiduug] Jon @) J) Wy 0as
wnul oAy CWwapea ] 1o nopenby
oyp) up nefijeod (vuiton i [RInjeL s)|
Peatl|y B JU)OU) R IE PN B1Y)
191) 11 0] 09N IHNIN DA—NIAD BINUD |
-X0 PUANPUOD 8)] DINEND O)— AN}
Lipuvmny oroaduny o), Coprrp wum
MY d0 HnumIng) POQIVD WBjqel )
xa|duiof) Jpous 19 JO U N[Og o)
ojny m10jue 191 Jopug Juvpsoduly
ow oy Spuopuossnuty ‘nopeonh
nonia ‘e ‘poowsatjlop Jo uwon
“onng ) ou() VY CAMjjou pu
ojpa 8y) YIIM wpHag 0w pupnely
JO UOHPNOI O JU HONBIOYRNY
o1]) A0) BOWDYI O|qIENOG JY ‘1Ol
Iy v e teonenbee pogdog v ke
saolopnayl 1] Yraed sy uoitn eves
uwLMy 013 JO Q2Ud)NIXY 0Y) Hda0
puv ss0aBoa g oaminy oyy Jo sadoy
oq) [|u 19ed  ‘sepofy pue Oj| M Jo
S11ovdeo suy g ‘nemopy vodn v
moye o) Juomniis on epasu 9]
‘nodsay) Jugiwos) 10ue s on 24y3
07 spuepyy ino xuv Lpdwgw ea Ing
{uojsanasip  o1) uoidn fpajene)xa
20jua 03 ssodosd mou Jun woop pus
“oafyne ey) no gpIl| INA PLee 195 e
SN CIVRHMIT] Oy, 0AO4u DY) 93|
Ampuoy v yiga agppae Laese diys
siepuos jeotu ) palonydey ou
owoven e vBuoljy s uswWopy pus
sy e nuwo Ay Jo noppeanb ey y,

‘URwWOoMp J40) puv

woq oM 1CUM

1D xTpuaddy

-ap 03 Jaom Hon

outos Joj Sugniuak pus v Jaitwe u]
yEROIN) SHLUY [0 Jopual

i 1IN tEaopual Jupuagad sk 2af]
L mopd pue s Joad op

cfa0d 8 Bujuaom SHIL MBNoY) 210G 4y
ATl papfjhain

139N JO UJUJUNONE DJUIG ¥ ] JaEY

-gauy aey u|

Hujupye » sopuspls Hupsawdans v aavjpuy
ool Kjuasuag o

qawany Juy *Bujjuoy Jo jpu) syrouted Jopg

taled puw

soydosoqyl Joj uouudud

Jo Kvsydyy ey dn Hugmed s] oy (0]
w1V 20) W3 L. o) po
aodes Kjesaadxe pv (g sny tiduy
-uany Kvpuug ‘uopnq) peppls g
Al 810)aq ‘008paedy] LG U} wior]
muowjuay @ B Ky pasdAN] WO

‘ugpmopy  Jaymeo) oy

) ¥ Supu ) CIVHAUL) HYH
-NYY M) @) (TERTRETITIL LT L
aspmaanju 10 sreugsg 10y v AER
“wheifyne
WY uo SUSREIUNINWOD $JjAu} oM.t

aply trosTnmtne Rl tapuom X ¢ ¢

Qg auak oue ‘Adud ougy
B LR RY

.§_>.wwm-|.._..._.¢<‘= : AUTIVA

‘NVRUVIEN

TATHARGR] adueriun,j

“IVIAIIT SYSNV A 1L

& 'ON

= S g —_— ..

Wl N 'V

.
|

L0 'SVENVYY ‘STIVA ANTIVA

1 10A

puv way 1w wof mvyp oyy 040faq figipunbyr 9949,

Y T

'$91)0dOUO [ OU—SAIPA() 4O SISSV]) PIDIPUILE] ON U0
[ Clisojooyp amppuwaadng wodf qmg 2y Jo uonmundag w0




115

O R LT R T R TR T R TR E XY T -._- 1
waappouad o M..r_.. P By UM h..x-_..-.._u
) il uf AP PaapEned an_-.——
AN AR Popups soplppepad oy
JU aNBA (Uan OV, WOPIRIIPEU0D 0D
—jaas Ju & w ‘opdluad o o) aou
Apapasdmnsd wren o i o Ay
PAsFRAlXG Wuap] DI} JO DGy PRAPDIIA
T2 Fua Sanbdag ing g, 40 w s
W Up Qwnd ey) Ny pue | Cpeidgyy
puu ey Poafijns spy a0y asuthy B
SN Supupvg Ew) anog] wadlg) ae
IV DAL W B ey jo ikl
a1 an) e puv Cleplag asu peaagr) o)
PouIn)es nunkag P pavien D Aogu Gagg,
.._.,_p_.:. LU I |
- o m s

