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EKGTEEE%}ZGE OF THE SP@GL? TAX

By 1§€>sw}’ ﬂueergex

An objection to the single tax, fd!ﬂ!l‘d%‘ tor all whe have followaed
the discassion, is that the cwners of land would commensurately
increass the price of fand and of its prodeeis. Thiz objection,
where it is hionest, comes from a careless asstunption. Fron the fack
that mast of Fhe taxes levied noder the present system add to the
cost of production aad increase prices, and sre thus shifted by frst
payers 1o the shoulders of nltimate constmers, it s asswoed wiih-
aub inguiry as to the reason of this that I is true of all faxes, Ths
enrlier files of Tag Stenvans show a constant recurrence of this
vhjection,  Bus thanks to the thorough sxplanations thathave from
time to tme been made, amnd o the diffusion of ceonomic hnowledge
which gur agiaation hes producsd, i is now seldons met with where
thare hing been any single tax digenssion,

Bat in snother form the same old fallacy cooasioually orops out,
aven amony single tax wen,  Por instance, L have a lolter from »
cemtleman In Ohio, who begins by saying, V1 am o bellever in and
& teachey of your dooivines,”™  And then be goes on {0 express sur-
prige that in my lefler to the Pope I should say sovthing o fmply
that taxes on land valves would nob be shified through the mediam

mprs of goods, with which admission he
v would be stronger aod nearer the trath.”
king instance of fhe @ O 3:&%{3&; is given by
# journal thal 5 b o dn prv‘m—
ia an sdiwrisl ariicle i i ; i;w
ue of Mowernber 1"3
©, oeenres the following
r pound of pork,
7 o of parsonsl properiy w
taxed, ; wi wonld almply add the tax to all those L!’*
and every person who u;w'm} thewm would pay his Just proportion,

Whereapot s correspondent writes {o the News asking ** whether
this construciion of the Fews is in harmony with the single fax as
ouilined by Henry George.”

Frioting this nguiry, the News roplies :

Perfecily; obbherwise the single tax schems womld be of Tille valoe
inde~d less than of no valae at all.  Tfolese the tiller of the soll, if com-
peliad to pay directly the whole cost of government, conld add the tazes o
the prices of the things he produess, he conld not 11l the soll with any
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speofit to himsslf, and agriculiore, upon which the hiopen race depends for
wxlmancs, would be ruined.

Wereie 2o instance of the single tax b ing advovated o6 ground
Yuni iz mot mevely untenable in tiself, but that etterly denles a
‘Frndamental principle of the single tax theory. Hinve ail I have
sver writhen on the subject of taxation is based on the proposition

% dnx on land values capnot falt on production and increase
¥ snd since thereis no error that 1 hawve been ot so much paing
yer mprrect ag that the baz-we propose would fali on land wvsers and
throargh thera on CODSRIBETS, it is hardly hecessary for me to deny
it ray views are cotrectly vepresented by the Wows Butit may
e workh while 1o poini ent the srror tuto which ab least more than
ae .of the professsd pdvoostes of the single tax have fallen. Noth-
iy to bo gained by having the siogle tax advomted for wrong
bronght over by errenecus srguenis oan never b
sense thab ranst rest on truth, The upsound supporter
y dangerous than an opponant, '

o soes thad taxes on land values or economic reot,
U3 what we mean by the singie tax, must be borne by the
de Iand from o which 16 is collecked, snd that &
5 of lnnd as users, and cannot add to the cost of
=, ne one san possibly appreciate either
side of our argnment or the full weight of ifs fisesl side.
i o which T dwell in may recent ketier 4o the
propose © we propose, bob a8 & cunning device
ing of human regulaiions t6
g the way intended by
tinn, and the reform
nes noihing
on labor.
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iag of taxes on land the edibor measm what we advocate as the
.»,mgie sax; and the ediwr himsel! sssuwes this, not ouly in kis
declarasion of the perfect harmony between us, buj in the arficle
from which his covrespondent quotes, for in this Iie uses arguments
which have walidity only as applied to tazes on land values, and
indeed ab times vses the phrase, “lax on the valae of jand.” But
in ihe paragraph guoted, apd through the ariicle generally, he
speaks of a fax on land, In this les the cavse of his confusion, or
s least here is the veason why it is unperceived by him. For had
he written * land values'™ instead of “land” in the sentence frst
quoted, i would have stood as follows

