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on—his pen poised for another chapter. He even set aside specific
space to complete and round out his transcendent theory. He did

' not have time beforc he was suddenly “‘called” to do the vitally im-

{ portant thing of placing in its proper place his trcmendous “after-

and employees of business—and that is about everyone.

" tion would be completely harmonized.

thought.” ““But theie is the power to extract a rent, which may be
called monopoly rent.”” But cven had George essayed to write a
textbook suitable for a school with 200 branches, we might find fault
with him. But he did not. Therefore with those responsible for
this vast enterprise rests also the responsibility of putting his series
of essays into suitable form for teaching. And this is only one of a
hundred odd jobs of thinking our movemcnt now urgently necds
doing. And to do these there are no available brains that should
not be utilized. So again, I movc “‘the 20th Century Physiocrats
Society.”

How CoMPLETELY IN DEFAULT 1S OUuR EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM 1X ITS
DEPARTMENT OF EcoNoMIcs is shown in many vital ways. Toll roads

" and bridges—thc former having been abolished as archaic, return in

guise of the latter. The Atlantic Ave. L. I. R. is abolishing seven
grade crossings and the wise Transit Commission 'will finance this
“with a slight increase in fares.” 1 wonder would Jimmy Walker have
done worse.) Hospitals—and now doctors—are putting thcir cost
“up to the “customers’’ at 3 cents a day, and doctors at 4 cents, equal
7 cents, equal $25 a year! Our Mayor is never so proud as when he
has devised some new impost on his humblest—and dumbest—voters.
Pile it onto the consumer until he breaks so complctely down that he
carrics all of us who monopolize the *‘savoir faire’” (who also ride on
his back) down—and makes us so uncomfortablc! Economics would
show us othcr ways—of using the values we all create collectively,
to take care of all these things—and all the other taxes and fines.
‘And the struggle would only be over taking—say 15 billion—away
from our most highly cstcemed racketcers “landlords’” who build us
our monopolies with them!

A. W. RoBERTSON, HEAD oF WESTINGHOUSE, AT THE “MANAGE-
'MENT'' MEETING, calls on the stockholders to ‘“form a union,” I
‘wonder does he know what a big thing he proposes. It has the sal-
vation of business in it, but ten times greater it would be accomplished
wholly by making strong, prosperous and happy all the customers
This union
of stockholdcrs would be easy to start since cveryone is listed—and
there are millions to start. After thcy are organized, thcy should
invite in another even morc numerous class—every employce in every
company and their slogan should be a leaf from the communist-
union scheme:—*Solidarity! Solidarity between all the producers of
wealth—Capital and Labor!"

. To make this successful a simple principle would have to be adopted:
" This would be about all the constitution and by-laws needed, and all
friction would be forestalled, as the interests of these twins of produc-
Here it is:—that all the product
of the joint activitics of capital and labor is to be divided between
these parties exclusively, accoiding to thcir participation in production.
And none is to be given to any alien intercst directly or through any
system of taxation, or otherwise.

HE wrong that produces inequality; the wrong that

in the midst of abundance tortures men with want
or harries them with the fear of want; that stunts them
physically, degrades them intellectually, and distorts
them morally, is what alone prevents harmonious social
development.—PROGRESS AND POVERTY.

Problems of Political Economy
and

Scale Models for the
Construction of Prosperity*

Copyright 1938, by Henry J. Foley

(Concluded)
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ENTER THE TARIFF

The American government lays a tariff of $2.50 on food,
and the price of food rises to $5. South Americaa lays
a tariff of 85 on materials, and the price rises in South
America to $10. Jones, who had left the farm to make
more money at materials, must now return to the farm,
making $10 and spending it at the higher prices, leaving
no money for savings. Every American is spending
$2.50 more per day for food, and every South American
is spending $5 per day more for materials.

Or to look at it from another angle: Smith is making
suits of clothes to sell for $30, which could be purchased
abroad for $20. A tariff of $10 is laid on clothing so that
Jones must pay $10 more for clothing and allow Smith
to keep his price at $30.