A paniijued ag o)

M
“aprissod 12A0209m ayitis Jo ano
Al D I WDVNDLAY | EuE]D U
YRIS pInoE e Jut . Bf vLpsnp
“saaiopluny Ay [T
-daws oot auj aav wadsoptdma fuey
OV PIYIGD o U Oy BavA|E
Pihos  seonviswnase o), Ccdag
~dao s ouy sppeBoyu sy sy, ()
‘opdoud a1y
10 wigda ey Jo wopsEAu| avOs W
Wi A syow Genf oy pagaiese

e sf oplempad oYy ey njosvs
Oy jEnue am INADMOY 1njosal

2 ospiie - " pa b emeva st

(€87 "W'd) 121e2g-343TT 2yl

wopspatodus Suposued v Ay 'saxos

Wi o jo gpoon
o) Jo eanwxnfivy  Bupyvi snopeg
-nzaa Sq ‘wepupndod Bupioqu oyy

Jo uoppodjosd Sauues ey, (0)
....:.:rv

-eaop  (wiowm  pud  (ujuave fjeR

-edgd ey jo Jupmprjep oYy 0)

wluogeyion T ‘suniju  Cwagd
RCTTT TR TR U ¥) T K PTYTT)
sopuun voapis Jo qusmiojdus sho
nunoo Jo uoppggpead ey, (p)
“fjwnuppnyvad

QUYAPE phu nopNWIOIN| A E 0) puu
‘wopanposd pus aogug Jo wiepjp
~U03 Hueaonna wup 120§ud 0) B4y
HEY {opga jo dpngp ny 1) snud
-ud) peapsnUne Jo wmojuie v (o)
CTL DX AT |
uao 3oy winonl o3 moyy epuue
U} SU 0¥ 'ulaE|I|D A0 U U [P M BY
VADIONU] O] PID |NEIVNE VORIV
Ju A pepewhiuyyun oy, (q)
jaom w op (v
—juu v Jo uspouponuj oyy, (v)
mpugd Fugmogjo)
o) Engddaed "A0qu] (unnvm v) paud
-ed w] uopweiio] EONVN  Ca

(CusnNILNOD)

) nH
NODANHOY WHK AL AN GRLIOAY

‘RNOLLIVIOSA® ANDVA'1 TYRaar

puwaid puv waspjpyd ay) Spnjeni—pouiq
poxpm Jo Knunva  spjl vy eplead jo
uojijmt ¥ 23w ouorl]., ssfus eepineq
A ‘usmoa onipan voyim aBepiivm
2221 SpY o) gy nodin opem v
23w o) sxowgie om Jo Huppuads ug
-Aup ond Jo Kyppuaom Apdjsov oi) psujuile
)Y paey L10A ouros up S1I5 )02 e | M8
-5 01 Apdox sy uy tsse@nogg parg

epnipuad 1o Hjeosauad jo mjun
Fupmadpas uu W BeSg pos el
-ubm Cusm Jo juwdpuijsag  yuou an)
nopudaaxe ynosiim  powpe ‘asw Lay,
PR 0] PUN BRaN) N0l
Y eyl uioy A uau g Jog ydmaguon
punogonl o oyy Ljuo daw oM Ing
‘pumgayy J0) IR0 jjun Jo PR
o) M Spjoym eaw syiudu o Q)

-uU.-—‘-IE
gys|pfuy o) pue Yajmsuniqq jo WNoj|
DU} JO BUONEPRPUABIP IO W] 18IPROY
oad oym usw L1234 0N EUBNINOD
1o spglps syy puow ndyp Ay 10§ 3eq
sy 0y mjy o3 pavodde spup ‘A jo
puaty Fupsawsun o) pus ‘vasuojsnad
La)paiay oy Ju 1aysumun 3) ‘louio)
-21 JoqU| POV puw) eauaNd POV Laer
sy) “Aywios po Lmaus puw wEd)pnd
~o1 WPPURME ) ‘gdnepuyg IR

ke S . i i TRy P e

fi1ayyong jo oTTW

PANUPICD oY) Ju  IIE] S1p) M| BWIPUL
gy Ju Jonpuod  pmasdndy ey

R T L]
-pupd uslio owos Jo suopEe] Pl
him oy) Jo ‘saFuard payun ph paune
QU ] PAER|) W Beampe Paumny
“on 191 J0 SpEOME ) PpIE ‘sHopeY
Fuote aes|I> Y 0N DY|A1I 0] BLIVp
B[R AN UMDNLRAD By RO e
~AR papaading  puu auaseun) paies
a0 Jo uopliieyy ) v plIcs ay) v
w3 Nupod sy ,,' Kerdseyy,, a0y wosgad
o1 wam wing 191) Huppuas pue ‘punoag

