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THE SINGLE TAX.

AN ADDEESS BEFORE THE IROQUOIS CLUB OF CHICAGO,

By Edward 0sgood Brown.

T have had occasion many times befors to speak on the Single
Tax, but rarely with more satisfaction than to-night, wheén asa
Democrat apeaking to Democrats, T can feel sure that my andience
and I have common ground on which to stand, and can be gatisfied
that if my reasoning seems good to my hearers they will not be
deterred from accepting my conclusions by any doubt of my pre-
miiseg,

For those premises are, that the best social conditions, the best .
governmental institutions, and the best financial system are those
which secure the greatest good of the greatest number ;. that
menopolies and special privileges are unjust and reprehensible ; that
the division of manlkind into hereditary classes, or clasges ‘of any
kind, is unnatursl and injurious; that on the contrary all men
are created equal in rights, and should be equal in opportunity,

These are fundamental propositions in the political philosophy of
those who like you are followers of Jefferson—who do nof believe
-with Alexander Hamilton that democracy is 2 disease, and that
Democrats are necessarily atheists in religion and fapatics in
politics,

And since these are your fundamental doctrines as’ well as those
of the Single Taxers, I feel that you are the most likely of people to
be attentive and intelloctually {riendly while I try to explain to you
why it is that we Single Taxers follow Jefferson in giill another -

_political and econvmical doctring; and declare with him that ** the
earth belongs not to the dead or their assignees, but in usufruct to
the living.” : ' o

Do not mistake me and my purpose to-night. A respectful and
friendly hearing I think T ought to have, but it is not by my argu-
ment your eonversion to-night that I seek; it is the awakening of
your interest. . I think little of a convert to a reform a8 -important -
and serious as the one we propose, who is gained by an hour's oral
argument, It is not to momentary enthusiasm we wish to apreal;
it is to the sobor, deliberate congideration of thinking ren and
~women, I am anxious to-night, and anxious only to excite enough
Interest in this matter in your minds to make you determine to
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tearn more of it for yourselves, that you may decide for yourselves
_ whether these things be so: i i

And this brings me to saying to you that we Single Taxersare not
that which our virulent opponents (and T may say that those viru- °
'lent opponents are generally your fierce enemies also, stout -defend-
ers of ali kinds of monopoly and privilege), accuse us of’ being.

* The Chicago Tribune the other day, for example, called us cranks,”
|+ yisionaries,” °* sophists,” ‘¢ revolutionary theorists,” and several

other tiames, seeming to sum up the disapprobation of the superior

" and learned editor in the term idealists.”

Mow we are not ©° visionaries,” nor ¢ cranks,” nor ‘*sophistg,” nor
mere revolutionary theorists; nor are we, as it is sometimes loss mali-
ciously, but quite as ignorantly declared, venders: of a gupposed
panaces or patent medicine for all the ills under which the social
organism ean suffer, and which, on being taken according to pre-
seription, will purge the body politic of all its bad humors, and
change {he souls and hearts of men. ' -

«Tdealist,” - I suppose_we must, indeed, plead guilty to being; but
if T understand the English language, idealism is something admi-
rable, not to be made a reproach, Tobe an ideslist in the matter
of social science, a8 1 understand it,is to have a conception of

_ society in its most perfect state and to work for all things that will

eause an advance inthat direction. Such idealists, undoubtedly
the Single Tax men are; but they are, if I am a judge (and I know
something of the Single Tax men of the country and gomething of
practical affairs in business and in politics), perfectly same, per-
fectly practical, perfectly aware of what they want to accomplish,
and to a very high degree united and determined on the methods
which promise the speediest route to such acconiplishment.
I think these things are not the notes of cranks or visionaries.

| Now, hefore I turn to thess methods—that is to the more imme-
diately practical side of the Single Tax, T will gay a word of it
ethical and philosophical aspect as I understand it, for although it

“isthe greatest of fiscal reforms, it is something more. It is the
. _establishment of an economic system upon the immutable basis of

ethics. . It is the application of the true and divine right of property
both in behalf of individuals and of organized society.

We Single Tax men believe that the individual has certain God-
given rights, which no Government and no organization of soclety
can take away from him. We believe algo that. organized scciety

- has an existence of its own ; that it has its own laws of genesis and
_of development—thab it is an entity with a life'of its own. As we

believe that for every man upon this earih God has provided oppor- -
tunities, by the exercise npon which of his mental and physical
eniergy he can live and make himself comfortable, so, also, we
‘believe that organized society has its natural or divinely appointed
gources of revenue from which all its needs can be supplied, and
which is sifficient for its highest form and development. - ’
Holding these things, we hold also. the right of property in no
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half-hearted and compromising sense. Weo say that each man has
a right to himself, and thet means a right to liberty and the Pro-
ducts of his own labor, “That right is interfered with wheneveér, for
the uses of others and against his will, the products of his'industry

‘are taken from him. Neither g Czar, nor an aristocracy, nor s . |

" Congress, has any moral right to take from him that which is troly
his own. '

