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" Coricemedworid citizensarewring-
Eaxth

ing their hands because Rio

Summit objectives for sustainable de-
velapment have fallen far short ofthe
goals established in 1092. Frequently
the United States and otherindustrial-

ized countries are blamed for insuffi- -

cient politicalwillin committing finan-

" cial resources to developing countries

.and to environmentalrepair programs.
Butwith taxpayersinthe“developed”
world on the verge of revelt, where is
' from?

Oneproposalisthat international

- trade be taxed. The reasoning is that

. exchangesbetweencountriestranscend
_national bordersasdo globalenviron-
mental problems. nge suggest an

nd citizen dividends
amendmenttothe U.N.Charterwhich
‘proposes_instituting a UN duty on
international trade between member
states, including financial movements,
to providethecorefunding ofthe Orga-
nization. N e
Others are working hard to break
down barriers to trade. Under the
Multilaterial AgreementonInvestment
(MAI) the ability of the world's largest
multinational investors to move their
money in and out of couniries with no
stringaattached aﬁgag_a tobe the pri- -
mary goal The liternational Mon-
etary Fund proposes to amend its Ar-
ticles of A%'éement to allow' it to re-
quire member countries to sell off as-
sets to foreign invéstors, open up sec-
torsof the économy to foreign competi-
tion and remove controls on the move-
mentofcapital. - ° Lo
Many believe that the MAI, which
continued on page 5
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has been under negotiation at the Or-
ganization for Economic Cooperation
and Development (OECD), could have
potentially far-reaching and negative
1mpactson state sovereignty, economic
development, nationalfinancialstabil-
ity, and health, safety, environmental
and labor standards, which has pre-
cipitated ageneral publicoutcry against
theagreement. :

The push for world domination by
elite controlled multinational corpora-
tions and their audacity in writing
mandates to usurp the democratic
rights of sovereign states reminds me
of a scene in the movie Star Wars.
RebelleaderPrincessLeia, addressing
the plansofthe evil emperor to control
theentire galaxy, says, “The tighterhe
squeezes his fists the faster star sys-
tems flee between his fingers!”

Meanwhile backon planetearth, a
rebel leaderin the guise of South Afri-
can President Nelson Mandela hasre-
jected the MAlstyle freetrade prescrip-
tion for Africa. Whilereaffirming South
Africa's intent to maintain strong and
friendly relationswith the US, Mandela
reflected the views of manyother Afri-
cans concerned that the underlying
intention of the US is to open up Afri-
can markets forits own gain.

SEED SATYAGRAHA

There are numerous indications
that the multinational corporations
version of the global free trade agenda
hasin factinflicted great harmthrough-
out the world.

Since October 1992, hundreds of
thousandsofIndian farmershavetaken
partin protests against transnational
agribusinesscorporationsand the Gen-
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT). Indian farmers are angry
because developmentsin biotechnology
and proposed changes in patent laws
under GATT threaten totransferown-
ership and control of vital seed stocks to
transnational corporations.

Todefend theirright to grow, breed
and exchangecropsoutside the control
of the transnationals, Indian farmers
have revived forms of struggle and
protestdating backto the Indian inde-
pendence movement. Gandhi had used

the word satyagraha to describe a phi-
losophy and practice of “holding fast to
truth” inthe struggle againstcolonial-
ism. Indian farmers and their allies
areinvokingthisiraditionofautonomy,
self-reliance and anti-colonial struggle
when they use the phrase “seed
satyagraha” to describe their struggle
against Cargill and other agribusiness
transnationals. '
According to Indian activist and
scientist Vandana Shiva, the goal of
the seed satyagraha is to protect the
right of farmers to freely produce,
modify and exchangethe seedson which
they have long depended for theirsur-
vival, The farmers union in the state
of Karnataka where Cargill is operat-
ing in a big way has 10 million mem-
bers. They have burnt Cargill seeds
and pulled down Cargill's big seed plant
with crowbars, in response to U.S.
traderepresentative Carla Hillsstate-
ment that “we will use crowbar tac-
tics” to pry open all markets of the
Southern countries for foreign multi-
nationals. So thefarmerssaid“Wewill
use crowbar tactics” and they pulled
‘down every brick of Cargill's building.
 Shivaobservesthat these magical
geeds which Cargill said would make
farmers rich overnight have virtually
impoverished farmers. “Incomeswent
down from 3000 rupees per acre to 300
rupees per acre, by shifting from local

-'seeds to hybrid seeds,” she says.

