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WHAT LAND AND FREEDOM

STANDS FOR .

Taking the full rent of land for public
purposes insures the fullest and
best use of all land. In cities this
would mean more homes and more
places to do business and therefore
lower rents. In rural communities it
would mean the freedom of the farmer
from land mortgages and would guar-
antee him full possession of his entire
product at a small land rental to the
government without the payment of
any taxes. It would prevent the hold-
ing of mines idle for the purpose of
monopoly and would immensely in-
crease the production and therefore
greatly lower the price of mine products.
Land can be used only by the em-
ployment of labor. Putting jand to
its fullest and best use would create an
unlimited demand for labor. With an
unlimited demand for labor, the job
would seek the man, not the man seek
the job, and labor would receive its
full share of the product.

The freeing from taxation of all
buildings, machinery, implements and
improvements on land, all industry,
thrift and enterprise, all wages, sal-
aries, incomes -and every product of
labor and intellect, will encourage men
to build and to produce, will reward
them for their efforts to improve the
land, to produce wealth and to render
the services that the people need, in-
stead of penalizing them for these
efforts as taxation does now.

It will put an end to legalized robbery
by the government which now pries
into men’s private affairs and exacts
fines and penalities in the shape of tolls
and taxes on every evidence of man’s
industry and thrift.

All labor and industry depend basic-
ally on land, and only in the measure
that land is attainable can labor and
industry be prosperous. The taking
of the full Rent of Land for public pur-
poses would put and keep all land for-
ever in use to the fullest extent of the
people’s needs, and so would insure
real and permanent prosperity for all.
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Comment and Reflection

OW, Mr. Trades Unionist, let us have a word with
you. Perhaps you are satisfied that you have kept
your wages up even at the expense of other workers’
wages. As things are, every increase of wages in your
craft must result in increased cost, though this is fre-
quently compensated for in increased efficiency. On the
whole, however, increase of wages secured by labor com-
binations must result in increased cost to the general
public. The cases where this does not occur appear to be
negligible.

HERE is another aspect of the question that does

not occur to you. Suppose it were possible for
wages generally to be increased by the unions. What
would be the result? It will be strange to you to be
told that you would then be no better off. We are speak-
ing now not of money wages but real wages, or what
money wages will buy. We are considering the resultant
increase in the cost of commodities. We are considering
something more removed, but something that is inevitable.
It is rent, economic rent, which demands and must con-
tinue to demand until conditions are remedied, the lion's
share of any general wage increase.

T will be news to the trade unionist that he would be

working for the landowner were any general wage in-
crease at all possible. With every stroke of the hammer,
with every fall of the pick, the toll to the landowner must
be paid. Rent, economic rent, is the monster whose
food is every increase of wages, every addition to pro-
Juction, every machine, -even every cultural advance.
When this is diverted into private channels it is the engine
of enslavement for the worker, and what might be his
beneficent servitor is in fact his merciless Frankenstein
He cannot escape it.

T sounds strange, this talk of ‘‘the dignity of labor,”
which must be maintained by ‘“collective bargain-
ng.” That dignity is evidently of a very tenuous na-
ture that has to be maintained by trade union devices,
by these efforts to extort some slight percentage of wage
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increase. And there is another reflection that should
occur to you. It is that as a trade unionist you give
tacit consent to more than one economic fallacy. The
first is that wages are paid by the employer—in other
words, are drawn from capital. Does labor with its
“dignity" believe that? Evidently the trade unionist
does. Otherwise he would see the futility of the trade
union idea to bring about any permanent improvement.
The gains that have been made are pitiably small.

HE last resort when collective bargaining fails is a

kind of civil war. Can that be reconciled with any
reasonable solution of the labor problem? This array-
ing of labor against capital cannot be the solution of
labor’s difficulties and is surely not in accord with the
idea of the dignity of labor, for it is a confession of a sub-
ordinate position that lacks all dignity. It lends strength
to the patronizing attitude of politicians in their professed
eagerness to ‘‘do something for labor.”

S there any recognition among the labor union leaders

of the true relation of labor to capital? Is capital
recognized as the associate with labor in the work of
production, and not labor’s “boss?”’ If so we do not
know of them. The labor unionist merely seeks to ex-
tort more from capital by threats of combination, by
collective bargaining, and at the end the last resort, a
strike. Strange reflection this upon the so-called “dignity
of labor.”

OT labor unionism but a true political economy

restores this dignity. It shows that wages are not
paid by the employer, are not drawn from capital, but
are a part of the product, less that which goes to capital
as interest and to land as rent, the last of which belongs
to all men who labor to be expended for communal ex-
penses instead of being appropriated by private persons.
It is the exclusion of men from the land, the denial of a
place to work, that rops labor of its dignity and makes
him a suppliant to capital which must also bargain with
the land owner for a place to work. Does the labor
unionist recognize this? He does not. If he wins he
is satisfied with gains so pitiably small that his own con-
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temptible position, and not his ‘dignity,” becomes to
those who will really reflect his chief outstanding charac-
teristic.

ILL he never see, he of all men? What he has is

only his labor, we hear it said. To a well man
the greatest power in the world. He is the organizer
and producer of all wealth on earth. On him all capital
depends for maintainence and employment. On him
every revolution of the wheels of industry depends. When
he is denied the use of the earth capital can make a hard
bargain with him. The man out of work at his elbow
is bidding against him for employment. He cannot
overcome this condition to any great degree by combina-
tion or collective bargaining. There are too many for
him. He cannot hurt capital by combining—capital is
already hurt by divorcement from the land, from which
all things are produced. Only here and there can capital
take advantage of the necessities of labor. Without
labor it slowly diminishes. Nothing is more expensive
to the owner than idle capital.

R. HARRY WEINBERGER wrote the following
letter to Arthur Brisbane:

In today's New York American, you talk of Mayor
LaGuardia and state:

“You wonder how they (economic problems) were
solved by the early pilgrims arriving on this land with
nobody offering dole or relief. They went to work—
and nobody gave them a job; they had to create jobs."

The answer is simple. Land was free in the early
colonial days and even with the crudest machinery or
almost with bare hands, every man could support him-
self and support his family.

A similar situation could be brought about by taxing
land at its full rental value and abolishing all taxes on
improvements. This would force all land into its fullest
economic use, creating more jobs than.men, and the un-
employment problem would be solved.

Yes, it is your old friend, “Single Tax' and I need
not tell you that Henry George’s ‘ Progress and Poverty,”
which if you overlook the date seems to have been com-
pleted yesterday to make this morning’s newspapers,
contain a complete plan to solve the present depression,

To this Mr. Brisbane responds as follows:

There is plenty of land free in the United States now,
and you can get to it by motor, train or air more rapidly
than the early Americans could get from Boston to New
York. I knew your friend Henry George, helped support
him for Mayor in New York. I know also that Americans
of today do not want to go beyond convenient reach of
a moving picture and drug store. How many do you
think would clear and develop a piece of wild land if
you gave it to them, and ‘‘support themselves?”” How
many would sit and wait for the land to go up in value
and then sell it?