Believing this, we believe in ‘the abolition of all taxation that
talkes from men against their will that which is in any troe sense
their own—all faxes, in other words, on the products of industry,
and on their free exchange, But becanss we believe that the organ-
ism ealled society has its own source of revenus and its rights of

- property belonging to it, as certainly and truly as the whole of a
man's earnings belong to him individually, and that of those
revenues, and of that property, organized society has a right to dis-
pose by the votes of the majority, we advocate the abolition of all
laws, of all customs, and of all institutions which allow the

" taking by the individual, or by the privileged few, of that which
belongs to all in their collective capacity, As we would not rob a
manand call it faxation, 8o we would not legalize rolbery and call it;
vested rights. We have nob very different views from most
other people ds to what organized society is really entitled to, but we
differ from them apparently in having sufficient courage of our
convictions to insist that what organized society owns it has the
right to take. All who have ever thought upon the subject
at all, have denied any natural right of property in land. They
have put the necessity of the individnal possession of land upon
grounds of expediency alone. It i3 a privilege, say they, granted .
upon such grounds of expediency by the- State or organized society
to the individual. To this we agree, We, too, ackmowledge the
necessity of. the individudl possession for permanency and con-
tinnity in tenure; but we demand that in return for the privilege
thug granted by organized society, the person enjoying it shall pay
and organized society shall receive a full and just equivalent. And
for every other privilege thus granted by society, which from its -
nature must be a monopoly, we demand that a due return shall bs
-made by the individual. When, for instance, the community gives to
any man, or sef of men, the privilege of running a railroad, furnish-
ing light to a community, laying agueducts, furnishing intermural
transit, running telegraph wires through our streets and about our
houses—things in themselves necessarily monopolies—the commniu-
nity should receive in return for the privilegs its proper price.

We believe that there iz a perfectly clear distinction
between that which belongs to the individual and that which-
belongs to society, and for one to trench upon the rights of the other
is immeoral and unjust. - ) .

Let me sum up our distinctive ethical doctrine, then, in the
words that were uttered long centuries ago on the hills of Pales-
tine: ‘‘Hender unto Ceesar the things that be Caesar's, and unto God
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the things that be God’s.” TRender unto God the things that aré
God’s; that is, respeot the sacred right of every man %o liberty and
the fruite of his labor; do not rob him and call it taxation. "Render
-tinto Cmsar the things that are Cssar’s ; that is, give to the State,
to organized society that which belongs to the State, to organized
society. ; :

Tt is because we heliove that we are proposiug to organize society
upon the basis of justice and ethics, that we are adjusting human
affairs so that they shall be in consonance with the Divine plan;
reforming radically, in other words, by moing back to natural law,
that we have the abiding faith which animates us as to the resuli’
of our reform, that optimistic hope which illnmines for us the
future, and which, by & certain class of economic thinkers, is made
an actual reproach fo us. Why it is so, I raust confess, I never
clearly understood. - h _ : :

These people say to us, the Single Tax is an eminently proper fis-
cal' measure, but if is of no_great importance; you claim too much
for it, therefore, we will lend you no support in bringing it about.
'We prefer to spend our fime-in telling you what over-sanguine sim-
pletons you are. 1 canmot for myself see the logical connection of
their ideas. ) : - o ’

Rut if T could admit that the Single Tax men were wrong: as to
the probable results of the reform, vet I should say that, resting
their cause, as they do, upon this moral bagis, they ought o and
ghould urge it irrespective of resulta, That which is just and Tight
must be expedient—that is enough for us to know, - Justice is the
cne thing needful--an end and not a means, To overthrow its
enemies and the obatructions to its establishment is the greatest and
grandest fight that high-minded men can make. ]

1t wag not the relative economic conditions of the country under
the two systeins, nOr even the relative situation of the negro under
slavery and freedom with which the Abolitionists were chiefly con-
cerned ; it was the terrible iniquity and injustice of that sum of vil-
lainies, chattel slavery. It is not in our crusade against industrial
slavery, the more perfect and expedient arrangement of govern-
mental revenmes, and not even its effect in the abolition of involun-
tary and undeserved poverty, with which we shonid be the most
intorested. Our canse should triumph becanse it seeks the over-
throw of injustice and wrong, the establishment of justice and of
right. ' : '

Tet me gquote Wendell Phillips: “ The broadest and ‘most far-
sighted intellect is utterly unable to foresee the ultimate conse- -
guences of any great gooial change. Ask yourself, om all such
occasions, if there be any element of right and wrong in the ques-
tion, any principle of clear, natural justice that turns the scale. If
8o, take your part with the perfect and abstract right, and trust
God to see that it shall prove the expedient.” .