The greatest possible benefit which Jones, as a worker,
could receive from the tariff is the extra $10 taken from
him as a consumer. From this $10 must be taken the
cost of custom houses and highly paid officials. Even
the remainder does not go to Jones but to his employer,
who is under no obligation, legal or otherwise, to give it
to Jones, and Jones gets little, if any.

The tariff is a device for robbing Peter to pay Paul,
and robbing Paul to pay Peter, except that the loot does
not reach either Peter or Paul. The advocates of a tariff
are justified in claiming that it creates work. It forces
a man to furnish two days’ work for one day’s supplies.

HOW THE TARIFF WORKS WITH PRIVATE CON-
TROL OF LAND

We will use the same men and the same plots as in the
last problem, but the plots are now owned by a landlord.
Production of food and materials has been speeded up
under mass production to $20 per day, the share of wages
being §10. Jones, instead of being a farmer, is a farm
hand, and Smith, instead of a manufacturer, is a mill
hand.

The best unowned land can produce $50 per month,
and this sets the minimum wage; but industry is pros-
pering, labor unions are powerful, and wages are set at
$10 per day. The men are comfortably fixed, food cost-
ing $5, and materials $5 per day.

Then it is once more found that food from South America
can be sold here for $2.50. Jones' employer can no longer
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sell his food at $5, the American farm business must end,
and neither Jones nor his employer has any place to make
a living. Now there arises a clamor from farmer and farm
hand for a tariff on South American food, so that every
American must pay double prices to support a food in-
dustry which can not support itself and pay a heavy
tribute in rent.

Where the land was not under private control and men
were free to work, Jones could work where he wished and
at any occupation, and he would go into the production
of high-priced materials to exchange for low-priced food.
Under private control of land, where men have no place
to make a living for themselves, industries which can not
support themselves in competition must be supported by
double prices extracted from the people.

ANOTHER SCALE MODEL TO SHOW THE
WORKINGS OF A TARIFF

Three men are working individually, and each produces
in a year his food, his clothing, and an automobile. One
is an expert mechanic and could produce six automobiles,
another is an expert farmer and could produce food for
six men, and another is a tailor who could produce enough
clothing for six men.

Now each devotes himself to his favorite work, and the
mechanic trades two automobiles for two years’ food sup-
plies, and two automobiles for two years' clothing sup-
plies, keeping two automobiles for himself. Similarly,
each of the other men has two years’ supplies; each man
is wealthy.

The use of money in these transactions will not alter
the results. Money is only a medium of exchange.

No man can eat a double supply of food, and no one
wishes double quantities of clothing or automobiles, but
they would like some of the luxuries. A man in Spain
can produce excellent wines, a man in Havana can make
fragrant cigars, and a man in France has learned the art
of making perfumes. Our farmer exchanges his extra
supplies for wines, cigars and perfumes.

Now a paternalistic government undertakes to protect
these men against competition, and to assure them work.
It takes a quarter of each man’s production to finance
the work, and government lays a tariff on wines, cigars
and perfumes.

The farmer is now left with three-quarters of his produce,

leaving one-quarter available for exchange. Due to the
. tariff, foreign products are twice as expensive, and the
one-fourth of the farmer's produce buys only half as
much as the same one-fourth would have bought before.
The foreign goods he buys have been halved twice, once
by taxes and again by the tariff.

All the wealth of the world is nothing but the natural
resources worked up by labor. If every man were free
on equal terms to use these natural resources he would
produce his maximum of wealth in his line. Every other
man would be producing his maximum of wealth in other

kinds, and each would be exchanging for the maximum
of the kinds of wealth his heart desired. No tariff and
no other interference of government could possibly im-
prove upoen this happy condition. '

THE TARIFF IS ONLY ONE VARIETY OF GOVERN-
MENTAL INTERFERENCE, ALL OF THEM
HINDERING PROSPERITY

Every interference by government with the legitimate
activities of a man or of a corporation must either reduce
the product or increase the expense, either of which means
a reduction of the wealth produced for consumption.
The huge cost of administration and of wasfe in such
bureaucratic systems must also be taken from the proceeds
of industry, further reducing the amount to be distributed.