HIS letter of Mr. Brisbane’s is an intellectual curi-
osity. ‘‘There is plenty of free land to be had in
the United States.”” Is there indeed? There is no pro-
ductive or accessible land that is not appropriated. The

owners demand either a rent or purchase prices from
labor and capital for the use of such land. None of it
is free. And when it is suggested that the earth might
be released to labor and capital, that the earth may be
handed over to these productive forces without any pay-
ment save that of its annual rental to the state in lieu
of all taxation, Mr. Brisbane childishly suggests that
Americans want to be near a drug store or moving picture
theater! He thinks that many would wait for the land
to go up in value and then sell it. But if the economic
rent is taken they could not do this. The sale price of
a piece of land is what remains after the annual economic
rent is taken, and if all is taken there is no sale price.
Does Mr. Brisbane know better? We think he does.
His letter is pure evasion of which not even the veriest
“‘logic chopper’ would be guilty.

An Objection to Land Value
Taxation Answered by the Facts

COMPREHENSIVE study of the relation between
State and local expenditures of the forty-eight
States and the economic structure of the United States;
the first of its scope made on the basis of American ex:
penditures, has just been made public.
The research, which throws important light on the
problem in public finance raised by Henry George, whethe;
the yield of land value taxation would bear some direc:
relation to needed current public expenditures, was under
taken during 1934 and 1935 by a seminar in public finance
in the Graduate Faculty of Political and Social Scienct
in the New School for Social Research in New York, th
University in Exile.

Prof. Gerhard Colm, late of Kiel University, an ex
pert in public finance and world economics and a specialis'
in unearned increment taxation, conducted the seminat:
one of the members of which was the present writer.

““General expenditures were more closely correlate
with income and wealth than with industralization,p
it was found, and there were many indications that “th'
expansion of governmental services is not det:ermine'r]
solely by the economic necessity of these services.” ﬂ

“Quantity and quality of public services are chiefl’
determined by the abundance of (tax) resources. Sociz:}
expenditures were relatively higher in the wealthier tha"j
in the poorer communities. The traditional statemer|
that in private finance, expenditures are determined b’
the revenue, in public finance revenue is determined b’
the expenditures, is not correct. Public expenditure
are predominantly determined by the potential resources.'

These quotations are taken from a summary of tt'
results of the survey, written by four graduate students «;
the University in Exile, which is published in the currer,.
issue of Social Research, quarterly publication of tt |
New School for Social Research.

i
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The conclusions are of especial interest to advocates
of social land value taxation, for they disposed of the
“first objection to the Single Tax,”” best formulated,
perhaps, by the late Henry Rogers Seager in 1904.

Professor Seager, in his “Introduction to Economics,”
asserted that ‘‘the needs of regions in the various parts
of the United States, which have great difference in the
size of the aggregate rent fund, for revenue for courts,
jails, roads, common schools, etc., have little relation
to these differences.”

Professor Seager thought this illustrated ‘‘how largely be-
lief in the Single Tax rests on faith rather than upon rea-
son.” But it is interesting to note that this impartial and
objective study—carried on by students whose attitudes
ranged from those of laissez-faire liberalism to those
of extreme radicalism as well as those of humane and
radical liberalism, the Georgest attitude—illustrates how
largely the objection has rested upon unconscious bias
rather than upon rational evaluation.

The bias, in Professor Seager’s case, was entirely un-
conscious, for he himself martialed the facts by which,
he wrote, he was “1mpressed with the truth of the con-
tention that rent is a peculiarly fit object of taxation’
and despite the temper of the times he was a noteworthy
advocate of the municipal application of the principle of
complete socialization of rent.

He did not go beyond what he dubbed the ‘‘munici-
palization of rent,” he explained, precisely because of
thns objection. It is regrettable that Professor Seager,
‘who brought to his field a keen, inquiring mind that early
placed him in the front rank of American economic
scholars. should have met this stumbling block to the
development of his thought.

Had he not accepted this rationalization and had he
1nvest1gated the case for it, he would undoubtedly have
'rendered even greater service in the development of
‘Georgest social theory in America.

The authors of the Social Research article mention
Arnold Brecht’s comparison of the expenditures of dif-
ferent countries and those of German states and munici-
palities. This study, ‘Internationaler Vergleich der
Offentlichen Ausgaben,” pubhshed in Leipzig in 1932,
‘was one of two important surveys in this field, the other
being Adolph Wagner’s, published in 1892. It is interest-
ing to recall that this study of Professor Brecht also con-
tributed a factual test of premises of the theory of social
land value taxation.
| Professor Brecht derived, analogous to Wagner's re-
sult, a “law of progressive parallelism between expendi-
tures and the massive accumulation of population.”
<His data indicated, it is pointed out, that governmental
expenditures increase in greater proportion than the
density of population wherever massive accumulation
takes place.
| It is amusing to note that this point has been cited
to the present writer as evidence that, assuming the size

of governmental expenditures arising from non-economic
causes would remain the same, the yield of social land
value taxation would at some point in urban growth
prove insufficient.

It had not occurred to the writer’s friend that the eco-
nomic advantages of the accumulation of masses of the
population might increase in greater proportion to the
density—of - population, a consideration well established
theoretically.

The data and the results of the Colm survey are on file
in the library of the New School for Social Research, of
which institution Dr. Alvin S. Johnson, author of im-
portant critical studies of the Single Tax and Ricardian
rent theory, is director. It was through Dr. Johnson's
efforts that the University in Exile's faculty of noted
German and Italian scholars, which includes Professor
Brecht, was brought to America and established in the
New School.—WILL LISSNER.

The Real Remedy

HE cry for a state income tax is just as fallacious as all the other

comunistic schemes. Who can point to a country or a State
that has an income tax which is any better off than Pennsylvania,
which has none, except the imposition of the Federal burden? An
income tax is, like all other taxes, contrary to the natural laws of
economics. If we depend wholly on an income tax swollen fortunes
would grow beyond all belief since it would leave untaxed the source
from which all large permanent incomes grow; namely, economic
rent, which the receiver need not earn.

In this connection it may be well to recall the communist doctrine
of soaking the rich by an income tax. The Russian government
levies income taxes. In 1934 the Russian worker who received in
wages two roubles a day paid an income tax of seven roubles a month,
84 roubles a year. Communists also propose to abolish profits. The
Russian government produces kerosene at two copecks a liter and
sells it at 70 copecks a litter, a profit of 68 copecks on a two copecks
investment.

If we wish to satisfy the craving for human freedom, once so dear
to our people, we must travel no further on the road to communism.
Witness the change in the philosophy on the part of labor leaders.
For years they have tried the mistaken policy of producing a labor
monopoly, an utterly impossible thing as their hundred years effort
proves. Now they clamor for all sorts of privileges at the hands of
the government, apparently williing to become wards of the State.

