THE NBA PARTY

(Signed: Emnry George. July 30,1887)
another correspondent asks me to define my position with

relation to soccialism. . I have alréady dcne so at some length in
that chapter of my book "Prcteetipn or Free Trade?" which is Ell-
titled "Free Trade and Sceialism,” and in a'notq to which I says
"The term *socialism‘wis used so loosely thast it is
hard to attach to;itka defini te meaning. I myself am classed
8s a soclialist by those who denounce socislism, while those who
preofess themselves socialists declare me not to be cne. For my
own part I neither claim nor repudiste ths nams, and realizing
as I do the correlative truth of both principles can no more aall
myself an individualist or s sociaslist than one whd counsiders the -
forees by which the planets are held to their orbits could call
himself é centrifugalist or a centripetalist. The German scelal-
ism of the school of Marx (of which the ieading reprasenﬁativé
in England is Mr. H.¥.Hyndman, and the best exposition in 4dmerices
has heen giveﬁ by M¥r. Laurence Gronlund), sesms %o me a high~pur-
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posed but inecoherent mixture of truth and fallacy, the defeéts af
which may be summed up in its wan® of radicalism - that is to say,
of going to the rood.” ‘

The cardinal defect of socialism of the Germsn school is
in its failure to make a clear distinciion between the prinary fac-
tor of predaétipn, iand, and the derivative fecter, capital - 2 con-
fugsion largely due %o the uses of = terminclogy singularly lacking in
any approach to scientific precision, and %o the ignoring of that
power of co-ordination and adjustment which comes from the fres play
of individusl interests, and is to the soceial crganism what the un-

conscious funetions are t0 the human organism. Confusing land with
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capital, these gocialists imsgine that it is as nscessary, in order

to prevent the robbery of labor, to do sway with the private owner-
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ship of capital as bto do away with ths private ownership of land;
and falling to recognize the primary cause of the helplessﬁess of
the mere laborer, where land is monepolized, and the co-ordination
in production and justice 1n,dlstrlhatlon that would result ffom
realily free competition, they imagine the svil lies in the waza Sys-
tem, and that'compatition must be abolished by comuitting to organ-
ized soclety - virtually the government - the dirsction of both pro-
duection and distribution, in order %o prevent wasbte and secure 4o
gach the fair reward of his Ilshor. Socialism is rioct gkin to ansrch-
ism, as so many whb kmow nothing of either seam to suppose. 1t is
igs antinode. The socislist, as the term is commonly used to denote
German or state uoclallat Would Yo secgure the proper direcgtion of
industry and the just distribution of its fruits, commit its control

to government; the phllosophic anarchist, seeing the ahuses %o which
vernment is liahle, -wonld do away with | _ . .

ovevn;ent altcﬂethe¢, and trust averyth;ng to the co-ordination of

individual impulses end needs. Both make & like misbake in seizing

on ore side of the truth and ignoring its eorrelatlve.

There 1s this truth - and it is e very importsnt one ~ in
soclalism, that as civilization advsnces thse Ffunctions which pass
into the proper sphere of governmental control become mors snd morse
numercus, as we see in the case of the railrcad, the telegraph, and
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the supplying of gas, waeter, ete., but this
why we should be ecsreful to guerd sgainst governmental interferance
with what can safely be left to indiwvidual action. In some things

our existing system is too sccialistic and in others Ho anarchisti
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The properlline between zovernmental control and individuslism is
that where free competition falls ¢ secure liberty of action and
fresdom of development. The graat‘thing whicsh we should gim to se-
cure is freedem - that full freedom of esch which is bounded by thas
egqual fresdom of othsrs.

If it wera-ahsolutely necessary to meke a cholcs batwsen
full state socisglism and ansrchism, I for ons would be inclined to
chose anarchism, preferring no government at 211, bad and inconven-
ient as that might be, te a governement which should sssay to éontroi
and direct everything. And I imagine ﬁhat this would be  the choice
of the great majoritﬁ of the American people, for individualism is
strongly rooted in all the habits of thought of the psoples of English
speach, and we seem 1o 1éck the capsecity for goevernmental directionm
and sdministration that haé hean developed on the continent. This is
the reason why sccizlism of the German school ean never maks the hesd-
way here that it has on the continent of Zurcpe. It is, in fact, ths.
product of a state of society in which people have become 1argely
used to governmental supervision and direction, and sre accustomsd
to look to government as a sort of speeial providents. ’

But in the meantime there i3 no reason why those who entert-
ain such views ss I dc should not work harmoniously with socialists
of the Gernen schoel &3 leng as we go togethesr, or why we should be
perpetually aceentuating our aifferences. The ulti&ate gims of so~
cialism are high and noble. They seek to cbiain for society that
ebolition of poverty for Whiéh we would strive. Any dispute az to
means may well be postpored until it 1s nscessary to raise it. 1
end my frisnd both wish to reach ths Pacific ocean. I think we ghall
reach it at San Francisco: he is firmly of the opinion that it will

be necessary Lo keep onr until we getl to China. 3So long as we are
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