If interference could benefit a business every business
would welcome interference by people and governments,
a reduction to absurdity.

New York City is providing an actual working model
in interference, called racketeering, and the working
model is working. The racketeer graciously allows the
business man to continue business on the payment of a
satisfactory tribute, and the danger to business has become
so wide-spread that the Mayor has appointed a committee
to end the abuse.

Meantime, the citizens of New York City and New
York State, the owners by right of eminent domain, of
“all the lands in the State of New York,” are told by
their government that they make a living at any place
provided they will contribute, in whatever unlimited
amounts may be demanded, to the support of those who
have been given control over the lands on which the citizens
can make a living.

Interference by private racketeers is a drop in the bucket
compared with the interference by state and national
governments with the conduct of business; and the stag-
gering total of such interferences is as the dew on th
mountains to the waters in the ocean, when compare
with the one colossal interference of depriving the popu
lation by law of a place to make a living.

THEOREM X

OVER-PRODUCTION WOULD BE IMPOSSIBLE
WHERE LAND IS NOT PROPERTY

We will take for our scale models twelve men, and th
three plots below. The nine other plots are available
but we are disregarding them.

Factory property....cococeoceccececeecees product, $10 per day;
Farm ..o product, 10 per day
Sub-marginal farm_.___________________. product, 1 per da ‘

The people own the plots. Six men work at the factor
and six at the better farm. Each man needs $5 per day
for food and $5 for materials, and the $10 per day ar
ample for all requirements.
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No matter whether a man's scale of living is at $10
er day or $10,000, the only reason men work is to fill
heir wants, and any man in his right mind will stop work
hen there is nothing else he wants. When our six
armers have raised all the food they can eat, when they
Bve sold all the food the factory workers can eat, and
Ewe purchased all the materials they want, they will
rtainly not produce more food so that they can watch
decay.
If some of their wants must be filled from abroad they
ill produce enough food and materials to exchange for
e foreign goods, but they will stop as before when their
ants in foreign goods are supplied. The workman or
e employer who should continue to produce what no
ne wants or can buy should be examined for his sanity.
Now let us suppose that our twelve men, instead of
orking individually, are working for an employer for
vages of $10 per day. Suppose that over-production
ins, and the employer announces a cut in wages to $5.
;‘he men immediately go to work on the other plots and
nake a living, employers without workmen have nomoney
o pay the rents, the leases would lapse, and men would
© to work anywhere. Employers could no longer hire
en at half wages while they pile up products in the
1sane hope that some one will buy them, perhaps the
habitants of the moon.
- There would still be room for employers and captains
industry without over-production. The man who
uld organize production so that our twelve men could
roduce all their requirements in less time and with less
rudgery, would deserve and should receive a higher
turn which would give him a better standard of living
nd the well-earned status of a public benefactor. But
e could never start the infernal train of low wages, under-
nsumption, over-production, and panic.

ENTER LAND MONOPOLY

The factory land and the better farm are now owned by

private person, who leases them to a manufacturer and

farmer. The men are working for $10 per day. Pro-
uction is $20, the other $10 going to employer and land-
ord.

The men, as before, purchase $10 worth of the products

er day, and whether or not their wants are supplied they
ave no wages with which to buy more, and half the food
d materials, $10 per day, must remain unsold, must
over-production.
The employers with unsold products on their hands are
ding money scarce, and are forced even against their
tter instincts, to cut wages, say to $5, half as much as
len need to supply their wants, and over-production
‘ules up at the rate of $15 per day.

The men can no longer stop work, because they will
dve no money for tomorrow’s wants. They have no
dace to work for themselves, and they must hold the job
die. Neither the farm nor the factory can stop pro-

duc'ion, because they are under a heavy rental, but the
time must come when their funds will be exhausted, tied
up in decaying food and useless materials.