—Hon. WM. N. McNAR, Mayor of Pittsburgh, in Pennsylvania
Manufacturers’ Journal.

The Aoudads

11 T last we have found an appropriate name for the men in con-
trol at Washington. There is a type of antelope at the Cen-
tral Park Zoo called aoudads which race around in circles. Recently
when the eclipse of the moon occurred they accentuated their speed
along a circular course, though the aoudads are likely to run around
in circles with no excuse whatever. The same is true of the Washing-
ton species. No eclipse of the moon or sun frightens them really;
the eclipse of industry only sets them to work with pen and paper
figuring how if they had been in charge of the matter there would
have been no eclipse.”"—LAND AND FREEDOM, New York.
The moral is: It is better to go straight than to move in the best
circles.—The Standard, Sydney, Australia.
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Intellectual Malnutrition

AN EVIL ARISING FROM THE DEPRESSION
THAT IS MORE SINISTER THAN
PHYSICAL STARVATION

By JOHN LUXTON

NE of the most important developments of the late

nineteenth and early twentieth centuries was the
science of nutrition. Up to now we have come to under-
stand the truth of the saying that man is what he feeds
upon, and as time goes by we are learning more and more
about the wise use of food. The laws of nature, having
contrived out of several elements obtained from the earth
and air a living substance called protoplasm, also endowed
that substance with the ability to continue its existence
by means of fresh supplies drawn from the material world.
But in the course of centuries the various forms of life
in which protoplasm manifested itself developed certain
likes and dislikes. The reasons for such development
are not the concern of this article. It is sufficient to say
that they developed in response to certain natural laws.
So it came to pass in our day and generation that certain
foods would have certain effects upon certain people,
also upon domestic animals and plants. To keep in good
health, to be physically fit, means that we mortals must
have a diet suited to our individual needs. Livestock
raisers and growers of plants must know the requirements
of animal and plant tissue or they fail. Undernourish-
ment means failure, probably extinction for individual,
species, or race. Undernourishment does not necessarily
imply a lack of food. Very often it means the wrong
kind of food. From the knowledge we now have under-
nourishment is no longer the result of ignorance. It is
the result of economic conditions, it is the inability to
obtain the proper foods because of the inequitable dis-
tribution of wealth.

With the growth of education in the world and with
the spread of knowledge it is but natural to suppose that
mankind would accept the truths discovered in the study
of nutrition as it has come to accept sanitation. Of
course, here and there, one may find sections where, be-
cause of isolation, superstition, or blind obedience to
some outworn theology, the truths of nutrition are un-
known or ignored, but in the march of human progress
such localities are becoming fewer. Therefore, if mal-
nutrition exists in any large degree it is due to inability
to prevent it by the use of proper food. When this
happens due to a famine, drought, inundation, or to a
shipwreck or mine disaster, the end for many may be
death by starvation, but such deaths would not impair
the health nor the morals of the rest of the human race, nor
any large part of it. The cause would be clear to all
and all would accept it as a regretable accident, such as
will happen in spite of every precaution we might take.

It would not be accepted as something to expect as a
regular thing. But in no way, physical or mental, would
the rest of humanity be injured. Tissue would keep on
growing according to the plan of nature, and minds would
develop according to environment and heredity. The
worst that can be said of physical starvation is that many,
perhaps thousands or millions may die and be over their
troubles. And it may have its good points as when it
drives people to rebel against intolerable conditions.
The French Revolution was caused by starvation as much
as by anything. ‘

As the physical tissue needs food of the proper kind -
upon which to grow and from which to draw energy the
mind of man needs food of the proper kind in order to |
grow and make deductions and thus fit the physical man |
into a society composed of other physical men endowed |
with minds. And what sort of food does the mind of;
man require? It requires a food that will enable the man
to meet all situations in which other men figure. Is it;
to be a food that will cause him to ignore the rights of
other men and seek the advancement of himself and!
family? Is it to be a food that will make him efface.
himself in the presence of others, forget his obligation'
to defend his own rights and those of others, and quietly:
accept the state of slavery or of subjection? Or is it to
be a food that will make him jealous of the rights of man,
all men, of the blessings of liberty and democracy, of
man’s right to live upon the earth as a heritage from his
creator? We who believe implicity in the truths put
forth in the Declaration of Independence and in the prin-
ciples laid down in the Constitution of the United States
believe that the proper mental food for a free people,
for all men in fact, is food that will stimulate us to a
greater faith in liberty and democracy, in the inalienable
rights of man as enunciated by Thomas Jefferson, and inj
the undisputed right of every man to draw sustenanceil
from the earth of which he is a part. And what is democ-!
racy? If our mental food must stimulate a greater faith’
in democracy let there be no misgivings as to the meaning
of the term. And likewise let us consider liberty.

Democracy is that state in which every man has the
right to live his own life as he sees fit provided he does not
interfere with the right of every other man to do the same.
Liberty can be but the carrying out of democarcy.

Considering the mass of literature from the pens of
college professors, statesmen, so-called economists, anc
laymen in general, with which our newspapers and maga-
zines have been crammed during the past five years
and the great mass of radio addresses by the same persons
are we getting the nutrition for the intellect that wil
meet the requirements that we have laid down for the
mental growth of man? Let us consider some recen'
attempts to provide the mind of man with intellectua
nourishment and see if the diet is suitable for a peopk
who aspire to freedom of thought in a world of men.
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In Harper's Magazine for August, 1935, there appeared
an article entitled ‘Chemistry Wrecks the Farm.” The
first paragraph says that the farm is the nation's “largest
single business still remaining’’ in private hands and that
it is about to die because of chemistry and technology tak-
ing over control of agriculture. This is true enough, a
scientific revolution is taking place. This provides food
for thought and is supported by fact. And in a smaller
way agriculture has been undergoing control since the
first plow was made. The history of industry will show
this. The farm in the United States has been changing
in aspect ever since the first settler broke the first sod.
The agricultural methods of the European were different
from those of the Indian who raised corn and squash.
Indian agricultural methods had to give way to the more
progressive ways of the immigrant, but it is also true that
the settlers learned a thing or two from the aboriginee
so that in one decade slightly more American agriculture
was quite different from the agriculture of the old world.
With the extension of roads into the backwoods, the
harnessing of mountain streams throughout New Eng-
land, and the improvement in plows and wagons, the
farm in America continued to change. The cotton gin,
McCormick’s reaper, the gang plow, the tractor, the
various bureaus of the Department of Agriculture, cer-
tainly revolutionized farming in America. Superficially
the farm of yesterday resembled the farm of our grand-
fathers but our grandsires would have been lost if a pre-
mature resurrection had brought them to the farm again
after ten or more years in the grave. We might go on,
but the foregoing facts are enough to show that the wreck-
ing of the farm as we know it is to be expected in a chang-
ing world. Why then should we bother when there
are more important things to do for man’s happiness
and the race's progress? It is true that the race will last
as long as the food supply holds out and the article in
-question does not suggest that there will ever be a scar-
city of food. The changes are now more swift than
formerly because we have progressed further, we have
more wealth of knowledge because of the intellectual
strivings of the human race in the past. The forward
movement of industry has accelerated each generation
as the speed of a falling body is accelerated in ever in-
creasing degree as it approaches the center of gravity
of the earth. To suggest, even in veiled language, that
agriculture was an industry, fixed and unchangeable
until this day, when the facts are otherwise, is to present
an unwholesome diet for mental growth.