INDIVIDUAL AND
- COMMON PROPERTY RIGHTS

It is within such contexts, of sub-
‘sistence farmers struggling to main-
‘tain control over the seeds of life itself
‘while wealthy corporate leaders are
relentlessly seeking to dominate world
‘trade, that the vast importance of the
topic of Sharing Our Common Heri-
tage must be understood. The source
ofboth environmental degradationand

human exploitation can be traced toa

distorted and perverse expansion of

: private property rights for the few to
{ the exclusion of the many.

We have arrived at a time of great

struggle and opportunity. to reconsti-
tute democratic governance on the ba-
. sis of a new vision and mandate con-
_* corning individual and common prop-

erty rights to earth. Private property
rightsadvocates and common property
rights advocates will appear to be in
numsrousarenasofconfrontationand
conflict untilthe propsrbalancecanbe
struck.

Ward Morehouse, a directorofthe
program on Corperations, Law and
Democracy, has put forth a call for
broadbased publicdebatesonthe theme
of democracy and property rights.
Morehouse has found interesting par-
allelsbetween the International Decla-
ration on Individual and Common
Rights to Earth, propounded by the
International Union for Land Value
Taxation and Free Trade in 1949, and
Native American environmental activ-

" ist Winona LaDuke’s call for a “Com-

mon Property Constitutional Amend-
ment” inwhich Congresswould affirm
that there are resources which are
common property and no individual
interest has the right to destroy those
common properties whether it is air,
water, ocean, fish, or forest.

In a Fall, 1996 speech in Boulder,
Coloradoe, LaDuke noted thatwhile the

Fifth Amendment protectsprivate prop-

erty by asserting the right not to have
it taken or confiscated by the govern-
ment, thereisnocorresponding preser-
vation forcommon property under the
Constitution. “The absence ofthat pro-
tection meansthatcommonpropertyis
by and large pilfered by private inter-
ests,” she concludes. '

FROM SEA
TOSTRATOSPHERE

Fromthe deep blue seas tothe not-
always-clear blue skies this century
haswroughtthe disruptionand distuy-
bance of our common heritage by un-
conscious, unwise, or purposefully
malevelent human behavior.

The “Economists’ Statement on
Climate Change” with its attached
monumental compilation of signato-
ries (2,509 asof March 1, 1997) empha-
sizes that the risks of climate change
warrant immediate action, that mar-
ket-based policies would be the most
efficient means of slowing climate
change, and that long-term productiv-
ity gainsto the U.S. aconomy may well

continued on page 6
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result from such an approach.

' TheSm‘témahtﬁoﬁdﬁdesthat “The
United States and other nations can
most efficiently implement their cli-
mate policies through market mecha-
nisms, such as carbon taxes or the

auction of emissions permits. Therev-

nues generated from such policiescan
effoctively be used to reduce the deficit
orto lower existing taxes”
Thispolicy r scornmendationhasa
relevance beyond the particulars of
global climate change. It provides the
beginning point fora broadbased con-
sensual framework for aset of prin-
ciplesand policieswhich can integrate
common heritage protéction goalswith
marketeconomy incentives. The grow-
ing nse.of sd-called “ecological taxa-
tion” policies shows promise of a aimi-
lar alignment of vision and values.