THEOREM XI

MONEY SCARCITY AND NATIONAL DEBT ARE
CAUSED BY PRIVATE CONTROL OF LAND

Our scale model consists of the twelve men and the
twelve plots of Theorem I. The farmer exchanges food
for clothing and other wants. The clothing-maker ex-
changes clothing for food and other things. The total
production is ample for all, and each man can see to it
that he gets a fair return for what his labor has produced,
that he gets approximately a day's production of clothing
for a day's production of food; otherwise he would take
up the production of clothing.

The conditions would be the same if money were used.
The farmer who could not sell his day’s production for
enough to buy a day's production of clothing would go
into the better paid business of making clothing.

Now we introduce private control of land. Robinson
buys up the land, or is given a grant by a beneficent govern-
ment. He has no desire to use the land, but allows any
one to use it on the payment of a satisfactory figure.
Jones formerly produced $5 worth of food and turned it
into money, and spent it on clothing and other things.
He still produces $5 worth per day and sells it, pays $2
for rent, and spends the remainder.

Suppose the government has placed $10,000 in cir-
culation. The twelve men are earning and receiving $60
per day, $24 of which goes to the landlord. Robinson
does not eat more than the day laborer, nor wear many
more clothes though they may be more luxurious, but we
will suppose he buys three times as much of the pro-
duction as any of the twelve, §9 per day, leaving $15 in
his money box.

Now Robinson may endow hospitals and museums,
or spend his money in Europe, but there is no way in
which this excess money can find its way into the pockets
of the twelve, because they have nothing to exchange
for it. At the end of 666 days, less than two years, the
money has disappeared from circulation.

The government must now inflate the currency, but
if it be inflated to any point short of infinity there can be
only one ending, money scarcity.

With currency money absorbed, the only course is
credit money—debt, and the $15 per day deficit in cur-
rency in our community of 12, develops in our com-
munity of 130,000,000 into a national debt of $36,000,-
000,000.

The mathematician who could discover a method of
paying a national debt of $36,000,000,000 by daily going
into debt should occupy the place now dedicated to
Sir Isaac Newton. It is physically impossible for a
system of private control of land to end in anything but
money scarcity, and an unpayable national debt.
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THEOREM XII

PROPERTY IN LAND MEANS THE ENDING OF
PRIVATE PROPERTY

QOur scale model will be the same twelve men and the
landowner, as in Theorem IX, and we will take up the
problem where the problem of money scarcity ended.
The men have not only a money scarcity, but a staggering
total of debt which is impossible of payment.

Let us suppose, what is most unlikely, that all the men
are working, and making each $5 per day, of which they
get $3 after the rent has been paid.

The government is making heroic efforts to balance
the budget, which must include a huge interest on the
ever-mounting debt, and this interest, besides the normal
expenses of the community, can come from nowhere
except the wealth produced, from the $5 per day of our
worker, and his $3 per day must be reduced by taxation
to $2.50, to $2, to——Where can it stop?

Our twelve men are not philosophers nor students of
government. They can not discover what is wrong,
and the efforts of the philosophers to tell them what is
wrong do not make sense. They only know that private
ownership of land is the very foundation of civilization,
and must not be questioned even if one man owns a terri-
tory equal to that of eight states, or if three men should
own the entire area of the earth, and that they are privi-
leged to look anywhere else in heaven or on earth for
the cause of their poverty.

They only know that all the wealth is the product of
their hands, that the wealth is in the hands of some one
else, that their families are destitute, and that their
leaders have not even the glimmerings of a plan for their
relief.

They will do what was done in the French Revolution,
what in our own day has been done in Russia and Mexico
and France and Spain. They will seize the wealth where-
ever it is located, in all probability to the tune of fire and
slaughter, and no fine distinctions will be drawn between
the wealth of the landowner and the wealth of the manu-
facturer and the merchant. This is not a threat, only a
prediction. ‘I know of no way to judge the future but
by the past.”