But this is not all that is untrue in this first paragraph.
The farm is referred to as “the final refuge from a mecha-
nized and goose-stepped civilization.” The insinuation is
that we must accept the mechanized and goose-stepped
civilization after the farm is a memory. Upon the
authors’ say-so we are to take mechanization and goose-
stepping as accepted facts. No other alternative is
suggested. Man might ask if no other way out were

possible if the words ‘‘final refuge’ did not stand as a
detour sign to his thought tracks. Such mental food is
adulterated. Why should the terms ‘‘mechanized” and
“goose-stepped”’ be ‘coupled as literal Siamese twins?
Is it logical to think of mechanization as something to
take refuge from? Are machines, are any time or labor
saving devices, enemies of the state of society known as
democracy "and the condition known as liberty? Super-
ficial thinking believes that the machine condemns man
to unemployment, poverty, and finally, support by the
state. The intent of the inventor of any machine is to
release labor from the imprisonment of toil without end,
not to separate man from the need of a certain amount
of toil to sustain himself. To reduce the amount of
energy and shorten the time needed for man to produce
enough to satisfy his wants, thus freeing him to develop
along cultural lines as his fancy determines, is the pur-
pose of any machine. That the purpose has not been
carried out so far is because we have not developed suf-
ficiently to know that “man shall not live by bread alone."
When all trivial jobs have been reduced to machine tasks,
and no man or group of men can appropriate to himself
the benefits that should be enjoyed by all men, there
will be no voice raised against mechanization. We shall
not need to be advised to accept it as the inevitable,—
we will welcome it as a blessing, a gift of the intelligence
of man. We shall seek no refuge from mechanization.

As for goose-stepping we can not accept it and remain
worthy of the name of men. Call it regimentation, com-
munism, social planning, economic planning, social
security, cooperation in a cooporative state, call it any-
thing you will, it will remain a denial of liberty of body,
conscience, and intellect. It will be a denial of democ-
racy, a subservience to the ideals of Hitler and Mus-
solini. Such a condition of slavery is far more despicable,
far more destructive to man’s soul than the bondage of
the Hebrews in Babylonia and Egypt and the chattel
slavery of the negroes in America, for neither the Hebrews
nor the blacks became slaves of their own free will. When
it is suggested in an article published in a magazine read
by the elite of the higher intellectual circles that this is
a goose-stepping civilization, as if it were settled for ever
by all men, when in fact it is the delirium of but a part
of the human race, we will not say that the wish is father
to the thought but we do say that such mental food is
unfit for a people who love liberty.

The rest of the article states some facts that are un-
assailable, and some theories that have not been proved.
In regard to the latter we again have an adulterated
menu. With synthetic food and rainment, dyes and
drugs, one would take it as a proved fact that we can do
without plant life. The essential materials for a beef-
steak, a pair of shoes, a rubber tire, a tent, a bottle of
gin, or a bottle of attar of roses, would be obtained in the
laboratory from ores and sands and clays taken from the
carth. Some of these articles and many others have
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been manufactured successfully in the chemical labora-
tory. We do not know what would be the effect of syn-
thetic food upon the human body. True it is that we
are quite capable of producing food containing all of the
elements found in plant and animal food and in the right
proportion and without waste, thereby making it possible
to carry a whole day’s rations in a small pill bottle. And
we can do this without recourse to any plants or animals.
But we have never tried such diet upon the human race
in sufficient amount to know whether man has arrived
at that wonderful state of intellect when he can dispense
with all life but human. There are strong reasons for
suspecting that there is a mysterious something de-
veloped in the chemical laboratory of the leaf, under
the influence of solar radiation, that is essential for the
activation of living cells of protoplasm in plant and
animal life, and without which life can not continue.
This mysterious something is not subject to chemical
analysis, therefore is non-existent chemically. Syn-
thetic food can not obtain this by chemical action. Yet
the authors of the article insinuate that we are on the
eve of synthetic production of life-continuing material.
The most that can be said truthfully is that we have
learned many things about the secrets of food but still
have much to learn. Any statememts that claim more
than this are merely speculative. Such intellectual diet,
while. misleading, is not as dangerous to the mind as that
which suggests that liberty is a thing of the past and
regimentation the next step in man’s development. But
we can not permit one theory that the authors state as
a proven fact to pass unchallenged. It is the rejection
of Ricardo's Law of Rent.

- The authors claim that Ricardo’s theories were upset
immediately by changes that came about. They very
graciously admit that his theories were without fault
over a century ago. They base their astounding claim
upon the fallacy that production in the future ‘ will have
little relation whatever to the land itself.” Is it pos-
sible that in this day and generation there is any intel-
lectual so dumb as to suppose that land in the economic
sense will play but a small part in production? Let the
learned gentlemen tell us where in the synthetic age the
materials will come from if not from the land, and where
will the synthetic laboratories, workshops, and store-
houses be located if not on land? And where will the
ultimate consumers of the synthetic products set the
soles of their feet, if not upon land? And if the answer
be nowhere, and how can it be anything else, we would
like to know whether all lands would be of equal value
for the purpose mentioned, or whether some lands would
be poorer and some better. If the latter is the answer
then we say beyond all possibility of contravention that
some land will yield more economic rent than other land,
and that this will not be due to anything man may per-
form as an individual, but will be due to man collec-
tively and to the natural features of the land. Ricardo's

law of rent.may have been based upon agricultural land
but it is natural law and applies to all land used by man.
It is as true today as when first brought to the attention
of thinkers. And because it is true those of*the human
species who control land are able to collect of the pro-
duct from those who use it. All of which is perfectly
proper if all mankind benefit by the use, but if certain
individuals or groups are the sole beneficiaries of the
toil of others upon their lands then is mankind reduced
to the status of slave and slaveholder.