ECOTAXATION IN THEUSA

The mostcompreliensive listing of
ecotaxation policiesinthe United States
hasbeencompiledbyd. .Andrew Hoerner
of the Washington, D.C. based Center
for a Sustainable Economy. “Harness.
ing the Tax Code for Environmental
Protection: A Survey of State Initia-
tiveg” identifies and categorizes 462
such provisions and provides a short
description, the tax raté, base and a
legaleitation foreach. Exarinationof
these tax instruments reveals a wide
range of policies designed to asgist in
- addressing essentially every major

public environmental goal. Environ- .

mental taxes.can be used to promote
economie efficiency by requiring pol-
luters to pay the econornic costs that
their pollutionimposeson others, costs
sometimes called “negative externali-
ties.” A second motive of the polluter
pays principle isto ‘assure fairnessin
allocating clean-up costs by ‘malking
sure that they ave born by the %illuter
rather than the innocent public. The
survey revealed that the latter motive
hasplayed a much moreimportant role
intaxdesign. . . .. . '

_ _*Environmental tax measures in
the stateshave been adoptedinahap-
hazard and uncod dinated fashion,”
says Hoerner.' “States ‘have only

scratched the surface ofthepotentialof
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environmental taxes to contribute to
meeting stato fiscal,- environmental,

" economic, and sotial goals. Given the

chaotic status of envirenmental taxa-
tion, states have anopportuntytoreap
'oo;ns'iderable-beneﬁts’ by simply adopt-
‘ing.- the best practices from-other
states.” L : :

IE\IATURAL RESOURCE TAXES

I Making the poliuter pay for the
abuse of patural ‘resources-is just a
ghort step away from making the user
pay for'what is taken from common
‘heritageresources. Resoutrcetaxesmork

-somewhatlikearental orinteresipay-

mient for the ‘use of assets thai are
owned by all of us, ranging from the
broadcast spectrum to the air.we
bredthe: ‘ - :

Yn the United States, the federal

government owns and manages over
650 million acresofpublic land. These

_apeas contain huge amounts of valu-
_ able natural resaurces which should

not siinply begivenawayersoldat low

-ebstatoprivateinterests. Intheir 1997

book, “Tax Wasaté, Not Work,” associ-

: 'agmsbeedeﬁning-ngressdeliﬁeated
 proposals for revenues from user fees
-forthe following: - -

* Increase recreation foes to pay for
parkmaintenance. .-

- * Raise grazing fees on pubhc lands.

* Rent.or-auction the broadcast spec-
fram. :

* Imposehigherusérfeeson theinland
water system. . L

# Othersinclude charging marketrates
for electricity sold by federal Power
Marketing Administrations; establish-
ing charges for air rt- takeoff and

landing slotsto ensure that the scarce

: ?esoumeofpuhiicairspaceisputtobest

use; charging more .substantial

‘royalities and holding feesfor hardrock
* inining on federal lands.

 TAXSHIFTING
Arising from ecotaxation ap-
;proacheato-environmentalqoncemsis
‘anemergent new perspectiveonpublic

finance poﬁny-thathasthepotentmlﬁ)r

‘a clear synthesis of objectives that

formerlyappeared tobepolarized. With

'big government approaches, conflicts

over public funds from competing in-

terestswere exacerbated. Envivonman-
talists ofien appeared to be anti-busi-

‘pess and anti-labor, asthese constitu-
_entsexperienced environmental regu-

lations as added costs and burdens.
With ecotaxation based on the pol-
luter pay principle, industry and indi-
vidualshaveanopenrangeofchoicesto
modify and adapt. their behaviors to
minimize the amount of tax paid.
Human creativity can be brought to

bear in any number of ways to solve

environmental problems. Withthepay-

'mentofincreased user fees for limited

naturalresources, resource ugersmay
Ve!?,‘pll.dimovwwaymdo_nmrewuh
lesgoftheseresources. With decreased
private rofits from patural resources,
private cocould flow more readily

nto recycling operations and renew-

able resource technology development,
vielding & win for both needed new .
environmentally sound private enter-
prises and the public atlia_rge.