But do not misunderstand me.  Both as a great fiscal reform, the

_ideal system of taxation, foward which all reform jn revenue law
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* Amast tend, and jx. the infinitely: ]:'i.ighe.r--'aépects of_if;s ope;'a;ﬁbu'-in
the th_row'ring' open of the natural oppertunities of the earth to those

- “who.could use thein, the Hecessary effects of the Single Tax; ag-wa.

believe, would be 4 consummation devoutly to be prayed for, wor-
thy a sacrifice greater than it is-in-our ubmost power to make for it.
And fiow that T have given you the higher motive in e ethical
"basis on’ which we rest the movement, lot me call your attention to -
those hoped for results, and the reasons for our faith in thern, . .
. 7"But T'wish here to guard againgt a misconception. - For myself T
‘admit- the plausibility. of - a greab :deal that is said as to the too
sanguine hopes of the results which the' leaders in this movemeni
entertain. I say the plausibility, not the -soundness,” for I am
personally. one of-the most enthusiastic of Binglé Tax men, one to
delight the hearts-of Dr, ‘McGlynn and the Anti-Poverty Sociaty in -
‘the very freshest of the salad days of the movement. . - .- . SR
‘But I insist that if in my hopes and expectations T am wrong,
over sanguine, and enthusiastic, that should not ‘militate against
mya.rgliix;lént. ; S S LT T
- We have bit two questions to answer ;
1st, I8 it just and right ? -
2. Is it expedient and. practicable ? . A
- If the answer to the first is against us, the question is foreclosed. ”
But, if it be in our favor, we have in answering the gecond:oniy to
. show that it i5 likély to bring about improved social conditions in
-any considerable degiee, 1o ‘matter in how much less s one than
our roseate hopes may picture, to entitle us to your ageistance and
..~ Those of you who have followed me have

| realized that in the true

‘semse the Single Tax will be no tax"at all, . [t will abolish all taxa-

‘tion on the products of labor or on their free exchange, all bur-

dens on real estate improvements and personal property, all tariffs
.and income taxes, internal reverme taxes and imposts, taking

instead for thé use of the Government economic rent. © ©

I cannot better, it seems to me, describe the. effect of thisaga

- fisoal reform than 1o read, to yon thé language of the Single Tax
- Platform; adopted & few months sgo in New York: = *
“The Single Tax contemplates the abolition of all taxes upon
labor or the products of labor—that is to say, the abolition of all -
laxes save one tax levied on.the value of land irrespective of
improvements. S T AT
"7 “Bince in all our: States we now levy some- tax on-the value of
-land; the Single Tax can be instituted by-the simple and eagy way .
“of aholishing; ong after. another; . all ‘other taxes ‘mow levied, and
" ‘commensurately increasing the tax. on. land values, until we draw
' upon that one source. for all.expenses of  government; ; the revenue -
"being divided between local governments, State governments,. and
the general government, as the revenile. from- direct; taxes. is now :
divided between the local and Stato governments; or a direct assess-



ment being frade by the general government upon the States and
paid by thern from revenues collected in this manner. ' :
. & The Single Tax is nota tax on land, and, therefors, would not
fall on the tise of land and become a tax on labor.
~ «Iiisatax, not on land, but on the value of land. Thys it
would not fall on all land, but only on valugble land, and on that
not in proportion fo the use made of i, but in proportion-to its
value—the premium which the user of land must pay to the owner,
cither in purchase mohey or rent, for permission to use valuable
land. . It would then be a tax, not in the uze or improvement of
land, but on the ownership of land, taking what would otherwise
go to the owner as OWRer, and not as nser. .
© Tn agsegsments under the Single Tax all values ereated by indi-
vidual nge or improvernent would be excluded, and the only value
taken into consideration would he the value attaching to the bare
land by reason of neighbiorhood, ete, Thus the farmer would have
no more taxes to pay than the speculator who held a gimilar piece
of land idie, and the man who on a city lot erected a valuable build-
‘g would be taxed no more {han the man who held a similar lot
vacant. : : : .
«The Single Tax, in short, would call upon men to contribute to
. the public revenues not in proportion to what they produce and
accumulate, but in proportion to the value of the natural opportu-
nities they hold,” It would compel them to pay just as much for
holding land idle as for putting it to its fullest vse.

—

¢ The Single Tax, therefore, would : .
«{, Take the weight of taxabion off the agricultural districts

where Tand has little or no value irrespective of jmprovements, and
put it on towns and cities _where bare land riges to a value of
millions of dollars per acre. _ _

4. Thispense with the multiplicity of taxes and a horde of tax-

gatberers, simplify government, and greatly reduce its cost.
«g, Tio away with the fraud, corruption and gross inequality

ipseparable from our present methods of taxation, which allow the
rich to escape while they grind the peor. Land cannot be hid or
oarried off, and its value can be ascertained with greater ease and
certainty than any other. - ’ '

« 4. Give us with all the world s perfect freedom of trade as now
exists botween the States of our Union, thus enabling our people to
share through our fres exchanges in all the advantages which
nature has given to othier coumtries, or which the peculiar skill of
other peoples has enabled them. o attain. It would destroy the
trusts, monopolies, and corruptions which are the outgrowths of the
tariff. ~ It would do away with the fines and penalties mow levied
upon any one who improves a farm, erects a house, builds "a
machine, or in any way adds-fo the general stock of wealth, It
“would Jeavep everyone free fo appty labor or expend capital in pro-
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duction: or exchange without finé or restriction; and would lesve ta
each the full product of his exertion.” ’ : ’

