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The Hall was crowded long before the advertised hour for
opening the Meeting.

Among those on the platform were Rev. W, Legpal, Rev.
J. M. Cruickshank, Rev. W. L. Walker, Rev. D. E. Irons,
Alessrs. Deonald Macrae (Balallan), A. C. Morton (City Councillor,
Londen), John M‘Phun, John Murdoch, I. M'Lardy, David
Baxter, Wm. Nicol, George Paton (Secretary of the Branch), John
Gentles, Peter Durt, ). M. Cherrie, Counciilor Dr. Neilson, John
Ferguson, John Glover, Alex. Mair, Robert Montgomery, Wm,
Mitchell, John Miller, Edward M‘Hugh, Richasd M*Ghec, J.
Shaw Maxwell, Alex. Calder, Wm. Cochran, ]J. Campbell, ].
Carmichael, James Willock, Dr. Pawrick, Dr. Burps.  J. Xinnaird,
President of the Branch, in the Chair.

The Crarmar said:—Ladies and Gentlemien—"The members
of the Eastern Branch of the Scottish L.and Restoration League have
invited you here this evening to hear an address from a gentleman
whose name and fame is well known to ail of you, The address
will not be upun the basis of any party, either religious or politica
but upon the great qguestion in which all kinds and conditions
of men are deeply interested — the social condition of the
people.  The deep poverty in which the mass of the working
people in this country is steeped is causing a vast deal of attention
amongst the upper classes. The housing of the poor s attracting
the attention of very high officials indeed—from the Royal Com-
mission, beaded by the Prince of Wales and Lord Salisbury, to
the Synods of the Church. Strange it is to think that the workers
—the men who produce all the wealth—are everywhere in a state
verging upon poverty. Varjous schemes have been proposed, and
we have for a long time carried out large schemes of charity.
Hundreds of thousands of pounds are expended annually in this
country to try and fill up this great gull of poverty; yet the cry
continually is that of the davghter of the horse-leech--more, more !
The more that is given, the more is required! Charity is no cure
for the evils of poverty.
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Such being the cose, it is our duty to carefully consider any
scheme that 1s laid before us for the purpose of abolishing
poverty. Mr (George, several ycars ago, published his work,
“Progress and Poverty.” This book has received many and severe
criticisins. It has been called by some the work of a dreamer; it
has been accepted by others; it has been shuttlecovked abour;
but the men who thought the subject out discovered that at least
the nucleus of the cure was in it.  Further study brought about
the conviction that itis not by the charitable dole—it 15 not by the
death-bed bequest—that poverty can be cured.  The only means
that can abolish poverty is by deing justice—by acknowledging the
right that men have to live upon this earth, and 1o live by their
labour. Mr. George will deal with the mode whereby he expects
that the wealth preduced by the worker shall belong tothe worker—
that “he who works not, ncither shall he eat*—and a brighter
and nobler vision of the future shall be placed before the working
classes, that all moy live in comfost and enjoyment.  Mr. George
will answer gquestions which anyone may put.  (Applouse.)

Mr. Grorce, who was received with tremendous cheering,
again and azain renewed, said:—ladics and Gentemen,—As 1
rise before this audivnce tenight, I do not feel as though 1 had
anything lo explain (o it. 1 am inclined to think that this
audience knows it all already. I fecl in coming to Bridgeton as
though 1 were in the house of my friends. Our chainnan has
carcfully explained that this is ot a political meeting, and that
this is not a political party. All the same, I am very glad that
you go into politics occasionally.  All the same, while quite and
completely agreeing with him, I believe that it is only through
nolitical action that what we wish for will ever he accomphshed
1 do not mean by that the attaching of ourselves to any party.
1 trust you here look upon your two great parties as we in the
United States lovk upon ours—as good 1o vse, bad to be used by.
But what will compe! respect and bring levlslnnon is the ballot
and the determination to use it.  {Cheers.)