£q oagpenf op 03 dpquan Lonn ‘puw
e

B [ ay 0 Yo Hupnng jo

1901 OIU BUBPEIIEOTY PUY SUEYIBLIY)

~IPUO[INDSX D 0y))
01 920U WY} PRIV BAUY BIONEW M)
MO0 NA) SOMILID 15| J0 ] “ONEI|OA W
Jaa0 Wpwm foqy,  ;2IRaeq dsnOR] 1N
Jo Hyppnfum wip g oo, oy jo
uwat gy uppoafes  £q Kduaaep phw
MY| PPMIOAC U[EZW  SHOWMWIO) 0
QWO ) 02w Juameg ] 03 4Tnvy
-peayl Pquipmopu) i) apnae vonime
NN (YUY S glanog a1) 40

‘FAHSVTA

P ———

I80B4 D XFpuaddy

SINIMNAY |USASUN) CRIEIY ) wamy
‘o fEekad oy U 1IN
unute jo sexoexd Smdap ey G

———

MYNVY'L MLNNXEM AN

BIAN (A O 34

‘ulfyy 34 epum
sinendiu)y Ju pedutaps savjuplo
ayy 10} Hyisuudsed ouue 8| JajM fees]
“I0yIne 2] Jo owkn jeas a1 L4 paivcd
-TMUIIN SBUHN PIIORU] USRI ON

‘uEY 'IV d v NRADOT
G§  pImdapry M piRays Wl uv

el v B - PRSP SS
‘ENNL NMLI0D NENIDEJLE

0F = = = + - - ‘sypnem xiw “0ded sugy

Wi - - - - - ‘awwelauo "Ldo) sy

BV HL

TTVHIAIT SYSNVH
IEL V)

‘AL LIOMNX

A -..z. qIOH _’w

:a ,.F "

NH <Q mm

g CON ‘G IO ‘eaimdy muN

— o T T T T I A,

h..fH\ QH\ih /.!H .ﬂ




116

FUPOS Wy LUY M) O Pt Cpatoags
Sp g o) o Cmsvaay o) o) oned
pus spig o -.-:._.-.—S.— gy "y povn g
PUGER T JUOIENNM oF  wadial suk S0
“ueant Anprupiaag)y e foplow oa peg
PINOS KENGIVE PUN HPBREGEIY G) BN
~0) CINIPEL DULHJIe Y ooy Jo
e Spavan aomduppos weuoy jo uaap
LN POV BISIA Jo HPURENUY) [N )R
-ny puam ppnes Gagy Jegm v Teaanm
pus mogam Fapee poav Hugdaop Ay
U M) ENAD R ANA) Boltow Si) U
Woq] Ay CTHOTIOOUI JOA R A m R
P ity qEangeaig g N poLII0 v
Youns ot pue Juenhaag olem saypas
wagw Ceaapil  unpespy  romgu o)
WMOP NG I0M saRum woym Pyl puw
ZHE 30 wpeaa Buypuap sy aaquiiuey
1M SIpUat JEGY  bup] Bq) UO kv
ap doing oard o) Laussason jou vy 1j

TUORESJOME JO 108 ¥ 0
oy s Zuplanig pust vovg sy By
[CTER B TR ROV O TR TR EX T T
Jo sxonn g0 wogjppe ¥ sdmpag  00'0H0
ST och WP dn) Estr] CORLtE MOM
By ey CRIFLININE paenees
st Conaaane po owinges oy ¢rgl

PRREI0N] BRI
pun .. R EVETULTTTON T TR TRTTU T T
) IEETCRIE W pejaodad esop teadn
) Eenty Su gl Saoa winow qung
(N 153 st K0uoaans puinog)ava) (i
=~UNY A TEIapU) [EE0] G10'LER ok SN
Dwwvan  go'ofi2'srd  Csaopnag  uile)
BPUTN iy UL YOJI M CEeOupa e HE) JD
L TR R TR TR PR RS IR BT}
o) B on pegp w) o cou g Ceaey

