On Unrestricted Co

A philesophy, a system -of thought,
cannol be expressed in a senfenee. If
it is really wortky of the name “philos-
ophy,” it is a synthesis that, in spite
of its one central theme, embraces many
phases of thought, and gives direction
by its unifying principle to a way of liv-
ing. Language iz too poor, and human
understanding toe limited, to permit the
expression or understanding of so bread
a theme im an essay or two, oF €ven a
‘Book of a few handred pages.

‘The . . philosophy ' of Henry George—
" which s often deséribed as the philes-
ophy of fresdom—has irequenily been
given a wrong interpretation by people
whg approach it with detexrmined bias or
with perverted purpoeses. Culling a pas-
sage from his books which by itself per-
mits .of an interpretation seemingly at
wariance with the central thought that
permeates sll his writings, these people
have persuaded themselves that George
has proven their pet theory. They catch
on a phrase to rationalize fheir misun-
derstanding.  They prove to themseclves
by “special plesding’ what pleases their
preconception, oftem gmite umconscieusly.
. The comprehension of George’s contri-

bution to secto-economic thoughi requires
the reading of all his books, essays and
speeches. No one can iruthfully say that
‘hie philosophy is expressed in any one
place complefely; he mnever reduced it
(becanse it eannot he Tone} to an inkel-
lectunl pill,

Some of hizs writings, unfortunately,
have not yet been given to the public in

Trock form. -0d4d essays and speeches that

supplement in detail the bread principles
of his philosophy are to be found in va-
rious places; they should e collected.
A particularly rich mine of Georgist
thought is to be found in ithe piages of
THE STANDARD, a weekly paper edifed
by Henry George from 1887 to 1391, The
e5sxy  “0On Competition’ is iaken from
this source. Gthers will appear from time
to time in The Freeman,

W. W. Héé.d,' secrefary of the
Shearers' Union, writes me from

Wagga Wagga, New South Wales,,

saying: .

“Soeislism  of the Bellamy. brand is
gpresding here, and the only thing we
have to .offer as an argument against
their doectrine is an admission that the
single tax will and must nécessarily bring
voluntary eo-operatiom and less govern-
-mental machinery—less rule, or more law
and less force—amarchy of a sort.
cialists admii the ppoling of land-values
is the first step toward reform; but they
set ‘&5 miich value -on the nationalization
of banks andd capital as that of the land,
and want to start right away to national-
ize those things which we believe are not
_in their nature monopolies, and which
would nat be monopolies if land-values
were taken by the people.
do met ‘beliéve in -compefition and want
“to -abelish it right away. If we stick to
competition and fegard it as almost a
natural law, what about the waste in-
yolved in our present Industrial system?
Taxation of land-values will not prevent
the employment of labtr uselessly in ad-

vertising, etc., or will it? If so, how?" -

Answering Mr. Head's question in

spirit, rathier then in letter, T would
say:-Yes; it will. For while the use-

less expenditure of labor " in adver-

So--

In short, they .

{ising or any other hranch. of effort
cowld not be prevented without in-

terfering with natural rights and

without stifiing useful effort, I take
Mr. Head to refer to that waste that
goes 6n where three stores are start-

&d in a place where two would suf-

fice, or where a hundred men are
found in a business or profession in
which sixty or seventy could de, and

would be glad te do, all that is need-

ed. This waste of effort, which is

- very striking all over the civilized

world, the Socialists propose o pre-
veni by abolishing competition—that
is t¢ say; by abolishing the liberty
of men io dispose their efforts as
they please. They would have the
Btate mandge and control all pro-
duction and exchange, so that so
many men (and necessarily such and

_ such men)- should be-assigned to thig

branch ‘and *plice’ of effort, and so

many men (tHat is to say, such and

such ‘men) should be assigned to

‘that. .
_'On the other hand we, who for
want of a better term sfyle ourselves -

Single Tax mien, but whose funda-

The Fresmdn ,._'_thﬁrdh.er, "'193'8"-_' .

petition

mental idez would Ye better ex-
pressed by some such term as equal
rights men, or individual rights men,
or natural order men, propose to get
‘tid of this difficulty in an easier and
more thorough way. Instead of abol-
ishing competitions, we wonld abol-
ish restrictions on competition: in-

siead of impesing more restraints on -
individual liberty, we would remove - -

all restrainis upon the liberty of any
one to do anything ‘that did not in-
terfere with the equal liberty of oth-
ers. The reasen for, and the effi-
caey of, our method will he seen
when the cause of the waste of .
which our Australian friend is think-
ing is traced. '
From what does avercrowding of
businesses and- professions proceed? -
- Does it not proceed from that seem-

ing glut in the labor market which -

causes the opportunity to labor to
seem & ‘boon, and reduces the wages -
of labor in the primary occupations
to so low a point?  And from what
does this spring? Does it not man-
ifestly spring from those restrictions .
which deprive men willing to labor
- of access to the natural opportuni-
ties of exerting laber? Is this not
clear whenever we consider that the
naiural oppertunities fer the useful
employment of labor offered by the
globe on which we live are simply
illimitable, and that so long ‘as de-
sire -contimies for things that the
exgrtion of Iaher produces there must
always be an wunsatisfied need for -
the useful exertion of laber?

‘What the taxation of land values
irrespective of improvements would
. do, would be to make land useless
excepi to the user; to make the mere
monopolization of land unprofitabie
and impossible. And thus it “would

- open to laborers the primary neces-

sity and opportunity for all labor.
At the same time, by taking ‘for
the use of the community the great
sums that now go to non-producers,
it would do away with taxes that-
greatly lessen earnings in‘all branch



the revenues redquired by government,

- by taxing the earmings of labor and .

the necessities of the poor and by
penalizing thrift and improvement.
It makes the sale prices of land high
and discourages home ownership, It
encourages the speculative holding of
land out of use, makes available land

scarce and its rent high and crowds

people into slumsg where all the con-
.ditions of life are unfaverable and
hard. 'The obvious solution is cer-
{ainly not to prate of the evils of “the
- profit motive” which in so many ways
is & benefit t0 us and = stimulus to
progress, znd which actuates every
wage earner when he gives up a poor-

-er job for a better one, just as truly

ag it does his boss or any capitalist®

. investoy; The sclution is for the pub-
lic to take, through taxation, ali or

nearly all of the annual rental val-
ue of la.nd and sites.

But 1his proposal is ’I‘HE SUB-
.‘IECT OF THE GREAT SILENCE.
It isn't “good iorm" to discuss it “in
the h_est circles,” Tl_le literary intel-
ligentsia rarely or never mention it.
The high-brow magazines to which
they contribute may use their col-
ummg for everything and. anything
else but they won't refer to this. But
perhaps the time will come when they
will have to refer to it—and take it
seriousty, too—or find themselves un-
der perma.nent and withering suspi- -
cion of eovering .a fundamental con-
servatism. with a°cloak of pretended
and unen]ightaening hberallsm.

See: “Economlc Sc:ence a.nd the Common

Weifare,” pp. -83-118, 425 -438.,