1 do not feel before an audience like this as [ do when [ go
out 1o preach to the heathen ; but, nevertheless, 1 have been told
that it is always well to mah at least a briel explanation of our
principles, as there are certain to be some present who do not
understand them. Let me then begm with a confession of what
1 may call the “Single Tax Faith”

We believe, in the first place, in the equality of men-—naot
meaning by that that all men are of the sane leight, that all nun
are of the same weight, that all men can do precisely the same
things in the same way. We recognise differcnces in individual

“men, When we say that all men are equal, we mcan that all men
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are eniitled to an equal chance.  We believie—ay, I thmk I can
say all of us, for I douln if there be an athuist among us—we
believe in God the Father Alinighty, Crealor of Heaven and Easth
and we believe that He made the carth for the dwsling-place of
all the human creatures whom He shoutd call into it.  We believe
that He made it for all of them, and not for some of them, and
we beligve that they, ali of them, are enually entitled to the use of
His Leunty, We believe, therefore, that every human being has
an egual right 10 the land of his native country. We do not
bedieve that the land of each country should be divided up in
cyual picces between all its people.  We do not believe that that
wonld he possible, or even if it were possible for the moment, that
permanent equality could be secured in that way,  What we aim
at is not merely the equality of the present gereration with regard
to natural epportunities, bul the equality of those who will foliow
us.  We do not propose 1o divide up tand—Ict me repeat it again,
breause there may be those here who have formed their opinion
of us from hostile newspapers, We do not propuse 10 give to
cvery citizen an egual piece of land,  What we propose to do is to
make them all equal sharers in whatever benefits result from the
ownership of land.  We recognise that Jand cannot be divided up
erualtly,  We know that land is net all of the same value, and’
that land values are constantly changing. We know that some
people require the use of more land than other people, and that
some require that use more directly than others.  What we aim at
is, that while one man may have 10,000 acres of great value, and
another a less valuable picce, and another a piece of no value,
and a fourth holds none direcily, they shall all be put on the
same plane. We propose to secure that by simply baving land
contribute according to its value to the revenues of the com-
munity-—that is to say, to the whole people. We propose to reach
this end not by dispossessing present landowners of their holdings,
and then letting the land out again to individual tenants. We
propose to take nothing formally from the present landowning
class. We propose siinply to put upon land values a tax, com.
mencing, as we will have to do, slowly, and increasing it as guickly
as we can—a tax that, as soon as may be, shall take for public
uses, the annual value of land—that is to say, that premium which
the advantages atfaching to any particular piece of land gives to its
holder ; the advantages which enable him by the same labour, or
the same expenditure, to enjoy a larger return, or a more valuable
use. And in doing that, we propose to abalish all taxation that
bears upon labour, that restricts production or accumulation, or
tends in any way to lessen the amount of wealth in the community.
We are, if 1 may recur to an American phrase, the Abolitionists
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of the present day, and it is in accordance with the filness of
things that at our head, in the glorious old commonweall of
Massachusetts, stands that true son of a true father-- William
Lloyd Garrison, (Great applause,)

We are the Abolitionists of the present day, not merely beeause
our aim is the fulfilment of theirs, not merely because, as they
abolished chattel slavery, we desire to abolish industrial slavery;
but because our methods consist mainly in abolition. We differ
from the Socialists in this important particular, we do not believe
that it is necessary to construct any complex scheme to right the
wrongs of society. We do not think it necessary to create any
great machine. What we bilieve is alone nccessary is to abolish
restriction—to give free play to natural harmonies. \What has won
50 many of us from the blank despair of atheism is that we
believe—ay ! we sce—that there is an order, and a harmony,
and a beneficence in social laws ; that we sce that the Intelligence
that created this world has not been cither a nizgard or s
blunderer ; that we see that what is nceded to abolish poverty is
not chanty but justice. What we aim to give is freedom.