O YEL O CHOPING) on Cague Al
0w wpaoly  Josvaacil ) vpuantsa g
NN CUopNL e [Raue Jo ToppPe ey
yipm ‘qupt Joguand salwipasd pug vopuoy
- oapnlag UB[E PO SPUN] A0 BOEROY
W[ 0AN) O], CYEI | 30 GI0UL BAJA
—up ok poy gopspasadne proosssd ey
-jou aapnbag pinos exmyonn| jusy) 9w penf
I o e, ’oup EyoNy
<mooad wosul o) puv--caeeriu| pnos
mwp—Sud oxum  puco Loy
porua wBupy Lonom ey gnyy  anmd
U e Fuowe swongsg Jo spupy |
JO UHIIENULY BY) 0] TUSUIIB0S BUINE
up penss] sem  pur Jueine sl oy
Aq poxoug osnuswy ‘OquEpel pus vjus
o g peenaup o e apdomd oy
sougonguenad,, ey ‘S s vl
o) wo yuyy pupm up oy w3y 107

Louow

9ggT ISTUIOJUOD-UON UEBDFISWYy JO ITTWISOBY

ol yBnouw Jou aawg P oY ) Epusy
o) ) suay oay  Cuoponpesl-aaae
wp iy Lus Corpy Crpunos mpy Jo 1aud sy oy
gl 1 pE vl ey eYm e angiug doso
u Jupfus 04w panm Mo wpooplyg ong
-Kpvy pasn SasnLINg BUY BUjyaues vy
gy esano g Bupppenou a0 | Cwaepnd
weAl, M puvie W exuy ppp ned wow |
Jaumodd Souows oy ) oFupso o) aswy 1wl
nofop a0 o B geinds ssaBues
uj uopudopup Ane  Jo el oy pov nod
puop AL 10NV BAp) W VM Mou)
noy  CwIe JO PUW SNE P g0 JjuN)
o) o B] 3] CEIBXY BIUpE Ju o)
SIYT JUY) J0N) B0 Jon 8] )] Mo RO Y
apauy o Jo Joqug o) Jo sygduingy o
PuN Iy AUy om s puosd vy vag
wppop Jupuoey auy pav sappy  Luuny

“pund
-wiy pudt puasds opja 1va nopeosds
jo wpdy vy cppm S Spaadesd oy
1Y sosu2 vttoy uy pue onw poleijom
am il vinues o) puv Cesawiny oY)
up pped 0q o CEEPPp AU Pajav Uty
Sau | Csap enuities peocs s,
wgy Sugpea) a0 uoppuegaxdde oy sop
-an puv Kooy papun) Kpadayg e
A w W) qen ., 8 Supng  Cpo
—quawop fpsanpe waepd gy pesmogjo)
fopa wnppe Bupupuaae py) jo uop
-ouaued wpy popront oy 8 depe xeu oy
ssaqunn Jugposinad o) up pjus uesq vy
M 01 PUN CGHIOU Iepun BIa)u oY)
o Laopspy wnyy oy sy 0y Suylay ug
DINICARY WIS} SN N

‘Ar—"pafojdmon;) ony,

a0y qu quop fwe)  Cwepup v Suaapg
up aups wdmBiag oYy uy ung  Cupede wuw
~avy W b AL
o 1l e ok §Y TOUE B Swalg
gy oy) £q o
piov vy 0) ung po AuB oy 3) yup pue po
-Bufiious aq 0) vy BUEUTY O KIsnLIN)
Uiy R PUY J0) | QIMAL]., § V] sYsuuy
yup jjim Spoqisaas wip Spunomprenn
0 prpEumon o3y nok Joj ‘wu uo  jouq
off juop wes] v B put) J0j ‘muy
W OUIRII,, Jj0 0yV] ) DAy
pines  puw Cfjussucd ooy ey poge
puy pue ‘puwy pus yoow fng o) ppp uj
anad puy esomawy ay) ey Jupfve puv
*{nunuy oy 10A0 |iv Boppa mou sem
nuk ppes og  prucpnem vavy | yoowls
gy up s 0ol gega o o wanbe