The Spanish merchant or manufacturer whose work
was a blessing to the nation, and whose wealth was drained
off by the landowner as scientifically as was that of the
truck driver, can get little consolation as his factory
burns or is taken over by a soviet, from the knowledge
that he is not the guilty party. He might have been
presumed to have the leisure and the intelligence to know
that non-producers with the legal privilege to take without
limit from producers could not possibly end in anything
but starvation or revolution.

Will American captains of industry take up the problem
while there is yet time, or will they leave the solution to
be provided by a soviet?

THEOREM XIII

A FAVORABLE BALANCE OF TRADE MAY BE AN
UNFAVORABLE STATE OF AFFAIRS

Our scale models will be a farm and a factory, on each
of which a man can produce $10 per day. There are
twelve men, six on each plot, and another man, Robinson,
who has bought both plots The men pay $5 each per
day for rent. The product is just enough for the needs
of the twelve men, and each man’s wages, $10, would be
enough to purchase an ample supply. The rent leaves
him with enough for half a day’s supply.

Robinson is a man of leisure and culture, he can get
little enjoyment from associating with twelve busy work-
men, and he moves his residence to where he can meet
other men of leisure, say in London. Of the products
of the twelve men, $120 per day, $60 worth, the amount
of their wages, is purchased by the men. As there are
no other people in the place, the balance must be sent
abroad for sale. It is sold in London, and the proceeds,
$60, are just enough to pay the rent to Robinson.

Our community has a very favorable balance of trade,
$60 per day, $21,000 per annum in exports, and no im-
ports. Our community should be in the height of pros-
perity, but no one has more than half enough to eat or
to wear.

Now Robinson raises the rent to $6 per day. The
men now buy $48 of the products each day, and $72
worth is exported and sold to pay Robinson’s rent. The
splendid trade balance is now still more favorable, but
the men, who produce $10 per day, must now live on $4.

As far as the prosperity of our community is concerned
the case will not be altered if Robinson returns. In that
case, the $72 from the exports to London will be returned
to him. This money, is not wealth, but only a token of
wealth. It is a certificate that some persons abroad owe
to Robinson $72 worth of wealth which must be returned
on demand. There is no one in our community who
can cash these certificates, there is no one in the communi /
who can sell anything to Robinson. His gold or paper
money can not be eaten nor worn, and until it is used to
buy goods in Europe it is as worthless as an estate in
litigation. ‘

The only way in which Robinson can use his piled-up
money is to send it back to Europe in exchange for prc‘g
ucts, and this is reversing the favorable trade balan
The only way in which a favorable balance of trade cal
be of benefit to the community is to cancel it by an e\cesk
of imports ever exports. A favorable balance of trade
is a delusion.

THEOREM XIV

THE FINAL RESTING PLACE OF ALMS IS IN THQ
STRONGBOX

We will again use the scale model of Theorem 1, with
a landlord who is also the captain of industry.
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Of the twelve men, three are working at the gold mine,
Vt_rld three on a farm, all at $150 each per month, and six
wre working on the sub-marginal farm at $50.

A charity drive is inaugurated, and among others, the

ree men at the gold mine contribute $25 each per month,
hich happens to be the share in the charity received by
ach of three on the $50 farm.

. Under private contro! of land, which bars the worker
rom any control over wages, there is nothing to fix the
mount of wages except the lowest amount for which
e man will consent to work, or the lowest amount which
ill keep him alive. The man who formerly received
S0 wages can now live on the same amount, $25 being
ade in wages, and $25 contributed in charity.

- The charity drive has changed the location of the money
und as follows: The 850 man is still a $50 man; the $150
Fuan is now a $125 man. The income of the landowner-
dusiness man has been increased in this small section of
he drive by $75 per month.

THEOREM XV

A PLANNED ECONOMY IS PLANNING FOR
DISASTER

ORGANISMS vs. ORGANIZATIONS

There are two kinds of organizations: Those which
are operated by human intelligence, and which are properly
Italled “‘organizations,” such as an army; and those which
bperate themselves, and which are properly called ‘or-
zanisms,”" such as a tree. An organization and an organ-
tsm are diametrically opposite in everything except that
ach is a collection of individuals which work together.
An organization is a lifeless thing which can be operated
bnly by an outside force which pulls the strings. An
brganism is replete with vitality which can be destroyed
n.y by the destruction of the organism.