Labour ! the creator of all wealth! That labour shsuld be a
drug in the market—that all over the world the labouring class
should be the poor class—what does it result from?  Shinply from
want of freedom.  All that labour needs s farr play.  (Cheers.)
All that working men want is justice; not charity, not conde-
scension, not complex schemes of doing somcetling for them,
{Great applause.) To solve the labour question, all that we heid
to be necessary is o recognise the principle that all men are
equally children of the Creator— cqually entitled to the use of His
bounty; equally entitled to employ their labour on the matciiaks
He has provided, and equally entiticd to cnjoy its fruits.  We
have no quack remedy for social evils.  Qur remedy s justice—
to restore to men those cyual rights which the American Declara
tion of Independence says are given 1o each human being by his
Creator, and are inalienable—cannot he bought, cannot be sold,
cannot be given away, cannot be justly taken from men by the
edict of any king or the enactment of any Parliament. (Cheers.)

We differ from the Socialists of all grades by artaching far less
importance than they do to capital.  We recognise the fact thal
the two primary factors of all production are land and labour.
{Cheers.) We deny as utterly absurd the declaration made by a
certain school of political economists whom the Socialists have
copied, that labour cannot be employed until capital is aceumu.
lated. We say that it is Jabour that produces capital. We say
that when, in any productive occupation, an employer employs
men and pays them wages, that he js not advancing capital to
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them, but they are advancing capital to hin. (Cheers) We say-—
“Open to labour the indispensable element of all preduction, give
to labour the use of land, open 1o nen willing to work the bound-
less natural opportunities of productive work,” and then the whale
foundation of the social stracture will be made firm and true; and
if then there is any unemployed man, it will be because he does
nol want to work; if then there is any poor man, it will be
becavse he deserves poverly.  We say that then the power of the
capitalist to grind labour will be absolutely gone ; that then this
divoree so unnatural--but that we have hecome so used to 3t that
we think it natural—this divorce between labour and capital will
cease 5 that every fabourer will then have in his hands the power
of becoming a capitalist] and that the merc owner of capital
cannot grind.  That then jnstead of the onesided cut-throat
conipetition with each other—of men debarred from natural
opporumities of employing themselves, and forced to compete
against vach other for the wages of an employer—employers will
be competing for workmen, as wuch as workmen compele for an
employer.  {Applavse.)

So far from being deoiers of the rights of property, we are the
upholders of the rights of property. We think that there &s a
sacred right of properly. We arraign the present order of Lthings
because it does not sufficiently respect the rights of property. We
say that afl that a man makes and produces belongs 1o bitn—to
bim alone, and 10 him as against all the world.  And we say that,
just as it is wrong for any one to take from another that which is
his property, that which he produces, or which he gets by the free
will of another who has produced it—that just as it is wrong for
an individual to do that, so it is wrong for a Govermnent 1o
doit.  (Applause.)

We in the United Siates denounce that monstrous taniffl of ours
as robbery ; we denounce our tarifl taxes of all sorts as no better;
and we say that when, because a farmer has grown two blades of
pgrass where one grew before, because a builder has erected a house
where none stood, because a capitalist has put up a factory,
because anyone by his exertivns has gained wealth or saves it,—
we say that when the tax-gatherer comes down on anyone of those
and says because you have saved, because you have produced,
therdfore give us so much of it every year, that this is a violation
Ly government of the spirit of the command—*“Thou shalt not
steal” (Cheers.) We say converscly, that to allow individuals
ta reap where they have not sown, to allow individuals to put into
their pockets that increase of value which artaches 1o land by
reason of the growth and improvement of society, is to encourage
theft.  And we say that, by abolishing all taxes upon the products
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(Applause.)

As for this tlk of compensation that you hear of occasionally,
we hold that if there is to be any compensation, it should £o,
tot to people who have unjustly profired, bur to pecple who have
unjustly sufivred.  (Hear, hear.)  But in this simple plan of ours,
moving on the lines of taxatien, taking nothing from anybody, bu
simply chanying the system of taxation, we hold thas there is ng
room for anyone to raise the cry of compensation. (Cheers.)