o) dupln suam wof yuyy ‘Sep Jopo oy

ol w ) puw o Suno

sanap u dogp vy vus [ spad o omy
2 e ne-Sinp Kooy ey ug Sqimep
aonppue oy Jo wpyp Kiwos g epgdine)
- wa) pus ‘asmgng ey jo swloy yiy
a0 ‘wiinug nofof  owrg)-ppe 105 sEau
-pugy jigdnoqy ey o yupp | Bags
RO T B TR DR TR B UL B |
LB B oy aod a0 me] Cavm v
yum wum v, @oym slup po pood ey wy
an a0 oppavad o) povn oy sasdsdng pooit
fuwm moy  pue Hupood N sem ojje
VU], pusl Sre Vo RgM moeay oy
B JO il PUY ‘ue])
-ump ui) 0) st sungsanh ) Sumsuy uy
ainadny pouFps sjuapd puy voved i
PU OJp) JO L0 @) [V JO }OV] ou
swa siegy Juip) pIoa Ino Fuypuo srem
usag ) Jo Biounawds o] 200500 puv
wauguw) pav sigoe  funeo o pae
oxofing joum ¥ ‘sawodxe puw saduny
Jo pogp puy Soagy ey pogy op Ajpiuey spy
o penamas on digupany Jo eIIM X
suppe puv poygspind Juonie wva) sy puy
Qi PUN UG VIR JSJULW JEU] Jo prUzE||y
mpan oy om 0y Wl ay ey uvoy
avimnu ppues oy w eaeald pood v yim
WM PUB wHAUG PUT ojja G posvpy O]
JAULA JUV] OIS PUMH] JOUY] Oy o
Niom U A POV Bolus RUDAGY pue
muey o)y dn poiiFp og os "auop oy wnwm
Suppowas i) mvs oy, pov aoed cos
sdoso pue 3] Guo0| 19 puw] Sy |oap ¢
Acuowt morio o) puy o updv in o
WUM JUOM VI @IV HILI) PUS SIDY BAO]
o oty o *Syunoo evey) uy ‘dun 9 i
o) puy oy ‘wioy, sond epy oy vof
poomuning ey uo dn eag o) posn oy

4 xTpuaddy
AN, L AE] JO SRR Joaspiy o
=— q--—-——.-’—-.o—- ---.:2:—-.- _v-- -.- [T LA
SU MR ADHALIND wY) JO BRI
e ey g esvpeaned  paaeg gy e
e il g€ g e oty
CCIRCTI L TUT DA R L IR
duargy
P Ssnn] .. anteseg SQEappae o) treig
FUPALIRY 11 KU R IORI 0 RRR A
GO P MO Aoan e i CoRet ] WO
Wi 0] BARY
U Pues wa 10 ke Aslio) N ..
W AW GM s i) -;---.-h L 1) —.4-—_ ¥ —-.-
gy Sapunoa SppE WY Ealtpeag i) v oA
soffuifpom o vy pus snuep ey
A LLULURR TN o
oy payoepaean aaug 1S wel ppeg.
wUM | B ponst wang et gl
OWINMD NI WM E eI DA I )
Jo una puwad i up pEY CEn Joosues
Jo youny gmop eawy v nod ey Hue|
o5 5w o) Seaw nomp eavy S wo g
‘nopupiey Jo Sum ol ny pen
oa qugm R mouy tiensup perpusy
Awaoy ppo pueadl w Jupog el Sdoplse
wiogoqy nf s PloY Sy seRiuY ..
wppve pou pood Jo Wt wnop oy Hje
anpsoddo pusafl w wany Mo [ja ney
WA ot
@I W] I0Y N TOJIPUGD AN e s
wipm pinom | yEnoy | wameS saont
X|R 10§ SOIRUN Y L) PV WAL Y o
0] JR)I0 B H] BINY BN AN pRuLjIIen
auag eavy wol UL MoN —IHIY BYag

“quini.d 1N
neeIad ‘HoRl O 20010°] Hap Ny

b.h-.d

09r—HIANNN TTOHM

‘0881 'v& AMVANVF "AVASUNHL "'8VENYY “0D0 IATMO0D EEBE

08 Hﬂﬂl—-ﬂ XI ﬁ!bﬂcb

STWA0JUOIUON gﬁ@g@% 3

.nﬁ._.ﬁum_?

.\.—C_\h_ﬂ—_ﬁ:_mw ﬁﬁ.ﬂaerub_“- &...pﬁ.w




R g 9ao) Somy §) ‘oqdend ong  wey
s oy emp po eq Jo fem
"TINY W) A
Py o Ame g exey wre
i ‘Dorowy B emy ‘wow
ool 20) [y Lrva oq im )

i spearad w g jem
S g a3y ma) lbA spdoed oy gy waamye
L5 Minomy wuo jrbye oum po mopyeenk v
Yi—4n spiapp o) enow Fig oqy Bupsop o
;+ wopwenb w jou w3 Aeouwsvy puw wpso

o pow woprnueonrs o) Snpuey »
B!" Sumlmay  posewd sawy Lizjrop gvme jo
oan p ompy ey, Cofte wreaf jo ‘spoqiem
| gume ‘sapmotee ‘mojurd em oy wowq