- Perhapt the greatestpotentialthat -
ecotaxation has for synergizing vari-
ous private sector, social and environ-

- mental objectives is that rather than

draining the. public purse, this ap-

proach fills it. With the increase in
puiblic funds coming from ecotax dol-
lars, corresponding cufs can be made
in the taxation of both business and
labor. ‘
“Integrating Tax Reform with En-
ergyand Environmental Goals: Emerg-
ing State Initiatives” wasthe titleofa
Forum held atthe U.S. Capitolon April
6,1998 ands%jnaoréd by the Environ-
mental and Energy Study Institute. .
The briefing notice stated that in re-

_ cent years, states have utilized envi-

ronmental taxes, fees and incentive -
measures for various purposes, often

dedicating tax and fee revenuesto fund

activities with specific environmental
objectives. o

Of particulay interest to the Fo-
ruin organizers are recent tax propos-
alsin the Northeast, the Midwest and

the Pacific Northwest which are differ-

" ent in that they are part of tax reform
. plans designed to improve the overall

tax system aswell as achieve environ-

_mentalobjectives. They would reduce

orelimina_té't;ertain‘exiﬁipg‘étatetaxes
and replace lost general revenues

continued onpage 7
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throughtaxesonenvironn entally dam-
aging activities._ . L

Redefining Progress tax shifters
have taken the high road in defining
" thephrase“tax shift” asmeaning “any
revenue-neutral shift by which exist-
ing taxes would be reduced’ and the
revenuereplaced by newlevieson envi-
renmentally harmful behavior. This
could be accomplished either through
new taxes, auctioned emission permits,
or a combination of the two.”

Using the “tax bads not goods”
rubric, tax shifters recognize that the
current fax system sends the wrong
signals to virtually everyone. It dis-
courages work and capital formation
whileencouragingpollution, waste, and
the inefficidnt use of resources. Tax
shiftersask, why hot develop a socially
useful tax aystem that would tax those

thingswe nead less of and untax those
things of which society wants more?

tax shifters agree we neéd more of is
purchasing capacity and economicaq-
vity forwage earners. Tax shiftersare

pointingtheirfingersat thepayroll tax

which has been increased seven times
since 1980 and is the greatest tax
burden for most families. Although
reformoptionsnow in thepublicdialog
fail to account forthese high taxes on
labor, tax shifters say that.if tax re-
formeraare seri,ogs,_abpnthelpi;;gﬁosz-
ing Americansand smallbusinesswhile
enablingpeople tomove fromwelfareto
work, then the payroll tax must be
 From this it appears that tax
shifters arereally getting seriousabout
narrowing the gap between ecological
and. economic concerns as well. They
are being so bold, so brazenly optimis-
tic, as to suggest that this approach to
public finance policy could create &
win-wingituation for societyasa whole.

. Undoubtedly, the tax shift vision
does gives a powerful, coherent, ratio-
nal underpinning and therefore a re-
stored legitimacy to the field of public
finance. Individuals should be able ta
keep move of the fruit of their efforts,
but should pay for the costs that they
impose on others. Ttall sounds rather
galden rulish, doesn’t it? Since tax
shiftersalsoadvocate drawingincreased

Oneoftheitemathat thishrandof -

‘publicrévenue from resources already
-6wned in common, all citizens could
come to receive direct dividend pay-
ments similar to the Alaska Fund oil
‘dividends (£ $1000 and more) distrib-
uted each year to residents of that
state. '

S "BCOTAXATIONAND
o ‘LAND VALUE TAXATION

- wTax Pollution, Not Paychecks”
‘could be the mext reform slogan for
Aimerica'sNorthwest. TheSeattlebased
Noxfthwes_tEnvironmentWatch'mE“D
‘has put-forth ons of the most brilliant

tax-ghift proposals in a recently re-
leased book entitléd Tax Shift by Alan
Thein Durning and Yoram Bauman.
Baplatﬁﬁgmost-nﬁtﬁe.exigﬁngtax'eb&és
in the Northwest with taxes on pollu-
tion andotherenvironmentalillswonld
‘ pre’venthunﬂreds'afprémdturé'doaths,
safegiard the environment and raise
économic output by at least $5 billion,
say the NEW researchers who have
apalyzed howa revenue-neutralenvi-
ronmental tax shift would affect the
Northwest states and British Colum-
bia, The proposal would untix “goods”
‘snch as paychecks and profits and tax
‘“hadg’ such aspollution, resourcedeple-
tion, sprawl, and traffic jams.
-~ NEW is frontrunner among the