I congatulate you, men of Bridgeton, on the great advance that
those truths have been making.  On the other side of the Atlantic,
I can assure you that they are gpoing forward most rapidly — more
rapidly than when I was here before I couid have dared to hape,
Our movement is to-day making its way through the United Stares
far faster than any such movement ever made way before ; angd I
tome {0 this side of the Athantic only to find the same thing.

All over the country our ideas have been diffusing themselves,
Many get them directly ; hany more get them indirectly. They
are in the air.  They are making their way through the thought of
he whole nation; and when this question comes into practical
politics, then you will see the supporters of the Single Tax spring-
ing as it were from the ground.  That is (he way with all great
evolutions.  The seed is sown, and in darkness and silence it
erminates.  You do not see the result until the Spring comes,
intil the rains have fallen and the warm sun shines down, then
ou see Lhe little yreen shoots spring above the ground where
I seemed dead,  Men 80 on working away to disseminate a great
suth, and those who are opposed look at the syrface of things
nd say “nothing has been accomplished.” Hur that thoughe 15
It the while eating awny at the foundaticns of the ancient wrong,
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and suddenly there comues a little shock, and the whole great edifice
that had before sevmed as firm as ever comes crashing 1o the
ground.

I, in my own Lime, have seen just sach an cpoch. Why, une
of vur best men, when 1 was kast in Washington, Charles Nordhoff,
said to me :—*“When iy first child was born, the first day s
muother was able 1o sit up, 1 sat by her bed side and I said 1o her,
*Let us teach this child to hate slavery, let us teach it from its
birth to do what it can 10 abolish that crued wrong,  Slavery will
never be abolished in its time, Lut sill during its life it may do
sumething to hasten the day of abolition.””  Earnest as he was,
hopeful as he was, Charles Nordhoff did not see that the day which
he only dared lo hope his grandchildren might see, was even
then dawning.  Yet so it was.  That child could hardly prattle
before shovery was dead!  (Great cheers.)

We amraign day after day, week after week, this twin form of
slavery, this bitter accursed injustice which disinherits men, which
deprives little children of their birthright, and sends them out of
the world before they have fairly come into it.  The héary wrong
louks on the outside just as strong as ever. Fhe price of land
docs not fall.  Editors of newspapers and leading statesmen stick
their heads in the sand like ostriches, and declare we are making
no impression. But do not mistake, this greattruth is now permeating
the minds of men, and in God's good time we shall see the resuli.
So monstrous is the present condition of society, so ulterly un-
nataral is the wrong that disinherits men, that makes the great
majority of people in a country like this utterly landless—men
really without 2 country, without any legal right to the use of one
square inch of that element without which men can neither work
nor live--so utterly unnatural, so viterly monstrous, so utterly
opposed to all clear thought, fo all human perception of divine
truth, is it, that it cannot endure when it is fairly arraigned. Al
we have 10 do is to bring it into discussion and it must go on.  No
one can travel through this country, no one can read the news-
papers, without seeing that the Land Question is in discussion,
that it iy in reality the burning question of the time; and when
the land question is discussed the days of landlordism are
numbered.  {Cheers.)

I congratulate you, men of Bridgeton, on what you have done,
and I urge you to go forward. Much has been done, but much
remains to be done. There are heathen yet 1o convert ; there are
peapde who seem to have no idea of any distinction of kind between
a house and the lot on which it rests, between a sack of barley
and the swlace of the globe upon which it is grown, between a fish
pulled from the sea and the sea from which it is pulled. Do not
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denounce the landlords, but as our Methodist friends might say-—
“ wrestle with them.”  (Great applapse.)