+ PR qor #p wopea sefjo Awe 3o WM o

i Wy vumo

SAWIAHUR) BNL S0 ANOLS

) spemmon amy 1wy hod jjer | pynoo Seqn
" J) op snioqm esom) wv 10| op ppnoa 2101 yuamyred
- -ap Kpetonmom guas® oy go spaay oy 1w Buydied o
onm waopsy e eaq) Anp HANSTG 10 ™
qemu fgno vy 15 P ey oy Ajedounm yeapwesf
sy pow amml genend epy) o) wenmysg Py
| EWAIApp O W] eENf  TWD e ew )
ss fundwo;y ne ppumg em v Fmm
wmen oy Sujop B sopead epyy ML 1) eman
«ann npouw Kooy qwnpa Wl JEN,  CRmmmano 3or)
U IO JsUW o) PYYW O] ERIEIANG IS YONpEaY 0f
Sl v uey  tom Knpmsao yeopy ) passngia o
3 piona ao e o mep ® gone pprogy g A 1

youmme fvd qons M nq uonps sy ) Kol mef
oq , spomieu,, asajued yuosord oy sopmp)  YOR
g owm ogm aoqup eopiesd semo g Anopeagnha
N0 M pepnue B o U R oMy ey
WOM S| CEIREW Senin Anm w) omgua my 10 emyy
fun ym eongi sey gy Koy Q1 wopgm ‘Kanom
ooy oy Kxm enm wragmmd (e —amamuniaand wyy
—Laroon M Eomm By JEAG waw) o ‘wiliyny a0
PO REUIR TN B LU LI LU L _.i_.._. Rating
w9 AN 'y} WMO pEogs @ R §0 SRR 000G
perwI sanop J] Cewmnmpyy emo ) “Kyaadond
d

———— - ——

w Happom jo pusjem saqo gows g o ayedmon
oy mam pvimon nof progy  leuend « muey
m presnowy My 39 nam omd o 19 e uop ok
PINCAL QRHIOANOD qERpIATPTE opll e16) Bectisng
t aeq dn eppaip M sspupowy yeesdl e pdwno o)
LR wol pnoyy  gmamy qum op nofk ppros
eqa eojpodomom  puw menyy guogy NIV,

™I AN wanp Jny) AN “sANe pRRone
oq Yyuogramba my a0 'm3juosn wem W qwny, e
o1 fippqe 199 10 w9 o WMy M) ] i) emy
ymy) g P Sem wesssd w qipraw o) Bomympy

9681 Aew ‘uoseay ol Teaddy jo ayTwisoeq

L g gy e P 8 e e
Aws yenre | pre ‘() (1 ¥ N W) (JPT WMA DR Someeng
o3 eFwsnaw oy modn [nj B wayy somy 0y o
mapy 1 exwar ) agnd oW o8 yonm 00— AMIOEAS
frwwnooon 30 waoyA Am my paowwape gom Kyjard ees
| MAnomy shvage sawy | “meq) evmaion) o -
pnen § ‘season ponso Kpjqud sop eyrapd ey oy
-qujeeqe wosp 19p of  Jdjpuonue mmaid e, jo

L Gl bl LI iy | 7 P smopEE] )
PUN mwpnoq) pepnun o) 0) Jymqne o) samoq preq
-wpag aquny Jopuassne peoge fony amm jorenq s
o1 snojjjm eRog) YAATOD 0y oxm 3] [ Fung oy
‘moy  a0p ppel Apaed wowy sawq 0 ow op ey fuy
Kry wxm 20 “Kurownna pus Sypeape) ninorm “wemon
e posnbow pawy opdoad g sunpg wopypenb
v yvv o oy wiey puw 'wem nsosy ¥ oW e on-—
pofuwyomp o weo omm fuwasew w B jj|s @ Jrens)

v mepojrped enn Jo tmye by o) emor on )
‘mag) M pajeges .4-3._:..!5-“ you semn 0
ponB oy m sop Buppeom o o mewadde yvasay o
qrm 1) sapwen ‘oapBeoin ewow Jnnifa Rio8
qon (ypm wem oBwwoin eny frwy paw fmpn op
wy muymard w sapo Kjpopousd pam aieg2 ERpLAP
-y o meapmaamy qrag qipe Awwe ap ooy
pre 1enfun o 'em m amadile 91 “pnom dpgeonse
oyrapsd e qeppoqe o1 ane—omd Sy ue 3o fauem
‘poeny ‘prwp Wy sapone C‘aonswd ene L9 pren
a0 pannbov e 0w ymp Lpintond omy o sonmynmy
o m —qaumd wy wotln ponmexa PATIAEY M
wanynn Krvemoow e go dyeumn oyaed reowst
oy Jo Anesaten o) W Amaoyg i IvRaY o)
qum of | Ruosm Ayeospus #y Sradosd go digd