To this I bave but a word toadd. - That the resulis of taxation of

" industry are mischiévious and deletérions to its development all Lis-
tory shows. The hopeless condition of the French people befors .
the Revolution, the abject misery of the Egyptian peasant of to-day,
was, and is, but the result of taxation. You may say they were
caused by the overwhelming amount of the taxation’; but that
which in.one degree produces the utter ruin of industry, must in a
leszer degree even discourage .and .injure it. In the séventeenth
century machinery used in manufacturing (crude enough undoubt-
edly it wag), wasg in the south of Englind subjected to local taxa-
tion, in the north it was exempt. The result to-day iz the almost
purely agricultural character of the south of England, and those
magnificent centres of manufacturing industry, like Birmingham
and Manchester in the north. 8o, says Professor Thorold: Rogers,
the greatest of English authorities npon such subjects. ITam told thiat
in sur own country exemption. of machinery used in manufacturing
from local taxation in Philadelphia has made it one of the great
manufacturing centres of the world, and that to-day, using. this as
an argument, the Mayor of Minneapolis is urging upon the common

“couneil the advantages of such exemption there. =~ g

And go I say that atax upon that which is properly a maan’s pro-
perty, on that which he produces—a fine, therefor, on his indus- .
try, and energy and thrift—ocannot be anything but dn evil,

And all such taxation is almost altogether indirect taxation, and
all indirect taxation is unjust and ruinous taxation, bearing far
mors upon the poor than upon the rich, and directly the cause of
much of the terrible inequality in our social conditions. Letme
quote from Mr. T, G. SBhearman werds which I heartily endorse :
““When taxes are laid upon any article that is produced by man,
that tax is not paid finally by the person who paid it inthe Srst
instance, by the manufacturer, the importer or the other person
from whom the Government collects-it. That person acts only as a
tax collector; and whatever he pays to the Government he collects
from his customer with a profit. From this it follows that every
tax of this kind, every tax laid by the tariff, every tax laid by the
intérnal revenue law, and every species of tax which' is laid upon
personal property, such as chairs, tables, clothing or food, is paid
by the consumer, by the person who finally and in the last instance

- uses that property and does not attempt to sell it to another. So
long as. any one sells such property he does nob pay the tax ; he
collects it from the person who buys from him, ’ .

“Now pee what follows, Compare the income of the rich with
the incomes of the poor, and remember always that you are taxed
upon what you spend for the support of your families; not on 'wha,t‘_
you spend for the maintenance of your store, of your factory, of
your shop, of your business in any form ; because that ¥ou charge -

‘over, No matter what the form of indirect taxation is, therefors, -
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attaches to land by reason of ‘the growth and improvement of the -
comniunity would make the ‘holding of 'land unprofitable o' the
mere owner, and profitable only to the user. It would make it
impossible for speculators and ‘monopolists to hold nataral Oppor-
tunities unused, or only half used, and would throw open to Iabor
the illimitable field of employment wiich the earth offers to man,
It would thus solve the labor problem, raise wages in all ocoupa-
tlons to the full earnings of labor, make overproduction impossible
until all human ‘wants are satisfied, render labor-¢avin g inventions
a'blessing to all, and ecanse guch ar ‘enormaus production and such
an equitable 'distribution of wealth ags would give to all comfort,

- leisure, and participation in the advantages of an advancing civil-
ization.” = - - ' '

Is this extravagant language? ' Consider for amoment before you

"say 80, What I8 it that makes the wretched social conditions of
to-day, that crowds eight and ten persons together into a single :
squalid room, that brings up the boys and girls, who should be
useful men and women, for the penitentiary and the brothel, that
sends women and children to the stiffing factory and workshop,
that causes the million unemployed men of Americs from whom ig
recruited the daily increasing army of paupers and eriminals? I
is the iton law of wages. : o

. The law is that wages tend always, under the present system, to
the starvation point, to that iminimum on which men can live and
reproduce the race ! ' ' '

And this is but the inevitable conclusion of two premises, both
indisputably true : L ‘ '

1. That in a competitive social state, such as everywhere exists
men will seek the gratification of their desires at the least posgible
expense of labor and pain to themselves; will move, in other words,
as all things in nature do, along the path of least resistance; will
pay, therefore, for the labor done for them by othiers, not that
which they can, but that only which they must—the srnallest wages,
that is to'say, for which they can get the serviee they desire per-
formed ; and - : : o '

2. That as population increases there are more wage-workers than
there are places for them to fill, competition everywhere among
workmen for employment, nowhere among employers  for
workmen. o _ C
- The tendency of wages, then, to the starvation point is, under
present conditions; the inevitable. result of laws a4 ixatu_ral and ag
universal in application as the law of gravitation itself, -

Thé attempt to restrain their operations for any great length of
time by legislation as t6 hours of labor or even by trades union
organization, is futile and desperate. The one thing and the only

" thing which can and does prevent wages reaching this lowest point,
Is the ability of men to evade wage working altogether, and to apply
directly and for their own bénefit their own labor, mental and physi-
cal, fo patusal opportunities. The ability of men to do this depends
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"upot their ability to get to the land and to work on-it for themselves.