IE 81 tazes werse placed oa land values only, every ponnd of pp;:!i, SYGEY

bushel of wheat, every horse aud cow, overy foim of peracnal propevly
wonld be azed.
o This, in its vory statement, wondd be clesrly fallarious. Fuor itis
evident that 2 wax on land valoes wonld pot Lg.‘.! on all the Jand on
which such things sre ralsed, there being clearly some pork, some
wheat, some horses and cows, and some things of the satare of per
sons? property which are raised om land that would be unaffected
by the tax on iand valees,

Bt this is not obvions where the term used is * tuxes on land.”
for the ferm and, wut qualification, means all land, and 8 is
perfectly frue that o5 faliing on all Jand would hncresse the cost
of alf the prodacts of land. wd 80 the form of the proposition, as
ihe News states ik, leads to, or ab least hides, dhe erronsovs gonciu-
0
Tere is an instancs of the danger In politicsl cconomy of a lovse
ase of terms, This s bayond a8l others the moss prolific soures of
eponomic confusdong and fallacies. The one Shing that whoever
wishes to think clenrly on economis sl ;]v s st kwar inmind is
the necessily of sttaching s g;zwssb sige heis
ealled on b0 use.  For words are nob
“fr,ain iy othors
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sking of tazes on Jand evidently
wsn bho bwo terms as inferohs
,éisx'p The only tax on lsad o
: : the i ed Hiates iz snad valorom
: s oonmmonly spoken of a3 & - o and, nstend of
o bazud values, Jush as we are scoustomad o speak of ad velovam
ey on houses or goods, or other forms of personal property as
taxes on such things, nstead of taxes on house valoes, or goods
values, or personal property values, -

‘But when we come b0 think of the effects of faxation, thers is.a
davger lakivg in the practice of speaking of tazes on land values
as taxes on laud. A faw on any gpeciss of things means 8 tax on
ali such things: There is ap daniger in speaking of a iax on the
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value of pork, or wheat, or housss, ov moods, 88 & tax on sugh
things. Since such thingd must be produced by kabor, and valus
attaehes to them from the first, a fax Sevied on bhewr valoe Is
a tax on all such things as broly a8 woutd be a specific fax, Dul
lapd has no original valus, Land is not produced by labor, but
is the natural prerequisite aad e of labor, Mor does valae attach
to it frowm the guality of usefnlness or from the fact of use, Al
land i not valuable, oor is all used ignd valmsble, Laad only
heooraes valuable when (for reasons ultimately rasolvable into the
cemeral growth and improvement) it mequires n superiority gver
other land spen for use,  Hence, an ad valo-um tax on land differs
feom 5d valorum taxes on things produced by labor, in ot be
tax on all land or on all land 1o use. This essential difference i3
likely to be overlocked when it ig spoken of as 2 laxon tand, and
Ly an unnoticed juggle of words the copclusion is reached that it
would fall on the mser and incresss prices, 1t is into fhis verbal
pitfall that the editor of ihe Mows se. us to have fallen,

I is hardly necessary o go ov. the various confosions of
thonght which lead to the notion that tazes on land values wonid
fall on the user of land and add 1o The subject has been
tragted over sad over again in the 3 THE STANTARD, and
an elabopate article by me, writien in . wwas alterwy
Nishodd in w braet entitled, and Values.” There i vo dis-
pibe about it among seonomisis worthy of the name, ot is thare
any doubt of it among landowners. They keow very well, it oniy
by rule of thomb, that & tas on the valoo of land wonld fail upon
ihers, and conld nob be shifted to ony oue elge, and fhis iy the rea-
sem why their nfleencs as o olass has hoen exerted in the past o
substitube tazation on t s of labor fov taxadion on fhe
valae of andd, and is now exerted to oppose the single tax, which
wouid be tho raverssl of that pre
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Tance iy production,
prspiien, nor in accordanos Wi il
would not eall on them o pay
for the use O the Crestor, nor yeb for those
udvantages of the growth of soviety and ihe development of oivill-
zation that are equaily open toall.  Bub it would coll on them to
pay for valuable spocial priviisges which the growth and Improve-
rnént of sociely atiach to the pariioular lands of which they are
avcovded possession to the exclusion of others.
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