“paumn oAl gpw. Yo %s) M) aagar | wapt ey,
“Bupropproih Gpupioardes o fusq om
axqw [ “Sipwneme pogpq @ ganan 0F sU0ES fEgaem
yenm Fp| B TYRAIY M 0 somen] o1y 1000 Qangosagy
Jenm Ry PRene | P fpmeana Spuonbasy =y 0
w o Ayran Fapeq gou ww om rarnasduy Yoy
‘op ompn yemon wragyn uwm ewen e WY ) pange

u) Ayba 30 mosmas m) oSN BAMpEM] P op |
¥ Jo ewmasmer Loy 3w oy a0 oyere o) m Amd
pivoye 3y Adnooo pre o mojo) oRR o), awaf

nows so) eiwp Kyp 10 ‘sreef way sy sequy wiwp

primey prvd N y) pras | R e Rap) Ao
np msany PVEAAY oMy o) pop 8 (A en eiug poodl
o prom o) Efvomy  CXORYAN 03 IVIANY

-anes) Jrow oy um sl noppdpoegee aneg
NM faqey tn omwa sk agpseddn v sgmne g

26

e R T T . cae
-oxl 30 soxwm ejfme Gepepoor Leppndod reqans
‘mmmyms Kasas pre peraprd Bupen m ventps 18 V
og T ween weq Worqa | 'I[¥RATOmEo) 1enpie
e oo Yl plopy ( Kaeqp Jo wonipe
sedwoys w sop Kynbup womm wnan v ¥R

‘ssfenbmres pronyped v speee
inmneo s puy  wepmmbuve rotyped ; noe
-pooosd  Kywewanen exw smapIPUe pRUAM o wamprpd
wiom |y PooR wp-—fewy propes v —eBuen ¢
305 weop o0 e ey AP JjeR) o eone
npuy pood v fijawy ewpe 5] Fanagpy Paasojus 2y
oq AWM M sEman o exE) IoAen yoom Soplme
yopnfias wyp wam ‘agni W By Fupynyfy oepr o wof
yomn o3 empy Jpem go gpe o oawy oqm epdoad
Brppopy  AMm M Ly Sypmaom up o pew ‘o
Suyouip a1v seame fo-donnm o’ reasflasd »non
syzpap o ofe fus m Fuggmigy Lnw Ampop o panno
08 MAG JIAOM EE oYM IA[Rp (RME o) jo LU ]
w sy, CAemam a0 gpm pumpaaay;y Spmyop jo
osw Loy memy moadens] meogadon pun yy Ry
maEam) a1 EIOPIPIO) [HIIRAImOD R o) e
ogom Amym mw wapy aofipa Smpuasowmy  ypm
pavodas Bmon # Aeose Fupmomon ey aaayg..
‘azandnpmin oy ) m pan jo Buponpen) v yuarwd
du oroquSsnao s o v yesm nof eonp £13s0
£pawan 10 w) aswa puw Hiopree manmp po ey y

wany [Hen jon put Cnam

pruacy (is peofl 'muwe no oowol,, oag Jrm nongg,
“fwpm maRepD e W HEOpaRE B ) BIny - WOy
K1oa0 10a0 mopnwy Lzvmm mon amnm ‘emon £1aia
10 wavy pnom Lo RanjA ey mwApna men
fop #w somrja ey eyEApma pros way  Rapp
-Aww jo ymwm mp g pROD RIARI0M o oy low
PpART] —_--3 M *N ‘g 1!.—‘ PIRRAT PR Wou