' tax shift thinktanksin the promotion

‘of yet another fofmoftax shifting—a
shiftwithinthe prop ertytaxitself An
important distinction ot et grasped
byothertaxshift proponentsisthatthe
;triditibﬁslpmp'e'rty{fé'xis‘acma]]y two
“‘conflicting taxes rolled into one; itisa
‘tax op'the valueofbuildings and atax
‘'on the value of the land ‘under-the
;bulildin'g's’. The NEW scenario shifts
'taxes off of buildings to encourage up-
‘keep, maintenance and guality hous-
ing 'stock and replaces this with a
'stroniger tax on land valusswhich en-
courages compact development: and
contains sprawl. The entire 27% ofthe
' propertytaxwouldbe shifted ontoland
‘valuesonly. = o
 The NEW report concludes that
' their proposed tax shift for 1996 for the

' Pacific northwest - British Columbia,

‘ Idaho, Oregon.'and_Washing'bon-"would
| have encompassed 84% of provincial,
. state and local revenue. “The tax shift
. would have eliminated almost two-

thirds of existing taxes on retail sales
and corporate and personal income.

Pollution, hydropower, and land value

taxeswould have yielded the most rev-

enue.”

LANDVALUETAXATION
 PENNSYLVANIASTYLE -

Perhapsthe Northwest tax shifters
will be locking to Pennsylvania for
some guidelineson theirproposed ma-
jor property tax shift towards land
valuetaxation. Sixteencitiesin“Penn’'s
Woods” have opted for the so-called
“gplit-rate” tax which enables Jocali-
tiesto reducetaxesonbuildings, theveby
gwingp:oapertyawnmtheincenﬁveto
build and to maintain and improve

theirproperties, whileincreasingtaxes

on land values; thusdiscouragingland:

speculation and encouraging infili de-
velopment. Thisrevenue neutral shift-
ing of the tax burden promotesa more -
efficient use of urban infrastrucutre
(such asroads and sewers), decreases
the pressure towardas urban sprawl,
and assumes a broader spread of the
benefitsof development to the commu-
nity as a whole. oo
Amongéitiesthathavegonatothe
two-rate system, thers is a consider-
able spread between the taxes on the
valuse of land and those remaining on
the value of buildings. For instance,
the smallcityof Aliguippa, whose school
district now also has the split-rate,
taxes Jand 16 times more heavily than
buildings; Pittsburgh's rate is neaxly
6:1, and both Harrisburg, the state
capital, and the small city of Washing-

' ton is4:1. Research based on building
' ‘permitaissuedinth'athtea-yearperiod

before and aftertheimplementationof

‘thetwe-ratetaxpolicyin Pennsylvania

cities consistently shows significant

increases in building permits issued

-after the policy was put in place, one
1indicator of improving urban habitat.

A recent study by University of
Maryland economists, Wallace Oates
and Robert Schwab, compared average
siinual building permit valuesinPitts-
burghsnd 14 othereastern cities dur-
ing the decade before and the decade
‘after Pittsb\n-%l;ugreaﬂy expanded its
two-rate tax. Pittsburgh had a 70.4%

continued on page 8
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increase in building permits while the
15 city average decreased by 14.4% of
building permits issued.