Weoften heer the wage-worker, disconfented with hig lot, advised to
‘gouponiheland. ~The advice in one gense is ound eriongh, but the

pertinent inguiry remains; under our present system, wpon what-
land? Upon whose land? It is frue that as bad as things are in

Arnerica, it has been eagier in our comparatively sparsely settied couti-

iry, which has always had an enormous public common domain, for-
men to get upon the land—in'other words, for men to apply their labor

o natural opportunities without seeking employment from others,

than it has been in other countries older and more densely crowded,

To this fact alone it it due that wages have kept higher, all things

considered, here than olsewhere. . Bub even here, through our

wagteful way of investing settlers with private titles, the end has

well nigh come.’ Practically for the wage workers of. our large

cities it was long ago reached. Hence js the tendency to-day of

wages always downward; hence is the army of the unemployed;
hence the hundred thousand tramps who trudge by and through

many an unused field, where they would willingly work if they

were not warned away; hence the nameless migery which exists in

the crowded hovels of our great cities.

We hear very much of the necessity and advantage of educating
ths poor in thrift, economy, and temperance; bub thrift, economy
and temperance can only avail a man 80 far as they make him
guperior-to the general level. If by their diffusion the general level
is brought up to a higher poins, the increased application under.
" this same law of wages will securs but the old rate, and he who
would get abead must work harder still. . )

FEnthusiastic and able men have fancied and have preached that
in co-operation will be found the golition of the problem of how the
taborer.could get a just réturn for his labor; bub co-operation can
do nothing but reducs the cost of bringing commodities to the con-
sumer and increase the efficiency of labor; and inereasing the pro-
ductive power, under our presont gystem, means no increase in the
wage of the-worker. Tt means only. that the so-called owners of
‘land, the source of all wealth, can command a greater return for
the use of that land. ~ And the same objection of their inefficlency
prust. be made to all the suggestions which, without disturbing the
present central feature of our economic system, the monopolization
of 1and, propose better fiseal and econoruic legislation and the aboli-
tion of bad and injudicions laws. I agree most heartily with thoss
who would abolish tariffs and give us unrestricted freedom of
trade. DBut freedom of trade,while it vastly increases the aggregate
wealth of a country, and while it does delay its unequal and unjust
distribution, cannot in the end prevent that injustice. For, again,
" the sume rule as to wages and the wage worker prevails. Again,

ih is to the landlord that the ultimate advantage acerues, ‘Under our
present system, if all men became temperate, and “virtuous, and
industrious; if, upon all other subjects than this vital one of the
"land, bad laws; bad customs ‘and bad political economy. were abol-
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_ ished; nay, if the akill and energy of mankind were increased one
hundredfold; . nay, if God made ten blades of grass to grow where-
ever one grows to-day, the result would be the pame. Rent would-
increase and wages would tend to the starvation point.

Now the doctrine of Single Taxers is simply this : Sihce to make
it possible for all men to usé natural opportunities for themselves
will prevent wages from falling, inake it possible! This, we helieve
the Single Tax will do; not alone, nor chiefly because it is a reform
in fiscal methods; not because it-is 3 “ tax ™ in a true sense at all,
but because, by taking away the temptation to withhold land from
profitable use, it will throw open millions of acres to those indus-
trious people who desire to use them; because by taking ground
rents from those who do not own them and by giving them to those
who do—the community at large—it will enable the State to take
care of the weak and unfortunate; because it will stimlate the
improvement of all land and destroy speculation in it. It would
make it unprofitable and therefore economically impossible for
men to hold land at all without improvement. Forcing improve-
rfaent thus upon the landowners, it would compel the usefut employ-
ment of labor. Instead, therefors, of laborers competing with each
other for employment, employers would be éverywhere competing
for laborers, For, into the labor market would have come,
as a conipelitor, the demand of labor itself; the ability in
other words, of laborers to utilize for themselves natural
opportunities. Industrious men and women would no longer -have
to wander long distances and.waste their means looking for better
opportunities; they would not be obliged to swell the ranks of the
wage workers when those ranks were already overcrowded: they
would not be forced, when this resource even failed, to become use-

. less tramps.,” In language which I believe well warranted, Mr.