Such intellectual food as the above is disastrous to the
race in that it seeks to justify the cause of all evil among
men in civilized societies, the private ownership by a few
men of natural resources from which all men are compelled
to draw the physical nourishment for their bodies. And
when such diet is presented by men occupying high posi-
tions in intellectual circles the full extent of the disaster
is comprehensible to even the slow witted. By pro-
paganda we were urged into a World War when we had
arrived at the necessary mental state for it. By pro-
paganda we are being led into.a mental state that will
prefer perpetual slavery to a liberty that we were approach-
ing gradually. The authors of this amazing article are
Wayne W. Parrish, formerly a journalist on the Herald
Tribune of New York, and Dr. Harold F. Clark, professor:
of Economics at Teachers College, Columbia University.
It can be seen that false doctrine coming from such men|
will be accepted by the general mass of magazine readers
and by those moulders of the youthful mind, our teachers,
who take summer courses and extension courses to make
themselves better instructors and citizens. The damage
done to the young mind that falls a prey to such teaching
is irreparable.

In the same number of Harper’'s appears an article
by Stuart Chase whois reputed to be a writer on eco-
nomic subjects. It is entitled “The Parade of the Grave-
diggers.” It is an attempt to justify the New Deal by,
showing up the critics of it as self-interested individualsw
who refuse to recognize the fact that the old prosperity
regime of the G. O. P. is gone forever, and who still be
lieve in all the fallacies of the former economic era. Ii
seeking to justify the violations of the spirit of freedonH
and human rights by the present administration a
Washington, Mr. Chase does not hesitate to use languag
that so befuddles the mind that one could not be blame
for getting nothing at all out of the article. Also he doe
not shun fallacies but hugs them to his breast as if par
of himself. This article is to be part of a book in whic
he includes other articles published in the past, and ¢
which the kindest thing we can say is that the authc( l

is mistaken more often than he is right. We can sa
that whatever Mr. Chase’s article seeks to explain ‘
does not explain economics. Take his definitions «
Capitalism for example. "

He speaks of the system under which we have bee
living as being “roughly identified as capitalism.” The,
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workers, making it necessary for the owner to reinvest
or spend his share to maintain equilibrium in the system.
He means the industrial system though he thinks he
means Capitalism. This spending and reinvesting, ac-
cording to Mr. Chase, both put men to work, and thus
provide purchasing power, again to be divided 30-70,
in an endless spiral. It all seems very plain to Mr.
Chase, and unfortunately it will seem so to thousands
who read the article and have never had any other mental
food to choose from, that the owners must reinvest be-
cause they can spend but a fraction of their income, and
that this reinvestment ‘“‘results in more plant capacity
which demands an expanding market.”

There are three fallacies in the above explanation.
One is the dividing of income between owner and workers.
Under such a division 30-70, whether sanctioned by the
law of compound interest or not, is ridiculous. As owner
the owner is entitled to nothing. He is entitled only to
what he produces, either by his services or for the use of
his capital. Allowing ten per cent for the use of his
capital, and ten per cent is very liberal and based upon
artificial or false interest and not true interest, then
twenty per cent is too much for the services of one man
when his workers must share seventy per cent. Suppose
the income was $100,000 a year and he employed fifty
workmen. By Mr. Chase's formula the owner would
get $10,000 interest, $20,000 for wages or services, and
each of his workmen would receive an average of $1,400.
We have no doubt that this is actually so but it is all
wrong. The owner’s services could never be worth four-
teen times as much as the average yearly earnings of his
employees. But Mr. Chase has forgotten rent. We
assume that by income he means what is left after all
deductions are made for rent, taxes, insurance, and in-
cidental expenses such as donations, etc. In that case
he is making his employees pay his rent and taxes, pay-
ing them wages equal to seventy per cent of what is left.
Thus we have the inequitable division of 30-70. If the
owner shared the rent and taxes with his employees, as he
should since he is the owner, thedistribution would be more
like 15-85 if the owner gave services. Then he would
get $5,000 for his services while the average wage for his
men would be $1,700 per year. Deliberately ignoring
the part of production that goes to the land owners for
no service whatever is done for the purpose of winning
the minds to a conception of state ownership or control of
industry. The vast amount of wealth that is diverted
from labor and capital to the owners of land can not be
spent by the landowners nor can it be consumed by them.
It has resulted in a division of income for the United
States that Mr. Chase does not mention; eighty-five per
cent of the income goes to five per cent of the popula-
tion. If five per cent of the population are normal indi-
viduals this means that they have families, so that eighty-
five per cent of the income goes to support twenty per

cent of the population. This means that eighty per
cent of the population must get along on fifteen per cent
of the income. Furthermore, the eighty per cent includes
all wage earners from day laborers to corporation presi-
dents, and all government officials. This constant drain
of so much produced wealth to so few of the people will
result in ruin no matter how much of the wealth is rein-
vested. This comes about because the figures men-
tioned are not constant but move further apart with each
new production, so that proportionately the poor are
getting poorer and the rich are getting richer.

Now let us loak at the fallacy in Mr. Chase's explana-
tion of Capitalism. It is the old wages fund theory,
that men are paid wages out of capital. The spending
and reinvesting both put men to work and thus provide
purchasing power. So men could not begin work until
somebody spent something and nobody could buy until
somebody spent something! Very simple! For a long
time now it has been known that men go to work in re-
sponse to a demand. When there is a demand for goods
owners of plants will attempt to supply that demand.
Men will not reinvest when there is no demand. And
the spending, according to Mr. Chase, could never be
more than thirty per cent from the owners, most likely
but a fraction of one per cent. It would have to come
from those who receive the seventy per cent to make it
profitable to reinvest. So the men who want to pro-
duce the articles to meet the demand of the people able
to purchase really put the capital to work. Mr. Chase
puts the cart before the horse. When do people stop
spending? When they can not produce? And when
do they stop producing? When production becomes
unprofitable because of high land rents. Then pur-
chasing power ends.. And just as soon as industry can
get land cheap enough to produce without loss industry
employs capital to assist it. Labor creates its own wages
as it goes along. The employer is in debt to labor until
he settles the account in pay envelope or by check. Labor
is never in debt to the employer unless wages are advanced
before production starts. Thus labor employs capital
and capital does not employ labor. And once labor has
the opportunity to create its own wages it starts pur-
chasing. Thus a spiral starts in the opposite direction
from Mr. Chase’s

Mr. Chase’s third fallacy is contained in these words:
“The new investment results in more plant capacity
which demands an expanding market.” So American
business, or any other business, is accustomed to going
ahead with preparations for producing vast amounts of
goods and then setting out to make a market? Does
Mr. Chase really believe this? We doubt it. Business
men who do work upon such theories usually wind up
with a court order pasted on the front door and an un-
pleasant session in a United States District Court in
which all details, personal and otherwise, are thoroughly
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ired for the benefit of creditors. The sound business
aen wait until the market demands the expansion be-
ore enlarging the plant. Then if they are forced into
ankruptcy it is because of the fickleness of human na-
ure as expressed in fads such as those of dress and adorn-
tent. This last fallacy is a very dangerous one to allow
o persist. It leads to war, privation, loss of liberty, and
auses a stop in the onward march of the human race
oward its final goal that may last for centuries and en-
ail endless misery.