Here, for instance, is a pamphlet with which 1 was presented
yesterday. Its printed title is—*Crofts and Farms in the Hebrides,
being an account of the management of a Highland estate, by the
Duke of Argyll.” (Laughter.) ‘This is the printed title, but as it
comes to me it reads this way,—*“Crofts and Farms in the Hebrides,
heing an account of the management of a Hightand estate, care-
fully worked in the duvil’s kitchen by the Duke of Argyll-(great
laughter}--one of the worst Jandlords in Great PBritain.” Now 1
hope the man who wrote that found some relicl, but I do not
think it helps to convert the Duke of Argyll. The Duke really
looks upon himself as a great benefactor, and he describes how he
and his ancestors have made the island of “Tiree and the island of
Mull.  And he shows the necessity of landlords. He aclually
thinks that landlords, mstead of being absolutely uscless animals,
are of the very highest vse.  (Laughter.) He says, “one of the
great advantages of the landowner is that he can choose Lhe
persons who cau live upon the land.” (Ironical cheers) He says,
**perhaps there has seidom been a single case of the fundamental
violation of that old doctrine of the old Jaws of Scotland that makes
the choice of persons or the right of choice the inost essential of
- the duties and of the rights of ownership,  Without this right and
that intelligent exercise of it, which is guided by the most natural
ang legitimate motives, 1 am satisfied that there would have been
no increase in the agricultural products of Tiree, which have
actually risen, and the island would have remained stagnant.”
Whereas, as he shows in another place, the improvement has been
w0 great that the rent there is 220 per cent miore than it was 30
years apo.  (Laughter) What a pity it is that we have not some
une so intetligent as the Duke to be landlord for the whote earth,
{l.aughter.} There are lots of people here whose room he might
think better than their company. (Renewed laughter) You
know what a great Scotsman said about the inhabitants of
England—*twenty-eight millions, mostly fools.” An intelligent
carth-owner who would properly use his choice of people whao
should live upon his estaie—why, sce the good he might accom-
plish!  (Lavghier and applause.)

The Duke goes on in another place to tell how the peaple of
one of his islands received a great benefaction from their landlord.
He read in a newspaper of a gentleman who bad discuvered a
way of making something out of seaweed. He entered into cor-
aspondence with this gentleman, engaged him, and got up a
canpany for the manufacture of this chemical product from
scaweed.  They set up works on his island and eoiployed the



us captal and eliorls the requisite security of a lease.” Th
- say, the inventor contributed the knowledge, sumebody el
ributed the capital, and the Duke—he contributed the seawee
ighter.)  As for the people who did the work of gathering 1
<ed, they contributed nothing.  {Great laughter.)

WVell, now you may laugh, but that gentleman (the Duke) is
sman; he is a distinguished Scotsman ; he is a distinguishe
ber of one of the Scottish Kirks; and he represents Scotlan
1e of your legislative bodies—the House of T.ords—and yet ¥
uly thinks these things, actually seems to think that if the
been no Duke of Argyll there would have been no seawee
don’t you (hink there is a good deal of need yuel for missior
vork in Scotland?  (laughier.)