George says : © With natural opportunities thus free to Iabor, with
capital aud improvements exempt from tax, and exchange released

from restrictions, the spectacle-of willing men unable to turn- their

labor into the things they are suffering for would become impos-
gible, the recurring paroxysms which paralyze industry would
ceage, Every wheel of production would be set in mofion:

Dermand would keep pace with supply, and supply with demand.
Trade would increase in every dlrectlon, and wealth augment on
every hand.” :

I do not ignore the fact that objections to the Smgle Tax have
been made and sk:lfully argued. ¥t would not be possible, and I
think not desirable, for me to discuss them in the first 1nstance, in

-presenting our theory and our doctrine this evening.

But o far as I have ever seen these objections formulated, they
have, so far-as I can sec, been thoroughly and completely met.

One writer says that the income from the Single Tax would not
be sufficient to meet a tithe of the ordinary expenses of the State;
that under the systerm proposed the revenue would be insignificant, -
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But amother writer gays that the income. derived from the- Bingle _
Tax would be 5o great that corruption would necessarily follow.

These two arguments may safely be left to neutralize each others
while we turn to Mr. Shearman’s very carefully prepared -estimates
to find that to meet the expenses of the Government, national,
State, and municipal, would require about 60 per cent, of the éco-
nomie rent available; and to Mr. George’s masterly discussion of the

- proper functions of government, to show that so long as it confines
itgelf to such functions, and gives up meddling with those which
do not belong to it, the danger of corruption will not grow with the
increase of revenue. . )

Another obijector, ignoring the fact that all the experience of
civilization in the matter of land held upon ground Jeases iz againsb
him, says, that without the hope of the unearned increment which
belongs now to the individual ownership of land, men would notb .
improve it and civilization would come to a standstill. Another
declares in the face of actual experience in numberless cases, that

' the taxing power could not separate the value of land from the
value of fmprovements. ~Another, in the teeth of all sound political
ecomomy, says that the Single Tax upon land values would be
insffective, because it could be added by the owner to the rents of
his tenants, as thongh landlords did not exact to-day the utmost
rent they can cobtain,

Tt has been gaid that farmers would suffer by the proposed reform,
and thoroughly and completely the reveriue and fiscal statistics of
a dozen States, carefully analyzed, have disproved it.

This is so-important a matter that I may be pardoned for dwelling
on it for the few minutes siill at my disposal, using the ideas and

- almost the very language of Mr, Thomas G, Shearman in his
addresg on ¢ The Farmergand the Bingle Tax  before a commit tee
of the Ohio Legislature, but supplementing it by some figures
drawn from the Teport of the State Board of Equalization in Hlinois.

“ Any attempt to separate the community into two distinet
classes, one of which is taxable only on real estate, and the other
of which is taxable only on personal property, is -obviously: irapos-
gible and absurd. Mo man is ever reached by the tax gatherer who
does not ocoupy some piece of land.. If hedid not the tax col-
lector could pever find him, Tramps pay no direct taxes.
Neither can any man live without occupying some improvements
on real estate and possessing some personal property, Every tax-
payer, without exception, is an occupant of land and improvements

_ upon land, and an owner of personal property The only gelfish

interest which any tazpayer has in deciding between rival systems
of taxation, iz to kmow which will produce a sufficient revenue tothe

State with the smallest possible burden to him. In considering,

therefore, the interest of any class, such as farmers, the real question

4o be answered is not whether they, in fact, own more or less personal

property than merchants, bankers, and money lenders. 1t is, first,
whether they own more persopal property in proportion to. the
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value of their land than do those other classes ; ‘and, second,

. whether the particular kinds of personal property which they own
are more easily reached by the tax gatherers than are the kinds of
property owned by the other classes. . The State must raise a cer-
tain fixed amount for public pirposes. This amount it will assess
upon all the taxpayers in proporiion to the value of their propefty _
as reported by the assessors; not in proportion to its real value,
which the Assessors, of course, are never able exactly to ascertain,
It, therefore, experience proves that Assesors ars able to find twenty
times as much land value in the possession of merchants as they
can among farmers, but only ten times as much personal property
. among merchants ds they find among farmers, it is a plain
result, as simple as the rule of three, that the taxation of per-
sonal property will end in making farmers pay alarger propor-
tion of the taxes than they would pay if all taxes were concen-
trated on land,” C _

In the light of these considerations, let ws look at some of the
statistics furnished by the last official reports of the State Board of
Equalization. Let us set on one side the six counties which include -
the largest cities of Illinois, and on the otherside the six countics
which contain the smallegt proportion of city population among all
the ¢ounties of Minois. . :

- The former, which we will call the- city counties, include Cook,
Peoria, 8t. Clair, Kane, McLean, and Sangameén., In them are the
cities of Chicago, Peoria, Belleville, Alton, Auvrora, Bloomington, -
and Springfield. ] - : E

Tde latter, which. we will call the country _counties, include
Stark, Putnam, Franklin, Hardin, Pope,' and Calhoun. :

These counties respectively represent,the extreme contrasts
Letween the cities and farms of the Stats, Tn the city counties
named there are a hundred times as many town and city lots as in
the country counties, In the city counties the assessed value of city
lots is almost four times the assessed value of other lands, while in
the country counties the assessad value of the farms is about tiwelve
times the value of the town and city lots, -