The City of Harrisburg, considered
the second most distressed inthe U.8.
fifteen years ago, has reversed nearly
three decades of very serious previous
decline. The number of vacant strue-
tures, aver 4200 in 1982, is today less
than 300. Witharesident population of
53,000 nearly 5,000 more city resi-
dents are now employed. The crime
rate has dropped 22.5% and the fire
rate has dropped 51%. Harrisburg
Mayor Stephen Reed has stated that
the shift towards the land value tax
systemis “asan important ingredient
in our overall economic development
activities. ....(and) continues to he one
of the key local palicies that has been
factored into thisinitial economic sue-
cess here.”

Mayor Anthony Spossey of the
small city of Washington, Pennsylva-
nia, population 15,000, likewise re-
lates the many benefits of this form of
tax shifting. He saysthat“the budget
has really shown vast improvements.
... We now have a capital improve-
ments budgetand havebeen abletodo
things we had not been able to do
before.”

LAND VALUE TAXATION
IN SOUTH AFRICA

Recently in the Republic of South
Africa municipal authorities in the
newly formed Greater Cape Metropoli-
tan Area made a major decision to
move directly to land value taxation.
The Property Valuation Ordinance is
being revised to allow forratingofland
values only and to remove technical
obstacles to revaluation of all metro-
politan properties.

Landvaluetaxationcurreéntly plays
animportant rolein the local tax base
ofother RSA cities as well, It ishoped
that President Mandela may come to
understand the importance ofthispalicy
approach so that itcan be more broadly
applied throughout South Africa and
on the federallevel as well. Although
Mandela has stated his distrust ofbor-
rowing from international lenders, he
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ha{s yet to fully comprehend the public

yanceand revenue generating poten-
tialoftheland and resource base of his
own country.

|

| EARTHFINANCE

! POLICYGUIDELINES

: As the colonial era came to a
close at mid-century, the new govern-
ments in Latin America, Africa and
developing Asia retained the patterns
ofland tenure and resource manage-
ment of their former rulers. They
clz:aimed vast amounts of formerly in-
digenousand nativecontrolled forests,
agricultural lands, minerals and wa-
ter within their borders or permitted
these resources to remain largely un-
der the control of foreign powers. Un-
der the guise ofeconomic development,
m;any began cashing in these natural
resources at bargain basement prices,
filling their own private coffers while
the majority of their fellow citizens
rdmained in conditions of abject pov-
erty. ‘

. Meanwhile in the so-called devel-
oped world, the purchasingcapacity of
the family head ofhousehold gradually
exgoded to the point that two adults
must now work full-time in the cash
economy to provide for a family’ sbasic
livingexpenses. Highland values have
driven up housing costs. '

i Without access to raw materials
and with declining purchasing capac-
ity, individual workers, small business
entrepreneurs, andentire governments
haveturned to poolsof money available
at high interest rates from local, na-
tipnal and international banking sys-
tems. But sound, secure, sustainable
economies have not grown from such
arrangements and the degradation of
human and natural resources contin-
ues. . .
 We are herein enunciating the
guidelines for an integrated local-to-
global public finance system based on

the principle of the common heritage of

earth'sland and natural resources. It
isthrough affirming the peoplesrights
to the value of earth’s land and raw
materials now controiled by the few

that the many will be able to secure

acf:cess to debt-free private property for
homesites and sustainable, indepen-
dent and fulfilling livelihoods.

; The clarity of thought and integ-

rity of values set forth in the tax shift-

ing policy approach providesa compel-
ling basge for action for major tax re-

formon all levels. The goalis nothing

short of a non-violent revolution re-
guired io free wage slaves and those

now living indire conditionsof poverty

and homelessness throughout the

world. In order that the many may

make a living, the few must stop mak-

ing a killing. :

Nearly all regions of the planet
have sufficient land and natural re-
sources and the human skillsrequired
tosupply thebasicnecessitiesofall. As
was 80 clearly stated in the United
Nations Habitat IT Action Agenda en-
dorsed by 183 nation state representa-
tives in Istanbil in June of 1996:

“The failure to adopt, at all levels,
appropriate ruraland urbanland poli-
cies and land management practices:
remains a primary cause of inequity
and poverty. It is also the cause of
increased living costs, the occupation
of hazard-prone land, snvironmental
degradation and the inereased vulner-
ability of urban and rural habitats,
affecting all people, especially disad-
vantaged and vulnerablegroups, people
living in poverty and low-income
people.”

