2 he oaiy his trenscends legal acumen,
uewtmumm'm'hmm s

, Finally kr, Melghen denles that his attitude has been
‘ encloses five of his senste tnvites: us to selest
_m-mamummuya 80 !
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320 Bay Street, Toronte,
February 27, 1941,

The sentence you extracted from my speech 1-6.!‘0110-&

"If property, profit, the reward of toil, the fundemental
instinet of the humen race to gain, to soquire, to have,
to reach somevhere, is taken away, then Ifor one do not
feel that we have anything worth fighting for,"

. You #Bill tske objection to tals sentence for the following
three reasons, vhich I will answer one by onet

First, you say it was "tactless and inexpedient, tending
to antagonize large groups of 'well-meaning citisens,” The sentence was
& very emphatic statement of opposition to soclalism, and in it I defined
soclalism and defined it correectly, In your reply you, yourself, use the
following languaget

"Let us be clear on one point, The Lesder-Post has not
and does not advocateo soclalismyseeesscees™s

Now, will you kindly explain why it is that for me to
attack socialism i " end inexpedient” snd tends to "antagonize,”
while it is quite harmless for you to anmoumce your opposition in equally
definite terma?

Your second reason (u worded as followss
"If the British people vish to achieve socisl change

along the lines indicated by lir, Bevin, that is clearly
thelr right and privilege,"
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