-Now, in the city counties the assessed value of the personal
property is only 14 per cont. of the whole assessment, while in the
rural counties personal property constitutes 21 per cent, of the
whole asgessment. :

In the oify counties there are forty times as much real estate

- values assessed as in the country counties, and only twenty-six
. times as much personal property, :

‘We have unfortunately no figures which show the asgessed value -
of improvements on land as compared to the land values alone, but
all experience where such figures are obtainsble shows that the
assessed land values in proportion to the assessed value of improve-
ments is greater in the cities than in the country—about 60 per cent.
in the one to 40 percent, i the other of the entire real estate
values,  But assuming that they are equal and 50 per cent, in each,
it needs, us_before suggested, only the application of rules of pro-
~ portion to ghow that by the application of the Bingle Tax farmers
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would pay less, and not more of the. amount required to be raised
than they now-do. - - . ’

But 1ot us test this question in ptill other ways. The chief clamor
in favor of taxing personal property has been directed towards the
taxing of moneys and credits; and the monsy lender, who is sup-
posed to have vastsums on deposit in bank, and the merchant who
is supposed to have vast outstanding credits due from the poor
farmer, are the special objects againgt whom this method of tax-
ation is aimed—all for the relief of the farmers. Leb us see how
this works, by-a comparison of the same typical counties.. .

The last report of the Board of Equalization shows that their
relsiive assessments were as follows :

. Moneys, Credits, Bonds,
Real Estate, - ‘and Btocks, -

. City counties. .. .oeiiaannnee 278 605,990 : $5,164,479

~ Rural countief. . .oeeeieooese 6,887,028 . 474,845

Roughly stated, it thus appears that if taxation were confined to
.penl estate or (under the assumption of the proportion in value of

improvements to the land heretofore made)to land values alene,
the city counties would pay forty times ag much as the rural coun-
ties, and if levied on moneys, credits, bonds, and stocks alone they
would pay only eleven times as much. .

The only result, therefore, of tzxing moneys, credits, and similar
investments is to relieve the burden of the cities and increase the
burden of the farms. :

<« Wigures like these might be collected, not only from the statistios

- of THinois, but from those of every State and country under the sun
where statislics are kept and personal property taxed. They are
‘the moon-struck theorists, who, in contradiction of all the facts and
all the experience of the world, pergist in the vain- endeavor to tax
personal propersy and in the absurd assertion that this form of tax-
ation tends to relieve farmers, )
e Parmers canuot concdal’ their .sheep and oxen, their plows and
jmplements ; and they have enormous difficulty in concealing their
wealih in any form, because their affairs are so well known to all
their neighbors. If they have any money in bank, all the village

Icnows it.  If they have loaned money or gold goods on credit, their . .

debtor is pretty sure to be somse one in the immediate neighbor-
hood ; and all the dircumstances are known to fifty people. The
average farmer, when making his returns to the Assessor, is afraid
to undersiate his wealth very greatly, because he could hardly lock
the Assessor in the face after doing 503 being comscious that if the
~ Asgessor does not already kmow the truth, he can with very little
difficulsy find it out for himself. But in large towns and cities,
searcely any man knows intimately the afairs of his neighbor ; and
the Assessor knows least of all People are reputed to be worth
$1,000,000, who in reality are nob worth $50,000; and others are
reputed to be worth only $100,000, who in reality are worth §2,000,-
(00, . Even if the amount of any man's wealth is approximately
known, none of his neighbors lchow how that wealth is invested,
unless it is gut in real estate. The Assessor, therefors, has absolutely
no means of ascertaining the value of any man’s personal property,
except by returns from that man himgelf, or from the corporations
with whom he may happen {o invest, If an [linois man makes his
principal investments in corporations ocutside of the State, the
Agsessor is entirely at the mercy of the taxpayer. ~He can tell any
numberof liés with impunity, The Asgsessor rarely or never exari-
ines his books of ‘account; and if Assessors once began such an
examination, many rich men would cease to keep books of account
at-all, as it is notorious that they did when the income fax was in
geistence, - All things combine to make it easy for the Assessor to
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reach the farmer’s pergonal property, and diffcult for him to reach -
that of the merchant, banker, or cify capitalist.” - ‘ .

In conclugion, I would devote & few words only to anm answer
to the question with which, about a year ago, the hicago Tribune
taunted me, after an address of ming before the Economic Confer-
ences, “* How are you going to do it : .

The question hag a familiar sound ; for the life of me I cannot’
avoid a reminiscence of Tweed and the New. York ring, when I
repeat it.