PN o) oAy y oy K P pinom P pun

14 XTpuaddy

my wrpy Kesymop, fuymam’ prom 9 ‘=28 o
Awey AnOMIYE speagIn Djpriml 3AN3) BIRIHAT PINOA
pue ‘minog piw epenod fy2 sy fizg ‘evese
‘weaiinoo i M WA U eApyweny ol Annwp
proom 3 Kpradesd oy sam spuaajius oy )y
-K3aflang
m eapuaomy emy pofoneap prE mopae gIne o)
ypoad ou momy woip® oawy pirom dygarsnuo oqng
‘s o speqwy open TupSing sop pampe w2q
vy 1y eredweng 9u Kowdeno ene
‘gamy amqy J ymndofanap FTUWRL pow
o (e Jo eenwo ey k) ‘pran Luo m weampemg pue
prrey g dypusnme oymapd gapqa ang (eapuem)
nod yeqy mympo | sunqieod K mme a2 o 3]
“you 30 19nsiea 8 Tejyeod Am sampnps 00w pue
‘opy jo ofwie oWy WO WA o noie 8Ny Kwp vy
o wmon any ddn oym ¥ ‘mpanfiord pramon e we
JO Ay oY fagon '(ny pafiefime mrnpiwpnawle e
prew ‘peronpros sesjang @ pog pon 0 Kpanboad
TYm Wt 3np spme wma onn mps dyean Ruanp
-oaeh Kypunyow wiesy opyew) puned jo wapy LR T
mamy 1l pos apynid
m Amy on pon oy g mapagaeg o0y owlvan
pnos Kap minom o ppbsd oy - sapnfad
pam apmegnmly JO qopy e o M ose FIRC R
panplop o puajany paneop aq oy Sy Gaan
T v ‘wopefpsaam we faanad fum qpany) PR
yurapy - Kwpoymn mony wupeied Uiy AW AN
wy ey Aoneop ppnes spwampang Wy " Satdon] s
el =y men aaanw Kypradonl oypndd go mopmppsgd
amy yuny op apdowd amow ‘w yEp ‘am o oplea)
SHAVINTONT

qoa pg] FIEMARRID jANndla) RHTIR
#an ‘miap fanom o9 TR B LS »
NSy GL YAy o anuiml roomwpppur [V SqTK

‘SN LTI

GINYIADS 38 0L FUY ATHL HOTHM AS MY AWIAZ HO . ON, NO .24, J1OA OL 1NDIY IHL OTINI0 FHY OHM 'DHINWIACD-138 3 NVD 31JOTS SN

v i rogy o mue) g "AWIATIA(] ALY)

Ii.-.i-‘!qlll'}-.‘:s!uli.!!-
WNA) OF eyrenpy PR
e X e eted O9
“ATSHIM OaINSITeNd

St 9681 ‘T AVWN

*AVAHN.LYS "OWN °

ALIO SYSNV =@~

'NOSVHY Ol "IVHddV

"y ll!.ﬁll-..u]-l.‘-—."ll!l-i‘
-
9€ 'ON
CRILXR IR LU R
o ‘I TIEeY [ BRI Y1 VY ILEVR T pRa e W peiviv]




A SOCIAL HISTORY OF THE ALTERNATIVE PRESS
IN KANSAS 1875-1922

by
BETH HARTUNG WEINMAN

B.S., Kansas State University, 1976

AN ABSTRACT OF A MASTER'S THESIS

submitted in partial fulfillment of

requirements for the degree

MASTER OF ARTS

Department of Sociology, Anthropology,
and Social Work

KANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY
Manhattan, Kansas

1981



ABSTRACT

This thesis has both a substantive and methodological focus. It re-
presents an attempt to construe sociologically a concrete historical event --
the alternative press in Kansas during the late nineteenth century. Second,
it examines historiography as an appropriate research method for sociologi-
cal questions.

In the opening sections, the alternative press is conceived of both
empirically and theoretically as an institution attempting to create new,
shared convictions and change existing norms. Briefly, I propose that the
alternative press of the late nineteenth century: 1) stated its objectives
in terms of providing an alternative to extant political reality; 2) opposed
and critiqued existing social, political and religious institutioms; 3)
attracted or attempted to attract a regional or national readership; and 4)
finally, that the producer's role in the paper was inextricably linked with
a paper's success or failure. For the purposes of this study only publica-
tions which lasted for ome year or longer were considered. These criteria,
however, provide only a tentative step towards situating the alternative
press in the appropriate context.

Following the statement of empirical tenets, them, the alternative
press is set in the social historical framework of a social movements
approach. This press supported and communicated the aims of (specifically)
reform or revolutionary-oriented social movements. It is believed to have
bridged the gap between various intellectual movements and individuals. The
alternative press itself did not constitute a social "movement", however.

It disseminated ideas and beliefs in order to promote action and change.
" The content of the alternative press is elucidated using Mannheim's sociology
of knowledge, an explanation of how thought functions as an instrument of

collective action.



Out of hundreds of available reform to radical presses, four such
publications are examined using a life history approach and qualitative

content analysis. In chronological order they are: Progressive Communist

(Cedar Vale, 1875); Lucifer, the Light-Bearer (Valley Falls, Topeka and

Chicago, IL, 1880-1907); the American Non-Conformist and Kansas Industrial

Liberator (Winfield, 1886-1891), and Appeal to Reason (Kanmsas City, MO,

Girard, Kansas, 1895-1922). An entire chapter of the thesis is devoted to
detailed examination of these publications, their editors, and the surround-
ing political milieu.

The final chapter offers a sociological resolutionm, placing these

particular presses in the framework developed in the first chapter.