An organization functions through the direction of
uman intelligence. An organism is an unintelligent
ing, devoid of any power to think or to choose, and its
perations are performed under the impetus of natural
d unchangeable laws.

An organization can be created and maintained only by
1 directing human mind. An organism develops itself
and operates itself.

The purpose of an organism is its own welfare and the
elfare of its members. A tree does not exist to adorn
e landscape nor to feed men. These may be incidental
sults, but a tree could be a perfect tree if there were
either men nor landscapes. An organization is a body
hose object is outside itself. The object of an army is
[0 conquer an enemy, even at the cost of its own injury
r destruction.

| Other examples of organizations are—a factory, an
automaton. Other examples of organisms are—a human
body, and human society. '

Society is composed of living men with inteiligence
nd free will, but society, like a business corporation,

b

which is also composed of living men, is a thing without
soul or mind. It can no more choose its way nor control
its operations than a ttee can do. It organizes itself
under the driving force of the natural law which impels
men to join together for the better production of wealth
and for other pusposes. It is an organism.

Under the compelling force of natural law, each man
chooses the position in society where he can best produce
wealth, and this is the position in which he can best serve
the interests of every other man in society, just as each
leaf in a tree chooses the amount of sap it needs for its
growth, and secures its own growth and the growth of
the tree.

The treatment of two things so essentially different as
an organization and an organism must be essentially
different, and the treatment proper to one would bring
disaster to the other. An army left to organize itself and
operate itself would end in a colossal tragedy. A tree
whose growth should be at the mercy of human intelli-
gence which should direct the movements and the com-
position of the sap, the placement and coloring of the leaves,
and performing for the tree the million of activities which
the tree now directs for itself, would end in a withered
tree and a disordered mind.

The proper functioning of the millions of activities
of all the people in a nation is a task of infinite complexity,
as far beyond the possibilities of any man or group of men
as it would be for these men to take from nature and the
natural laws the work of making all the grass and the
plants and the trees of the world to grow. And if these
men could succeed in this impossible undertaking, the
results could not possibly be better than those the organism
would have worked out by itself, and the work of the
supermen would have been in vain.

A planned economy means the turning of society from
an organism into an organization, and turning men,
the individual members of society, from intelligent beings
into mechanical robots.

The only thing which a directing human intellect can
possibly do for an organism, whether a tree or human
society, is to guarantee it freedom to develop under the
natural laws.

The driving force in political economy is the urge of
individual men to create .wealth to satisfy their desires—
not the desires of some one else, or of a state. This is
the fundamental law under which society was born, and
under which it must develop and function, as the law of
gravity holds the universe together.

A state is a thing as lifeless as a stone, and more lifeless
than a tree. It could no more harbor a desire for wealth
than could a cloud. Production under the control of a
state is an engine without the steam, an electric dynamo
without the motor. No such state has ever operated
to the happiness of its citizens. It is the prostitution of
political economy, whose fundamental law is that men seek
wealth to satisfy fkeir desires. Such a state can act only
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as a ventriloquist’'s dummy, the real motive power is in
the hands of individuals, and men are working at forced
labor to satisfy the desires of some one else.

\

THEOREM XVI

HOUSING

A SUCCESSFUL SLUM CLEARANCE PROJECT IS
AN IMPOSSIBILITY

We will take as our scale model a community of four
men with incomes respectively of $4,000, $2,000, $1,000
and $500 a year, and each has as good a dwelling as he
can afford. Each man is paying one-fourth of his income
for house rent, $1,000, $500, $250 and $125. The dwelling
renting for $125 a year is a hovel which offends the sensi-
bilities of the more prosperous, and the government under-
takes to come to the poor man’s assistance, and to build
for him a home as good as that of the next prosperous
neighbor, a $250 home to rent for $125.

