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Bolton H_aitf{louéhes for Henry Georges,
Jr’s, Indlviduallsnt.,

Po tho Fditar of The New York Times:

T#e Tiurs does a valuable service by Its
usual falrness and has thereby acquired
50 strong an Influence with the more ad-
vanced. part of the communlty that any
carelessness, especially in 1ts editorial cel-
umns, should ke quickly and prominently
corrected,” ‘

Your editorial of Feb. b on Mr, George's
hoolt, ** The Menace of Privilege,” implles
that Mr. George is o Boclallst, Tt says:
“Heg agceepts withont examination the
stoclt phrases of sooialistic discussion,
fully a vietlm to them, end repeats them.”

1t is well known that Henry George was
the stanchest defender of individualism
a8 opposed to Boolallsm, or even govern-
mental operation, ne the slightest ezam-
inatlon of !* Progress and Poverty ™ wiil
show, and h!s son follows his dootrine In
this bool. .

But the article goes on to say: ' Ba-
cousa the press does not accept the nos-
trumd of Boclallsm, becausa it will not
presceribe such remedies ss the abolition
of private ownership of land, and taking
from the courts the right to enjoin arson
and murdaes,” &e. Thig prragraph impliss
what 1t does not venture o say.

Pref. Glddings in that review of * ‘The
Menace of Privilege" which called out
the editorial expressly says: “ Mr. Géorge,
In a word, 13 neither & Soclailst mor an
Anarchist, but & true Jeffersonian Repub-
Hean, thoroughly: believing in both pri-
vote property end public property, and,
ebove all, in indlvlual enferprise.'”

For the rest of the Implleé acgusation,
no one lnows better than Tum TIMES
that the couris never had the right to
enjoin arson and murder. 'They havae as-
sumed that right, setting themezelves
above and beyond the crimingl Inw which
the Leglslature designed for the preven-
tlon or punishment of such erimes.

But however this mey_be, the Implca-
tlon that the Georges, som or father,
condons arson and murder is unworthy
of yuur columns, . BOLTON HALL.

New Yorly, Feb. 6, 1906,

The instant you cazll & Bocialist a So-
cialist’ he beglns with both hands and
much utternnce to tear off the label. "It
ts the one gleam of,fun In an other-
wise disheartening sltnation. It all de-
pends upon whether the public must &e-
cept from-the Soclalsts. the definitions
thiey prefer "to-use, or whether it may
mele Itg own choice of terms that Tt the
caze, An agitafor mey pay to indlvidual-
Ism- the iribule of Up service, but when
ha advocates+ the turning over {o the
State or to the clty business functions

itherto  performed by indlviduals he
weaches Boelalism, 2nd we ses no reason

‘hy ha should net he candid enough to
admit it. The pubilo i8 not so blind that
it cannot see where all these things tend.
If the . Soeialists dislike the name they
ought to quit.-preaching the doctrine, So,
ing, a short and easy way to sscapo the
“{mpllcation " of condoning arsgon and
murder ig to quit econdoning them.—Idltor
TIMEY,