ut here is something worse.  (Laughter.) 1 cannot reali
rat this, A gentleman in Greenock yesterday told me th:
t siv weeks ago the Rev. Fergus Ferguson, minister of th
Church, preached there in Trinity Church, at Greenock, frot
ext—"We are debtors 1o the Jews, to the Greeks, and th
wrians.”  And he said in the sermon—**God has Eiven th
things of this life to the rich that they may have the ineffabl
{ ministering to the poor.” (Cries of “Shame.”) Ay—shame
it is shame! (Applause) There are noble exceptions in a
ches, thank God! among Cmholics, among Episcopalians
g Presbyterians of the three kinds, among  Unilarians
regationalists, Baptists, Methodists, Swedenborgians, Quaker:
nw, of my own knowledye, of many earnest preachers wha an
ng all they can 1o spread the Jight of the great truth, tha
Is no respecter of persons—that ail are His children. (Ap
c).  But that blaspherious doctrine--that Zenif's doctrine—
day preached and re-preached from thousands of so-callec
tian pulpits. (Hear, hear). Ay, men! there is need o
wnary work, of work among the Churchmen, of work amony
-catled Christians, of work among those whe go into the poore
ers telling these poor people that the God abave has createc
em a happy world hereafier, without one single word abou
orld He intended for them here.  (Cheers.)  If the Churct
ot do its duty, let it be our privilegze 1o do what we cap 1«
y tts place.  Let it be our privilege to go abroad and among
vherever we can find them, to preach the glad tidings of the
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great gospel that the God above is really our Father; that this vice,
and miscry, and want, and suffering that festers in the very heart of
our civilization, is nut according to His will, but because we are
miserable sinners : because we hinve transgrossed His will ; because
instead of doing justice, we do injustive.  Let us go with the liope,
with the faith, that the truth must triumph ; with the glad 1idings
that this world, without waiting for the next—by doing God's
will, by obeying His law of justice—can of itsell be wade
a Heaven; that there is no need of any involuntary poverty; that
there is no need of overwork ; that in His providence on this
bountiful carth we might ali be rich, in the sense of ail having not
merely the necessaries of life but the reasonable Juxuries as well ;
that He has not brought forth men on such an earth as this to live
on the average—as Mr. Ferguson tells me, statistics in this country
show among the working-classes— only 25 years, but that, as the Cld
‘Testament tells us, peace-and plenty and lenglh of days will fullow
the people that obey His Jaw, will follow the people who build on
justice, while the judgments of the Everlasting will inevitably fall
upon the naticn who thinks it can build on injustice. Ay, and as
you know, my friends and my brothers—ay, as you who have
engaged in this cause know-—there is in this work something that
pays ns for all we do as we go along.  (Cominuved applause).
Question.— How is the Single ‘'ax to prevent the capitalist appro
priating a greater share of the profits of labour than a fair pro-
purtion of the capital he has laid out ?

Mz, Geokrce.~-] think it is going to prevent him from appro-
priating more than his fair share by enabling labourers to get their
fair share. I think no one will work for any capitalist for Jess than
he can get by working for himself, and as oppertunities are opened
in which the labourers make fair wages, they will not leave them
to g0 to work for the capitalist for less. So Jong as in Catifornia
10 dols.-a day could be had at the diggings, no capitalist—I don't
care how rich-—could get labour for less than 1o dols.  So Jong as
5 dols. could be had, no capitatist could get men for less than that

Now we do not mean 10 say that the Single Tax upen land
values will induce everybody 10 go 10 farming, ot to opening mings,
or to building houses, but it will so free natura) opportunities that
many will do so — enough 10 take the surplus off the labour
market. And the men who go to work in producing wealth will
in their turn make an opportunity for others to Eo to work to
produce. So that, instead of this chronic overproduction of goods
and surplus of labour, as it is called, there will be increased
activity in all departmients. Let me tell you a little story that
illustrates the present system. There is a gentleman in London— .




Single Tax man. His father was a distinguished man n New
York, and represented his district in Congress. Travelling round
the world, he got into x manufacturing business on this side of
the water. He came the summer before last to New York. He
preferred to live in Nuw York, and wanted 1o establish his business
there. We Amiericans say that what we want is manufactures.
\We have been forcing oursclves 1o pay two prices for manufactured
articles on the pretence of encouraging manufactures. Here
was an American who wanled to come home to set up a
factory. But before you have a factory you must have a place
on which to put it.  You cannol hang a factory in the air.  Now,
Mr. Burroughs wanted a place near raiiroads and near water. He
took a walk, and saw the very place he wanted. There 5 n
peninsula jutting out into the Hudson River in the upper part of
New York City.  ITtis full of rocks and cedar trees; the railway
on one side, and the water on the other. That littie rocky
peninsula was just the place he wanted. Nobndy was vsigg iL
It is in exactly the same statc to-day as it was when Henrick
Hudson first satled up the river. Here was a2 man who wanted to
2dd 1o the wealth of New York. There was a place that suiled
him, and no one using it. One would think that Mr, Burroughs
would only have 10 setile down, and build his factory, and every-
body would say ** Welcome !”  Instead of that he first had to look
around for the man who owned that natural opportunity. After
some time he found him—-(laughter}—and the man said he wanted
150,000 dols. for the Jand. Butroughs said to him-—-*You are not
using it.” “No,” he said, “nor do I ever intend to use it, hut T want
150,000 Gols. for it all the same. T have been holding that place
for years knowing that some one would come along, and want to
improve it, and 1 intend to make him sweat for my waiting.” Mr.
Burroughs “moved on.”