Government needs $125 per year for this project, be-
sides large sums for administration, and it can not draw
money from the air. The money can come from nowhere
but the four men, and taxes are levied on food and clothing,
reducing each man’s income by approximately $30 a year.
The slum is torn down and the new building is erected.

The poor man’s income has been reduced by taxes to
$95, it is impossible for him to pay $125, and he goes—
nowhere. Each of the other three men has also suffered
a loss of income, and he moves to a cheaper home, and some-
where along the line a good house is offered for rent,
with no takers.

If the slum dweller were given access to the earth and
its resources he would create wealth for himself, and, as
laborers did in the time of the world war, he would move
into a better house with no asssitance from housing
schemes.

No housing scheme in the history of the world has been
a success, because they are foredoomed to failure. The
history of every housing scheme is that the houses are
occupied by people with the next higher grade of income,
and the slum dweller is left without even the slum. He
may retire to the docks, or to the city dumps.

ALL MEN SHOULD HAVE EQUAL ACCESS TO THE
NATURAL RESOURCES, INCLUDING THE LAND

How is wealth produced?

By the application of labor to the materials of the
earth.

Can not labor, by itself, produce wealth without the
natural résources?

There is not a dollar’'s worth of wealth in the world
which was not in existence in the form of natural resources
before the first man lived.

How about the work of bankers, scientists, accountants,
and other people who never work upon material things?

These men work indirectly upon the material things

which constitute wealth. Their work is in aiding the work
of the farmer and the manufacturer, who are working on
the material things. If the material workers ceased their
work, the banker, the scientist, and the accountant
would find their occupations gone.

What is the effect of forbidding some men to use the
natural resources?

It is equivalent to forbidding these men to work for a
living.

How is this prohibition brought about?

By laws which allow private ownership and control of
land and natural resources.

Is not private ownership of the natural resources sanc-
tioned by legislation?

Yes. But legislation can not prevent natural laws from
producing their effects.

What is the effect of private control of the natural
resources, upon the men who are barred from their use?

These men are unemployed, or they must sell their labor
at any wages offered.

What is the effect upon society?

Society is divided into two groups; one group in abso-
lute domination, and in complete control of the wealth,
and another group in helplessness and poverty.

What can human laws do in this situation?

They can only interfere with employers, and force them
to release some of the wealth to which they are entitled
under the law.

What effect has this upon the law?

The laws become a jumbled mass of interferences.

What is the effect upon private property?

Private property loses its meaning. No man has a
right to own anything if the government decides to take
it away from him.

What is the effect upon business and industry?

Industry can not function without plans, and plans
are not possible with a government which must break
all plans to prevent the extinction of a population.

What is the effect upon democracy? .

Democracy is a government by free men. A govern-
ment by free men not “‘free”’ to make a living can no more
endure than any other absurdity. Its progress is to the
philanthropist, the demagogue, and the dictator. {

What is the effect upon political economy? |

Political economy can be nothing but a collection ofl
prohibitions, a study in the inhibitions of human nature.‘
and efforts to prevent the catastrophes inevitable with a
violation of the natural laws.

Or the parent science, political economy, can be decently
buried to make room for the baby sciences of bankmg
and farming and transportation and exchange and finance.

AN EXPERIMENT TO END EXPERIMENTS

Of all the foregoing experiments, every one wh:ch
ended in depression and poverty was an interference with
the citizens’ freedom to work or to trade. We might 2o
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on to hundreds of other experiments with interference,
and every one of them would work out to poverty. There-
fore, instead of endless experiments with- interference,
t:et us make one experiment with non-interference.