Reducing taxation on labor will
increase purchasing capacity, lower-
ing taxeson physical capitalwilllower
thecostsoflife necessities, while charg-
ing for resource use viaecotaxationand
land value taxationwill yield the fund-
ing for investments in infrastructure,
education, healthand otherpublicgoods
without the need to borrow from the
elite controlled banking systems such.
as the International Monetary Fund *
and the World Bank.

The planet and all its resources,
including land, water, forests, miner-
als, the atmosphere, electro-magnetic
frequenciesand satellite arbitsarethe
common heritage of all and must no -
longerbe appropriated for the private
profit of the few to the exclusion of the
many. Any person or group making
use of more than their fair share ofthe
earth’s resources must pay full user

- fees for those resources to Common

Heritage Funds, administered as a
trust forall people, or to be distributed

continued on page 9
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as direct citizen dividend
payments.

Worldwide ecotaxation
canbebased on principlesof

subsidiarity in terms of

implementation.

Specific types of land re-

gources can be taxed by
clearly delineated collection
authoritiesfromthelocal to
the global level.

Towns and cities could
draw their funding prima-
rily from user fees for resi-
dential, commercial and in-
dustrial lJandsites; counties

could focus (i)n agricultural,
pasture and forestland; re-

_gionsand statesmightdraw

their funds!primarily from
water, minérdl, and oil re-

‘sources, global governing

agenciesestablished for pur-
poses of peacekeeping and
environmental restoration,
protection, and monitoring
could target fund collection
from the glectromagnstic
spectrum, the sea, ocean
mineral deﬁosits, and geo-
synchronousorbital zones.
Percentagesofthese re-
source rents could be chan-
nelled up and down the lo-

cal-to-global range for flex-
ibility and maximum fair-
nessand efficiency. Citizen
dividend payments from
earthresource feesconld be
distributed at alllevels.
Thekey toenacting such
a fundamental and wide-
ranging tax reform agenda
is a critical mass mobiliza-
tion of popular support. It
would seem thatthetax shift
policy approach has the po-
tential to unite the constitu-
ency necessary for signifi-
cant political aection. No
doubt, this agenda will be
carried forthin incremental

AN

citizen dividends

_stagesasisinfaet occurring

now, with momentum build-
ing as positive, life affirm-
ingbenefits arerealized from
place to place.

Although the obstacles
tocreating abeneficentworld
order may at times appear
insurmountable, energy and
attention must be brought
to focus on the required
changes necessarytocreate
a world that works for ev-

_eryone. Proactive “Cam-

paignsforthe Earth”in vari-
ous forms and guises have
already begun linking and
enlisting citizens oftheworld
in a great global effort for.
peace, justiceand careofthe
earth. '

1 think it can be readily

| perceived that the call for

common property rights by
Winona LaDuke, for
biodiversity covenants by

- VandanaShivaandthe goals
. of land rights and other so-

cial justice movements

. worldwide can be affirmed

and furthered by the prin-
ciples and policies of tax-
shifting. Common property
rights can be properly
aligned with private prop-
erty rights. Affirming the

" existence of common rights

in land and natural re-
gources creates a condition
in societywherein individual
ecopomic interests can be
advanced forall. The enigma
of the maldistribution of
wealthwhichhasforsolong
plagued market economies
thus can be redressed
through theresultant broad-
based sharingofthe benefits
of free market and private
incentive systems.
Essentially, democratic
governance can now be

- firmly established onthe hu-
. man right to the planet it-
' gelf.

' Alanna Hartzok is the Interna-
" tional Union for Land Value
: Taxation’s Non-Governmental
" Orgonizationrepreseniative io

* the Untied Nations
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