It is of no value to look further into Mr. Chase’s menu
o those who prefer canned thinking. The rest of his
rticle is as bad as the parts we have pointed out. Is
his meat fit for the intellect of a free people who wish
1ore freedom, or is it fit for abject slaves of monopoly?
‘he sad thing is that Mr. Chase’s articles hold prominent
lace in our most respectable magazines and newspapers
nd are read by many thousands of our best minds. His
phere of influence is immense and his power for evil is
nmeasureable.

(To be Concluded)

Jenry George and
Public Borrowing

NE of the common defenses of the New Deal program of con-

tinuous public spending has been the statement that ‘‘we spent
llions to fight the war, why should we not spend billions to fight
1e depression.” While the quotation is much similar to saying
1at since “‘we got drunk during the war, why shouldn't we get drunk
sain during the depression,” such an answer is an expression of wise-
acking sentiment rather than one of reason.
Fortunately, more than fifty years ago a noted economist wrote
1 answer to this query that is irrefutable in its reasoning and is more
mely today than when it was written. Henry George, who back
1 the 80's was a candidate of the Labor party in New York for mayor
id who was almost elected, wrote the answer in his book, * Protec-
>n and Free Trade.” (Then follows a lengthy quotation from page
9 of the work cited.)—Arizona Daily Star, Tucson, Ariz.

E may be confident that the life of this brave son

of a free and generous nation will be chronicled in
s annals in letters of gold. Nay, beyond the limits of his
ative land Henry George will be known and respected
s one of the hosts of God’s servants, who desire to glorify
im in the eyes of men by establishing among them a
iign of happiness, of justice, and of universal peace.

RaBBI GUsTAv GOTTHEIL.

HEN in all trades there is what we call scarcity of

employment; when, everywhere, labor wastes,
hile desire is unsatisfied, must not the obstacle which
revents labor from producing the wealth it needs, lie
: the foundation of the industrial structure? That
wndation is land.—PROGRESS AND POVERTY.

The Enclave Law in Tennessee”

HEN the Legislature of Tennessee adopted an Act

amending the Charter of the town of Collierville,
(Tenn. Priv. Acts 1933, page 1257), this legislation at-
tracted considerable attention, not only in the United
States, but abroad.

This Act authorized the town of Collierville to operate
“an enclave of economic ground rent,” by acquiring land
at tax sales, or otherwise, and leasing the -same for a
period not exceeding ninety-nine years. Improvements
on such leased lands are exempt from municipal levies.
Only the ‘“single tax on land values’ could be assessed
by the municipality on the lands thus leased.

At the time of the passage of the Enclave Law, tax
delinquency in Collierville, while not extensive, as com-
pared with similar Tennessee municiplaities, nevertheless
existed.

Under the Enclave Law, the town was given the right
to take title to lands. Thus Collierville became a poten-
tial purchaser for every tract of land in its corporate
limits on which the taxes were delinquent.

Almost immediately, one of the effects of the passage
of this Act was to stimulate the payments of taxes by
delinquents. Nor was this tendency retarded by the
passage of another law by the General Assembly of Ten-
nessee stopping temporarily the filing of suits to enforce
the tax liens, or removing penalties and interest when
pending tax suits were settled. Collierville had no tax
suits pending at this time.

The so-called Craig Moratorium Tax Act, and another
similar law, expired of its own limitations in 1936. Now,
for the first time since the passage of the Enclave Act,
Collierville could proceed to file tax suits with the ob-
jective of acquiring lands on which to operate its munici-
pal enclave of economic ground rent.

About the middle of February, a tax bill was filed by
the town to compel payment of all delinquent taxes on
lands and buildings in Collierville.

Only eighteen taxpayers, in this town of more than one
thousand population, were delinquent at the time of the
filing of these suits. Few towns in America can today
show so little tax delinquency.

Since the filing of these suits, already more than one-
half of those sued have paid their taxes. In all prob-
ability the remaining delinquents will pay their taxes be-
fore the suits can be prosecuted to conclusion, and the
property on which the taxes are levied can be sold to the
town for delinquent taxes.

At the present time, Collierville has only one lot leased

*This article is printed for the purpose of acquainting our readers
with a very important movement now under way in Tennessee. Hon.
Abe Waldauer, Memphis, will, we imagine, be glad to answer any
inquiries from officials of other towns or cities who want informa-
tion.—Editor LAND AND FREEDOM.
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for economic ground rent. This lot was formerly the
site of the town jail; but the jail was demolished, and
built elsewhere. Thus the town had a lot which could be
leased under the Enclave Law. No citizen of the town
has objected to the leasing of this lot; and the validity of
the Enclave Act has not been challenged.

Undoubtedly, some students of municipal government
hoped that the passage of the Enclave Act would enable
Collierville to conduct a noteworthy experiment by leas-
ing lands for *the single tax’’ on land values and abolish-
ing municipal taxes on the improvements.

Experience has proven, however, that the Act has had
a tendency, thus far, to defeat the purpose of acquiring
land at tax sales; because the effect of the Act has been
to stimulate and- compel the prompt payment of municipal
levies

Cities and towrs in America, faced with the problem
of wide-spread delinquency, might find the Collierville
experience interesting. Collierville, at least for the pres-
ent, has found an effective way of combating and pre-
venting tax deliquency. The Enclave Act has served
notice on all property owners in Collierville that they
must pay their taxes—or the town will take these lands
over at tax sales, and lease them to those who want to
use them, granting exemption from municipal levies, on
improvements placed on leased lands to stimulate such use.

Economists have frequently asserted that a tax on land
values would compel the owners of land either to use the
land, or turn it over to those who would use it.

It remained for Collierville to demonstrate, through
its experience under the Enclave Law, that the possibility
of the town taking tax-deliquent lands, and turning them
over for use by.others, would exert a tendency in the
same direction.

PROPOSE to beg no question, to shrink from no con-

clusion, but to follow truth wherever it may lead.
Upon us is the responsibility of seeking the law, for in
the very heart of our civilization today women faint and
little children moan. But what that law may prove to
be is not our affair. If the conclusions that we reach run
counter to our prejudices, let us not flinch, if they chal-
lenge institutions that have long been deemed wise and
natural, let us not turn back.—PROGRESS AND POVERTY.

EN like Henry George are rare, unfortunately.

One cannot imagine a more beautiful combina-
tion of intellectual keenness, artistic form, and fervent
love of justice. Every line is written as if for our genera-
tion.—ALBERT EINSTEIN.

EOPLE do not agree with the teaching of George;

they simply do not know it . . . The teaching of
George is irresistibly convincing in its simplicity and
clearness. He who becomes acquainted with it cannot
but agree.—LEo ToLstov.