Fhen he went to the other side of New York, and there he saw
on the East River a lot on which cows were grazing. He said,
“This will do pretty nearly as well as the other place.”  He then
went 1o the owner of this lot, who wanted 56,000 dols. an acre for
it, although it was not being used. He " movedon” again.  Then
he went up the river, miles above the city of New York,  He found
plenty of places that suited him, plenty of paces that no one was
using.  But he found that, even for lard overfliowed by the river,
the owners wanted from zo,000 to §o.0c0 dols, an acre.  Mr.
Burroughs came back to London.  The little peninsula remains
there as rocky as ever, and the Hudson is Bowing just as ever over
submerged land on which, were it not for the * dogs in the manger,”
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he would gladly have built.  He Jdid not creat s factory in New
York, and the “demand fur lubowr” that he would have made
there does not exist.

Now this illusirates what is going on in all jrarts of the United
States and in all parts of this couniry. 'Fhe men who want to
*improve”—the men who want to lbour, and employ others to
labour—are prevented from doing so by those who, having got
possession of the fand which is necessary to improvement and
indispensable to Jabour, will neither use it theiselves nor et others
use it.  If you were to 1ax vt these *dogs in the manger ™ who are
holding idle lund aroung this town and other Lowns like this, do you
imagine that any builders of any of the building trades would have
no work ? Do you not think that wages would go up as they never
went up before, not anly in the hauilding trade but in a1l similar
trades? Imagine the increased demand that would be cavsed by
this prosperily ; and imagine how it would affect the building of
ships for example.  Look at those Amcricans who are coming over
here this sunmer. For about each American that is coming, I
can tell you that there are a thousand who would like to come.
What is the reason they do not come? They have not got the
money—that is all. {Laughter.) What is the reason they have
not got the money t  Look at the millions of acres of unused land,
and the miflhons of unemployed men who would like to be at
work producing things, which in their tura pay for iron and steel
ships, and you have the reason. 8o it s through all the avenues
of industry,

Question.—A certain shipbuilder in Glasgow divd recently leaving
over £ 1,000,000 ; does Mr. George think that the men who
build and finish the ships receive a just retarn for their labour ?
If not, would he explain how the adoption of the Single Tax
would remedy the injusiice ?

Mg, GrORGE-—1 think there ay be some uestion as 10
whether this gentleman made his money in shipbuilding. In
such cascs there is generally another element comes in. (Hear,
hear). Mr. M*hee tells me that it s so inthis case, 1 have never
seen the man who can be said to have fairly carned 21,000 000.
1n the present suate of things, when imen w ho are \wrhmg Teceivy
only a few shillings a day, and the employer takes the surplus of
their earnings, what enables him 10 do <0 is monopoly.  And
there is a great power which comes from aggregated wealth, by
reason of which men are able 1o build up the various monopolies
which give such opportunities.

But mark you how that comes. It comes from the poverty of
other people. 1M the gentlemen on this stage are each worth £100,
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and T am worth 1000, I am worth ten times as much as they
are, and Tam that much stronger. 11they have only £ 16 each, Tam
relatively enormously stronger, although 1 have yet only £10c0.
But if they have nothing, 1 am will more powerful alongside of
them.. Now this fundamental robbery of labnur that kecps the
wages down 1o the point of mere existence, that compels civilised
countries 1o feed men on charity to prevent them dying by starvation,
enormously increasing the power of the nan who has means, is the
denial of the right of men to work for themselves,  Give all a fair
chance to make earnings for themselves, by opening to use the
indispensalle element of all production, and that power would
disappear,