If a man were alone on earth he could make a living,
pecause he would be let alone. If a million men occupied
the earth and kept to themselves every one of them could
Enake a living as easily as a million birds or beasts—if
they were let alone. If these million men came together
to cooperate, with the aid of science and machinery and
division of labor and mass production they could make
an infinitely better living—if they were let alone.
~ But the strong would exploit the weak, would refuse
to let them alone, and society and cooperation would be
mpossible. Therefore men invented government, not to
furnish interference, but to keep the strong man from
interfering, to assure that the citizen would be.let alone,

But the strong man took the reins of government, and
khere the citizen might have forced the stiong man to
et him alone, he is absolutely powerless to force govern-
ment to let him alone. There is hardly a government
on earth today which is much more than a collection of
‘evices to interfere with the citizen's legitimate activities;
and there is not a government on earth where the masses
ijlre not in distress, with the government floundering between
Id deals, new deals, socialism, communism, fascism and
pther isms, all of which are only variations of the theme—
nterference. And the only difference between them all

as to the victim and the amount of interference.

i The basic interference of all governments is the bestow-
ng of the lands upon private persons, and condemning

e remainder of the population to work for whatever
wages may be offered. This is why men can not support
hemselves, even while the wild animals thrive.

Unemployment is not a sad result of the advance of
mvilization, nor of the advent of machinery, nor of “‘tech-
nological’’ disarrangement. It is the logical and inevitable
-esult of a perversion of government power.

If the United States were inhabited by 130 000,000
sheep instead of by that many human beings, there would
be no unemployment. Any band of enterprising sheep
attempting to persuade or to compel 130,000,000 sheep
to abstain from the grazing grounds would find the under-
taking absolutely impossible.

If the sheep, in their desire for the more abundant life,
should organize a government based on private control
of land, that government, with the moral and military
support of 130,000,000 sheep might bar 130,000,000
sheep from the right to nibble grass. The common-
wealth of sheep would have done what no band of racketeer-
ing sheep, and no band of murderous wolves would have
aven attempted to do.

The usc of the law, the organized power of all men,
to enforce the barring of all men from the r ght to use the
sarth, is an unbelievable prostitution of law, and the most
ientific device which the brain of man could conceive

for the production of unemployment, low wages, and
depression.

Let us make clear what we mean by ‘“letting us alone.”
We mean that every human being shall be as free as if
he were the only human being on the earth, except as his
liberty is restricted by the equal liberty of every one
else. A man is free to work and to trade, but he is not
free to-murder or rob, nor is he free to jockey any man
into a position where he is helpless and subject to ex-
ploitation. Every man is free to work alone or to co-
operate, but forcing any man to do anything is a crime.
The prevention of this crime is the duty, and the only
duty of society and government. -

An important part of this duty is to see that foreign
nations ‘let its people alone. The government must
provide for defense against foreign aggression as-well
as against domestic racketeering.

CONCLUSION

-I am looking out upon a giant tree which spreads its
branches to the sky. That tree, like all its ancestors
for a million years, has grown without assistance from
man. From its own inherent powers it has conquered
enemies, insects, and droughts, and storms which strove
to tear its branches from the stem and its roots from the
ground. Had men taken charge of its growth and decided
what chemical elements it might take from the ground,
and when and how it should put forth its leaves, the tree
would be a twisted eye-sore. If men had torn it from
the ground as men have been separated from the earth
from which tree and man and insect must draw the where-
with to live, the tree would long since have become a
rotten log.

Our magnificent tree asks nothing but access to the
earth, and protection from interference. Every drop of
water, and every atom of every chemical absorbed by
the roots seeks that spot in the tree which suits it best,
which, by some marvelous law of nature, happens to be
the spot where it will best nourish the tree, and the result
is one of the noblest works of God, a perfect organism.

Society is an organism more wonderful than any tree.
Every man in society seeks the spot where he can best
live, which happens to be the spot where he can best
cooperate with other men, and the result would be a world
where every man is working, consciously for his own
betterment, and unconsciously for the building up of a
complete and perfect world.

Private racketeering, interference by criminals, is a
canker which the tree might overcome. Legal inter-
ference by government with private initiative transforms
the tree of society into a gnarled and ugly mass. Tearing
the tree from the ground, and barring men from the earth
from which all their wants must be supplied, can not be
classed as anything but atrocities.

THE END