Baboondoggling

VIL days are falling upon our proud, old State of
Massachusetts with the acceleration of snowflakes
in a snortin’, New England nor'easter. A very tense,
serious situation confronts our™ Intellectuals. To wit:
This day’s issue of the esteemed Boston Traveler dis-
plays a half-page advertisement embodying profound and
portentious possibilities. To speak bluntly, the Massa-
chusetts Federation of Taxpayers advertises a significant

< remark to the effect that the aforesaid taxpayers are of;

the second order of mammiferous animals in Cuvier’s
system. 'Tis further boldly advertised that the Hon.
William S. Conroy, Senator from the County of Bristol,
has publicly made the aforesaid allegation which classifies
the parties of the first part as being in “the second order”
(supra). '

It is necessary to submit the foregoing terminology—
as is—in order properly to present the crisis in a manner
understandable to our cultured compatriots who dwell
in the Harvardian stratosphere of thought.

The Hon. Senator is alleged to have styled the tax-
payers as ‘‘baboons’’ in calling his shots.

Upon reading the Federation’s quotation of the Sena-
tor’s allegation, we were obliged to seek out the meaning
of the factory-town term ‘“Baboons.” It appears that
such things are of the genus quadrumana. The Italian
equivalent is that of “Babuino.” In the French equiva-
lent it is discovered that the Physiocrats pulled a fast
one on the Italians by merely switching the last four
letters, thus—'‘Babouin.” Evidently the mere switch-
ing of letters is sufficient to forestall an Italian charge of)
plagiarism. In either event, however, we are informedj
that such Italo-Franco terms of endearment have beeny
applied to the four- handed animal because of “its req
semblance to a ba

By this time it may be clear to the reader as to why
the Massachusetts Federation of Taxpayers has taken
umbrage at the Senator’s remarks. i

With masterful mean, the duly constituted representas
tives of the Massachusetts Federation of Taxpayers subs
mit proof of their dissimilarity to the quatuor (four)
manus (hand) specie. To wit:

In the upper right-hand corner of the advertisement
there appears a photo of a socalled “Baboon.” No other
photos appear in any other part of the advertisement
neither (pronounced nyther) two, four nor six-handed
In respect of “proof by comparison,’ one might jump at
the conclusion that a telling point in legal evidence hac
been neglected. It is opportune to point out, at thi:
time, that photographs of the Massachusetts Federatior
of Taxpayers are entirely unnecessary. The writel
hastens to assure all and sundry that for four years h(l
sat as a member of the Great and Honorable Genera'
Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts—during
which time hundreds, thousands, tens-of-thousands _of
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Massachusetts taxpayers passed in review before his
dreamy eyes; mass taxpayers milling with—mulling
about—‘‘the Legislature in its wisdom;”’ at no time—
in no instance—did an actual baboon appear before any

legislative committee, nor take the time and opportunity

to listen to House debates.

Other evidence, largely circumstantial, is printed in
the advertisement, however, further to disprove the
allegation of baboonity. Again to wit:

(1) “The Massachusetts tax bill has risen to the
appalling figure of ONE MILLION DOLLARS A DAY."

This single, simple fact should be proof enow! Shouldent
it? I ask ya! Whoever heered tell of baboons boon-
doggling themselves with a milyun-bucks-a-day tax bill?
'S preposterous!

(2) ‘““The State is reaching into your pocket, or bank
balance, for THIRTY-FIVE DIFFERENT KINDS OF
TAXES every year.”

Laugh that one off! Why, 35 million baboons could
never think of 35 diff'runt kinds of taxes in 35 milyun

years! It requires Bay State, complex, intellectuality
to create such complex tax methods. Point 2 for the
plaintiffs.

(3) ‘“Between 1920 and 1933 State governmental
expenditures took a rise of 58 per cent—and they are
still on the way up. The budget is still ballooning.’

Didja ever hear of baboons ‘‘ballooning’” a budget?
Really, it should be needless to submit further proof
of the dissimilarity between the Massachusetts Federa-
tion of Taxpayers and the ‘“second order’” (supra.)

(4) Finally, let it be known that the Massachusetts
Federation of Taxpayers “is made up of local taxpayers
associations from more than 200 cities and towns from
the Cape to the Berkshires.”

Mere numbers clinch the evidence. Again and again
to wit: 200 associations, averaging 250 membership,
total 50,000 victims from the several million inhabitants.
I'm tellin’ ya—there couldent possibly be 50,000 baboons
in Massachusetts. Such boons to population would have
been obvious long before now, in our 300-year social
development with its culture, eclat, succes d’estime,
prestige, lustre, ‘dignity, locus standi, eminence, deifica-
tion, magni nominis umbra, etc., etc.

Your honor, the plaintiffs rest. .

P.S.—The baboon’s face, in the photo, bears an in-
jured air. He may resent the implication. Our Sec-a-try
of State has received no remonstrance, as yet, from the
Baboon Ministry. Diplomatic circles are tense.

THoMAS N. ASHTON.

OW can a man be said to have a country where he

has no right to a square inch of soil; where he has
nothing but his hands, and, urged by starvation, must
bid against his fellows for the privilege of using them?
—*Social Problems.”

Announcement:
International Conference
LONDON, SEPTEMBER, 1936

E are able to make the preliminary announcement

that the International Union has decided to con
vene—The . Fifth International Conference to Promote
Land Value Taxation and Free Trade which will be held
from September 1 to 4 this year, 1936, in London.

At its meeting in September last the Executive of the
Union had given general approval to the idea of holding
the Conference in London this summer but an important
detail was that of the financial resources to bear the neces-
sary expenses of preparation. The"Fina,m_:e Committee
to which the matter was referred have been placed in the
fortunate position of surmounting this initial obstacle,
and this-by a special donation received ‘‘for Conference
purposes’’ by a prominent and generous supporter of the
Union. The question remained—shall the Conference
be organized for this year or next? and the unanimous
decision was in favor of 1936.

A determining factor in the choice of date for the Con-
ference was the holding of the Annual Henry George
Commemoration at the same time, for which of course
the most appropriate day is September 2. )

Membership of the Conference is open to all who
accept and approve the objects of the International
Union—to stimulate in all countries a public opinion
favorable to permanent peace and prosperity for all
peoples through the progressive removal of the basic
causes of poverty and war as these are demonstrated
in the writings of Henry George. The Conference Mem-
bership fee will be ten shillings and members of the Union
are invited to help in ensuring the success of the Con-
ference with any special donations they feel free to give.

The Executive of the Union held a special meeting
on March 4 to consider and plan the details of Conference
arrangements.

Notice of intention to take personal part in the Con-
ference should be sent to our offices, 94 Petty France,
London, SW.1. For those who are unable in any event
to come to London, the roll will be open for honorary
members and we urge every absent sympathizer to asso-
ciate himself or herself with the Conference in that way.

Meanwhile we ask that this ‘announcement be reprinted
by all journals, in every country, devoted to Land Value
Taxation and Free Trade so that intimation may be given
to their readers and invitation conveyed to all with whom
they are in touch.—Land and Liberty.

