- Society

No society has completely elimin-
ated exploitation or para,sitiém_even
in its cruder ang .most  génerally
recognized forms. Highway robbery
certainly is not ‘unknown in the mod-
e “civilized” worid. Burglary con-
tinues to be practiced, So does the
picking of pockets. But at least.all
©of these are geterally and Violently
Teprobated.  Other forms of exploj-
tation, such as monopoly, unfair
competition, the gaining of subsidies

and tariff favors at the expense of

ithe people through influencing FOV-
ernment, ete, are ~certainly " similar
in their fundamental nature, Although
the devious windings. invoived in
some of them -maay bring: it . about
that their exploitive character is-less
clearly and generally recognized,
Entire tribes and mations of. men
have aceepted extreme and essential-

1y unreasonable theories of obligation '

to exploiters, and many milliens of
humari beings have learned to sub-
mit humbly to the lot of the exploi-
ted. And yet the connection between
effort and the saiisfaction of needs
and desires seems sp clear, at any
rate in the more simple economies,
that we must believe any hunran be-
ing of normal mind to be capable of
recognizing it. -

And thus, though men may he-
come accustomed to submit to cer-
tain forms of exploitation ag “right,”
it would seem that, @ prioti at least,
the minds of most of them naturally
and. inevitably feact with reseitment

when that. wwhich is clearly the-re-

sult of their effort iz taken 'from
them by others. The man who has
hunted or fished all day that ke and
his may have meat for their evening
meal, is' likely to" experfence more
bitter resentmeént ' if . ansther, who
has avoided this effort through the
heat of the day, takes his cateh from
him ut suliset, than if ‘this product
-of his‘effort hdd cothe to Wim “with-
out’ laber 6r thought on hiz part.

Likewise,” the man who has spent-

many weeks preparing the ground,
Planting it, weeding it and {hen
getting the -produce it Yields, will
preBably Fegl umch more resatitinent
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it the reward of aill -thig labor is -

taken from him. than he "would feel
to have the same DProvigions taken
from him had they ‘been-dropped into

his homie by unseen powers and with

no labor or planning of his own. And
similarly if one has spun and woven
cloth and made clothing” for pro-
tection against the cold of winter
or has made bowls and -plates from
Which to €at or beds in which to
Sleep or his “built walls and a roof
to “shelter* him' against winds “and
rain. :

Is it not probable that considera-
tions such as these are at the hagsis

of the claim that the “right” to the

product of one’s’ own: labor is a
“natural” right? ¥t is:indeed natural,

undér the actual eircumistances of
life and with hirman minds’ what they

are, that there should be a définite
tendency to Fecognize . the material
result of an individuals - prodnetive
effort as something to which he has
a rather special and justitiable
elaim, And 50°it- seems .hot unreds-
onable - to . conclude “that a society
which recognizes; the .principle that
the laborer -is, in ' general, entitled
to. the product of his'labor, Will have
a greater déegree of. cohiesion .than a
sociely in which that ‘principle is
completely. repudiated, - -

It i§ true that moderh economiic
society iz complex,:” The: use of
méney and bank eredit,-the tis¢ and
fall of price levéls, the. processes of
large scale -production*with the hir-
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Ing of labor for manifold specializod
tasks, the. subtle forms which mon-
Opoly may sometimes take, the var-
ety of methods or unfair competi-
tion, ete., may make the connection
between a person's labor ang the
broduct of it far less obvious than
it would be in a more Primitive so-
ciety. - ' ’

The connection is sHn obvious

.enough, however, to any one at all

givgn to. serioug reflection; and it is
still probably true that the welfare—
and. the ctohegion amd strength—of

-any society is best furthered by a

system of distribution or sharing
that apportions rewards in at least
somae sort of relation to productive
contribution, .
The eonnection betweer work and
saving on the one hand and the ex.
tra return vielded by capital over
what work alone would yield, on’ the
other hand, is, apparently, not guite
50 obvious. For communists ang 50~

. cialists seem able to cenvince them-

selves that no individual as such is
fairly entitled to a return on capital;

-and this conviction presumanly

ETOWS out of their view that all
value is produced by labor. Yet
men do reason beyond the simple
and the obvious. And the conclu-
sion that saving, with investment of
the savings in capital construction,
is a real contribution to the “produc-
tive process, is-but a fogical exten-
sion of the conclusion-that labor ‘1g
sueh- a centribution. © . ..
Under the circumstances; then,
We may reasonably expect that those
Wwho have saved and who have even
the vaguest idea of. the necessity of
saving for: capitai. cofistruction . and
of -the advantage of capital to.in-
dustry, will -easily and naturally feel
themselves entitled to’ receive inter-
est on fheir. capital and that, at any
rate with- the more ubderstanding,
something ‘of :the same resentment
will be felt when others.take from
thera what their capital yiélds ag
when others rob them of the direct
product of. théir lakor. R
dt-ig true that the hahit of ~con-
fushig tand swith.capital iy still wide-
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spread and that the writifigs of some
professional economists, even, con-
tribute to the confusion. But there
have been many men, since econom-
jcs began, and there are now ah in-
creasing number, who recognize that
land and capital are not at all the
same and that the private enjoyment
of land rent cannot ke justified on
any basis of stimulus to efficiency
and thrift, or of general well being,
or of social cohesion, or of survival
of the group, as can the private en-
joyment of interest on capital and
wages of labor,
nual rental value of land would make
the people of a nation more pros-
perous and “happy in peace, and it
would make them more formidable
in war—if war there must be. The
economic waste of land speculation
would be done away with, Revenues

which now go to private individuals

for no service in return, would be
available to the public, The citizens
of such a nation could not—unless

To socialize the an-'

utterly. uﬁcomprehendiqg—;bé _ other’

than enthusiastic about theii‘ system
and anxicus to retain and .extend it.
And in enemy states where the sys-
tem was béginning to be understood
but whoge domma.nt clagses were de~
termined not to. _adopt-it, there would
be grave risk of divided counsels and
oi Jack of enthusiasm in its defenge.

Sometlmes indéed, the m:htary de-
feat of a nation the majority of
whose people are exploited by a priv-
jleged few, if the défeat does not

bring serious subjection to alien ex- .

ploiters, may help io relieve the

common folk of the defeated nation
from their economie subservience.
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For such  defeat may destroy the
prestige of the ruling cdste, dimin-
ish the resrpec‘t of the fear in which
it 'is held a.n& S0 make possible a
dlsruptmn of relatmnsths that had
come to seem etetnal.,

" Unless, how_ever, there ig wide-
spread -understanding. of economic

facts and forces,including widespread
ability 40 recognize as such the vari-

ous forms and devices of exploita-
tion, any reform is likely to be only
temporary. Even if the old caste of
parasites fails to regain its position,
there will arise new exploiters who
may be no less hard to suffer than
the old. o

But it is & chief function of The
Henry George School of Social Seci-
ence to ald in spreadmg such eco-
nomic understandmg as widely as
possible, And it may be that upon
the work of this School—more than
upon any othe? institution or personsg
——depends the charnice of the continu-
ance of a System of free industry.