And now, mark you, all these indirect taxes, all these taxes
that fall upon wealth, tend of themselves —without going further--
to monopioly, for this reason, that they raise prices.  They require
more capital to do a certain amoant of business; therefore there
are fewer people who can engage in that business.  And those who
do engsge in it can pay the tax and get lorger prices.  One who
never thought of the monopolising eflect would suppose that the
men in such a bosiness would object to the tax; but, on the
contrary, they always wish it kept up.  I'ake for instance the tax
on cigars. Instead of the cigar-makers wishing the tax abolished,
they have used every eflort to prevem Congress from reducing
that tax on cigars. They know that the tax has had the effect of
crushing out all the litile cigar-makers, and they do not want this
monopoly destroyed. They want it to take large capitat to go into
the cigar-making business, "The same with matches. We put
a tax on matches which crushed out the little match-makers, and
made the price of maiches three or four times as high as it ought
to be.  And the match-makers that were left fought bitterly the
repeal of the tax.

QursTion.—Would not the incidence of the "Fax on Land Vajues
almost immediately fall, not on the ground landlord, but on
the tenant, and through him finally on the community ?

MR, Georce—I think the ground landlord would, even
now, without any tax, add all he could to his rent; and for the
life of me, 1 fail to sce how any tax on ground values would give
him power to add anything else.  T'o make taxes fall upon ground
values, you must tax all Jand values alike ; that is to say, you must
tax the value of the vacant lot just as fully as you tax the value of
the used Jot, and this, instead of enabling land owners to hold out
for higher prices, would force them to sell.

QuEsTION.—Whatis your view of that Land Nationalisation plan of
compensating landlords by the payment of terminable annuives?
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Mk. GEokGE-—This is the scheme of my friend Alfied
Russell Wallace, who has done a good deal to educate pubhic
opinion with regard to the evils of our Jand system.  But
when it comes 1o a remedy, 1 think he is a liule slow. 1 would
like to do something in my lifetime, and not wait till my grand:
children ecome. Of course all these compensation schemes and
annuity schemes are utlerly impracticable, and it behoves us to he
practical. Landlords never can be bought out. They may be
bought out theoretically on a picce of paper, but as a matter of
fact, they never can be bought out, and they know it perfecily as
well as you do. I do not know whether 1 should speak of politics
—English politics—but the gentlemen who conduct Her Majesty’s
Governiment are going to try and buy out £50,000,000 worth of
the Irish landlords next winter ; and possibly they may dothat. I
hope not.  But if they do, 1 venture 1o say that the tang will stop
right there.  They will not do it again.  Just look a1 the absurdny
of the scheme, to take a litle privileged class and spend the
millions of the British taxpayers 1o make it greawer,  The smabier
the privileged class is the better, because you can gt rid of it much
easier. But if I am any judge of public opinion, I think the
people on this side of the Irish Channel bave got 2 good way past
any scheme for buying out the Irish Jandlords. {Cheers.)

QuesTion.— Do you not think that the great increase of machinery
floods the labour market? How will the Single Tax prevent
this? (Cries of “Don’t answer.”)

Mz GrorGe.—Oh, yes | The gentleman has probably been
reading the Scatsmgn. 5o long as there is want in the world, so
long as men want the things that are produced by machinery, there
caonot be top much machinery. If machinery were brought to
such a state of perfection that steam yachts could be made at a
pound a piece, T myself would like to buy one. And so it is with
everybody else. The forces of production cannot be too great.
I is not that there is too much machinery, but it is that distribution
isubjust. And the reason of that is the {undamental injustice which
gives to some people that which by natural right belongs to all.

Mr. Perer Bury moved a resolution in favour of the taxation
of ground vaiues for lacat and imperial purposes, which was seconded
by Mr. RicHakp M‘GHEE, and supported by Mr. Jonn Frrouson,

On the motion of the Rev. D. E. Irons, M.A,, B.D,, seconded
by Mr. DoraLp MAcraE, Balallan, a vote of thanks was awarded
to Mr. George for his lecture; and Mr. GEORGE having proposed 2
vote of thanks to Mr. Kinnaird for presiding, the meeting termi.
nated.



