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tabor's Position

By DR. HENRY GEORGE I
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Man was so constructed by his
Maker that he has universally
sought the greatest poseible gain
for hig labor. This desire for the
“mosgt for our efforts” is mot pe-
culiar to American organized la-
bor of the moment. It is 2 quality
that segregates and elevates man
from all other creatures, and
gives him his individuality. it
has been this driving urge that
precipifated the trickle of human-
ity from out of the Garden, the
Gobi Desert, that spread out across

phrates, the Nile and Congo, the
Tiber, the Rhine and the Danube,
our own Mississippi . and the
mighty Amazon, Man has ever
sought for greener pastures where,

caontinent we sought -the -land“of
“milk: and honey™ and labor still
searches for the most fertile land,
free alike from tyrants and. van-
dals. .
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In every case the elementsal
forces in the production of wealth,
whether personal | or. national,
have been land and labor. Whether
in the days of Abraham or at this
very moment, it has been the ex-
penditure of human effort on land
that has resulted in wealth. Capi-
taly that part of wealth that la-
bor has converted into the further
production of yet more wealth, has
always followed and assisted labor,
never preceded it. Yei, today, in
our disscclation from the natural
facis of life, we have come to as-
sume that “Capital is the creator.”
and that the natural law of wages
may be divorced from the law of
inierest, and that we may by fiat
bend the laws of space and time
and nature io our mnational eco-
nomic convenience, .

We would. gaze with® horror
upon the enactments of a Congress
which would for national momen-
tary expedience repudiate the law
of gravity,or the principles of Tor-
ichelll ar Pascal, -~ e

Vet we here today in- America

that, is to be given to the soll, a
new power to the arm of lahor
through governmental wage con-
trol measures; "
History has repeatedly given us

‘omplacently awalt a new energy |
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tragic léssons of how. industfious
people in good productive -couns
tries have. almost depopulatec
themselves, not by soil famines, < I°
wars, or pestilences, but by e -
nomic . tampering with natural
laws. Are we going to follow the
decline of all previous civilizati’dns,
just when out intellectual po WEers
promise so much for humarity?
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Organized Iabor,

I

"
which - at ihe

}
limoment holds the stage in its de-

mands for a greater proportion of
the produced wealth, is guided by
the “most for our efforts” impulse,

which is in each of us. It is right]

that it should be, but the force of
this basic.urge must be in con-
formity not necessarily with ma-
tional statutes (they will follow)
but first of all with natural law.
When labor leaders start to apply
their tremendous collective power

for the observance. by govern-
ments of the.immutable laws of
wages, they will not:need- to-quib-
ble .as to. whether they get 183
cents’ increase per hour. or;-not;
they will: get their -full share .save
that which must be taken in-tax-
ation and is consumed by govern-
ment, but they will not be robbed
by certain forms  of . menopoly
which exercise powers analagous
to taxation. : S .
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In all politico-econdmic think-
ing and writing we are told that,
the three factors in the production
of wealth are land, labor and cap:
ital, and that the whole product of
wealth ~ is . distributed into three
corresponding parts,  Terms must
therefore be used which clearly
express each of these parts to the
exclusion of the others. Rent, as
defined clearly,  expresses the first
of these parts—that which goes io
the ‘owner of Jand, Wages, as ‘de-
fined - expresses - the second, thati
part which constitutes the réturn
to labor. But for the third term,

that which should express the re-
furn to capital—there is even to-
day a great confusion, among the
wellmeaning labhor leaders as
among the body politic, and we are;]
prone to think of the return to
capital as profits. It ie here that
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Marxism creeps into what :
Wwise would be free Americaﬂrfh:i]i
fort,. when they speak about de-
composing profits into wages of
sgpermtengiency, compensation for
risk, and interest, the net return
for the use of capital,

Thus they proceed to treat of -
the distribution of wealth hetween
the rent. of land, the wages of la
bor, and the PROFITS OF CAPL
TAL. Today our labor disputes
are aver the same misconception
that existed years ago in the mind
of Jnhn‘Stuart Mill when he wrote
his. “Prineiples of Political Fcon-
omy.” Today we are told. ta Bup-
port measures which would .phy-
sically implement. the fallacy. of
Mill, that profits are made up of
Ithree elements, wageg of superin-
tendency, .compensatiori for. risk,
ind interest, or the returd for ihe
4se "of capital. . The law of the
listribution of 'wealth.is obviously
+Jaw of proporilon and each part
nust be related to the others. Su-
Jerifitendency or ‘management is
:ertainly “human effort” or ' labor,
md not a part of the Teturn i
:apital, which has beett created by
ahor: '
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Let us seel: the true laws of the
Ostribution of the produce bf
~ealtl, the produce of labor into
vages, the return to land as rent
md the return to capital -not as
wefits, which is meaningless, but
15 interest.  The proof that they
lo -exist will be In their correla-
ipn, that they meet and- relate,
ind. mntually bound each othér.
- Organized labor can never ‘per=
orm its mission of returning to
abor its fair share of the product
f its foil until it understands the
watural laws which govern the dis-
ribution of wealth, and these hit-
er strikes and struggles can in
o way pui off the day of eivif
iyeakdown unless the people im-
liment laws which will guarantee
‘qual justice for all.