“What are you going to do about it?” js the .defiant retort
generally made at the last ditch when sophistical argument and
conscious deception have failed, and there is nothing else to be said,

But we Single Tax men have no hesitation in telling just what we
are going to do about it. -

First : We are going, as a temporary expedient only, not because
it is a thorough carrying out of our theory, but because it is an alle-
viation of the present evils and an education for the future, to give
our energy and influence to all feasible schemes of providing "for
local improvements by special assessmen rather than by general
taxation, )

Secondly : We are going to do.all we can while existin laws
stand to have them so enforced that the unimproved land held for
speculative purposes shall be taxed to the same extent at least as
improved land, not as now, almost by comparison, exempted from
taxation altogether. ] )

Thirdly : We are going to advocate and bring about, so far as the
ability in 1 lies, a system by which all franchises granfed by the
municipality shall be paid for by a fair, periodically appraised rental,
and we are goini o support by tongue, pen and vote the municipal
anthorities who have taken a positiont in favor of this.

Fourthly : Where practicable we are going to agitate for the
+ assumption by the community of those functions wherein dwells
.8uch a necessary elemens of monopoly as to rendoar it impossible or

even difficult to secure from private parties to wihom such function
should be entrusted ad a franchise, g certainly suitable and proper
.return, Gas works may be cited as an example of the sort of things
I am referring to. .

But finally and principally (and the determination to persistently
follow this course marks the great advance made by the Single Tax
movement gince it came into the realm of practical politics), we are
going at all times, by all methods, and with all our energy, to
oppose all indirect, or_crooked taxation, by which I mean all taxa-
tion which can be shifted from the person originally paying it to
the user or consumer of the thing taxed.

This indirect or crooked taxation includss all taxation on the pro-
ducts of human industry., Its most injurious and most notable
Mustration is in the tariff or customs duties, To the tariff, then,
overy Single Taxer is a sworn enemy. Not only to protective tariffs -
but {o revenue tariffs as well and equally we are opposed. Unre-
stricted commerge with all the world, as free and as benefioial as
that Letween the States of the Union to-day, is our ideal and our
hope ; and we believe Free Trade will be 3 name to conjure with,
when the cry of tariff reform has become a disused shibboleth as
surely as Emancipation became the cause for which men gladly
died, long after the contest against the extension of slavery in the
territories had become ancient history. o

But we are going to fight all other crooked taxation, too, and
ceaselessly agitate for direct taxation, ] : :

' Now, with trifling exceptions, there are but three forms of teasi-
ble direct taxation : :

Income taxes,
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Sucsession or inheritance taxes, and

Taxes upon Land Values or Ground Rentd. T

- Income taxes, although when not used-clamored for by many, are'
always, when actually applied, unpopular and obnoxiocus, and

- justly 8o, 'They are inquisitorial; it 15 absolutely impossible to levy
Lhem with justice; they put a premium upon perjury and bribery ;
they are only paid in full by the defenceless and weal, like widows
and orphans and their trustees, while they are at every turn evaded
and shirked by the astute and influential.

Succession faxes are better in principle; but they can and would
be frequently evaded by ante-mortem dispositions, and they could
10t be made to yield a sufficient revenue,

Taxes upon land values alone remain. They are easily and
‘cheaply eollectible; they cannot be evaded; they will yield an
entirely sufficient revenue. They are just in principle and will be
expedient and practicable of application. Wehaveno fear but that

the natural and inevitable reault of success in our fight against
indirect taxation will be the application of the Single Tax upon
land values, and we have aglittle fear but that the needs of the Gov-
ernment for proper governmental fumctions and duoties . will be
found Era.ctica.lly ‘exactly commensurate with the amount of rev-
enue thus derived from the absorption by the state of economic
rent. .

And so abiding is our faith in the good results which will follow
that we shall consider the fight fairly won, if in any considerable
municipality even, the gystem is allowed even a partial operation.
Tor its effects will be so instantly apparent asto compel its adoption
elsewhere in solf defence. It isfor this reason that we Single Taxers
- are working in various State Legislatures for a law which will
_allow each municipality to select for itgelf the class of properky on

which it shall make its assessment. -

Let me illustrate what I mean on a glightly larger gcale, '
Tet us suppose the State of Rhode Tsland to exempt all personal
property, all moneys, bonds, stocks, and credits from taxation and
¥aise its township and State revenues by a Single Tax upon lard
values exclusive of improvoments. How long do you suppose it
would be before over the Connecticut line into ‘Westerly, and over
the Massachusettsline into Pawtucket, and Providence, and Bristol,
the manufacturing plants of Stonington and Attleboro and Fall
River would be tumbling ¥ Nor would the movement be confized to
the neighboring towns, nor even o, the boundary States. By an
instinct as unerring as that which draws the bee to honey, would
the manufacturers and producers tend to Rhode Island. They are
not land speculators, they are pIeople of use to the community—pro-
ducers of real wealth,” Rhode Island would enjoy a genuine boom;
but after all it would be short lived, for as soon ag the Legislatures
of Massachusetts and Connecticut could be decently convened and
addressed by their respective Governors we may be sure they would
“Follow the good lead, And the other manufacturing States would
soon follow.
This would be enough. Indirect taxation everywhere in America
wonld be doomed, and in its extinction the triumph. of the Single
Tax assured, ’ ’ ‘
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