HE multitudes in the cities and towns of the country are being
taxed savagely on their foodstuffs to provide money wherewith
to bribe the farmers not to produce foodstuffs freely.
JorN W. OWEN, in December Atlantic.
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Activities of The
Manhattan Single Tax Club

HE following personal public appearances were re-
cently made by President Ingersoll.:

Montefiore Congregation, Macy and Hewitt Place,
Bronx, N. Y. Appointment secured by Edward Polak,
who has addressed this audience repeatedly, and has them
fairly educated. Talked 40 minutes and had about equal
time for quiz. Very intelligent questions and effective
meeting. Appointment made for course of thirteen lec-
tures and lessons in ‘‘ Democratic Economics.”

Beth Sholom Congregation, Washington Heights, N.
Y. Audience of eighty. Intensely interested, especially
in reference to Moses as the greatest early statesman and
predecessor of Henry George. Three-quarter hour talk
and half-hour quiz. Appointment through radio station
WWRL. Sold fifty Moses pamphlets.

President Ingersoll has also made other short talks at:

The Alexander Forum, at the Waldorf-Astoria, mixed
audience of 500. Invitation of Melinda Alexander, the
director.

The Sunrise Club, Hotel Wellington, New York City.
At two meetings, one of which was addressed by Whidden
Graham on ‘‘Freedom of the Press.”

Mr. Ingersoll was the guest speaker at the Sunrise Club
on March 23. His subject was ‘‘Monopolism, Com-
munism or Democracy?” This club will also shortly
have a debate on this subject with Mr. Ingersoll represent-
ing Georgean democracy.

He was also the guest speaker at the banquet of the
Officers Association of the Police Reserves, at the Hotel
McAlpin on March 25, guest of Major John B. Morrow,
Chairman, and Major Arthur M. Wortham, Vice-Chair-
man.

The following is Mr. Ingersoll’s current radio schedule,
and some of his typical broadcast items:

WOV, Wed., 10 a. m.; WHOM, Tues., 3:45 p. m.; WCNW, Mon.,
Tues., Wed., Thur., 2:30 p. m., Sat., 7 p. m.; WWRL, Wed., 1:15 p.
m.; Sat., 11 p.m.; WLTH, Tues., 1:15 p. m.; WDAS, Fri., 1:00 p. m.;
WILM, Fri., 3:15 p. m.

EXTRACTS FROM MR. INGERSOLL’S RADIO BROADCASTS:

““What Price Bureaucracy?’' is illustrated wherever there is govern-
ment: in our cities, our states, and at Washington: just now the mask
is being torn off at Albany: the Assembly is budgeting a million dollars
to pay for thirty-seven inquisitions, i.e., investigations of such things
as unfair trade, origin of crime, municipal finance, un-American activity;
these are very sober compared with some of the subjects; and then we
might list up twenty-eight ‘‘commissions’ that have already been
financed, such as public utilities, which have cost us $577,000, mort-
gages $500,000; all these have cost us $1,332,000 total: and results ? ? ?

A statement of this sort can be nothing but a breeder of pessimism
and cynicism, and accounts for the authorship of such books as Albert
Jay Nock’s “‘Our Enemy, the State;" and furthermore, there is but
one way out: and that way is known to relatively few people—those
who understand the meaning of Jefferson democracy and its opposite,
bureaucracy:—this maze of confusion and misgovernment would dis-
appear with a survey of property and values that would draw a line

definitely between what individuals create and own, and the value
that are collectively produced: the first group would contain all wealtt
and the other, all social values; these inquiries can practically all t
traced to this confusion, with monopoly and racketeering as the under
lying cause.

L * *

‘“Liberals” of the world are holding their breath, watchng an ex
periment station in what they consider a great reform:—Albertz
which has swallowed the Townsend Plan, only modified fifty per cen
as to amount, but not limited as to age, is now facing the reality ¢
finding the cash to start this heroic pump priming freak experiment
they have to have $160,000,000, and as they already owe thei# mothe
government $80,000,000, the ““money changers' all the way up t
Fleet Street in London, are having a say about this Douglas style ¢
social security: he—Major Douglas—is the originator of this idea ¢
making money circulate fast; and Premier Aberhart was elected al
most unanimously, because these Alberta voters liked so well thi
Townsend-Douglas idea of giving themselves each $25 a month.

This is pure state socialism: and it is set opposite to pure Jefferso;
democracy, which was, in fact, made a part of the original plan:—
Premier Aberhart originally stated that the fund for this *dividend’,
was to be gotten from a tax upon all social values—economic rent
natural resource royalties, and franchise earnings: this only, coul
justifiy, and at the same time make unnecessary, such a cash distribu
tion; because such a tax would remove the poverty-cause of thi
extraordinary draft upon charity, by relieving labor and industry o
its tax burden, and breaking down monopoly of the sources of thei
employment. |

In these hair-trigger times, it is quite the thing to demand quicl
action and remedies that’are showy:—the New Deal is a splendi
example: Tugwell and Moley said ‘“‘something must be done!" s
everyone gathered round the President ‘‘and they done it!” all thost
things being ‘‘dead’ now, and most of them buried, a new crop o
one hundred per cent statesmen, captains of industry, editors an¢
broadcasters will come together and launch another flock of nostrums

The medium of publicity, including the air, hardly condescend ti
even honor serious, scientific and sensible proposals with a decem
burial or a decent announcement of demise, such as Lowell Thomay
accords to the Georgean philosophy; so perhaps we should fee
honored when it does happen; and possibly the fact that Lowell give
us fifty-three and a quarter seconds of his valuable time is somq
evidence that we are not so dead, even if we are not so hot:—for thy
enlightenment of broadcasters, big and little, let me say that thé
destruction of monopoly is what Henry George demands, and by t
expedient of removing all of the tax burden from industry, labor pro
ducts, and consumption, and displacing those taxes with the incoms
from social values—economic rents, franchises, etc.—now being
monopolized by big racketeers. .

* . * i

The Hearst papers are doing yeoman service against communism
they insist that this includes Tugwellism, and they trace Tugwel
back to Columbia University and say that all his preaching of clas:
conflict—in a recent Los Angeles speech—is worse than that of the
leader of communism, Browder, and that it is up to our leading uni-!
versity to explain; and that communism is not coming—it is here |
“We have communism in everything but the name!"

This full page editorial, with what will follow, and their continuing
influence, would undoubtedly go to the bottom of this most tragic
conflict—the teaching of communism in our 1,600 colleges and uni-|
versities and thousands of high schools—but for that detail of Hearst
editors’ ignorance of economics: I wish we could say that need make
no difference:—but it is the absence of economics in our educationali
system that creates the complex: and advocating tariffs and “buy-,
American" shows an illiteracy that will make their attack on com-
munism superficial and futile, I fear.

- * -

““Monopoly" is illustrated, in the popular imagination, by enter.|
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prises like the Krueger match trust, based on two forms of monopolistic
advantage, (a) exclusive government concessions, and (b) combina-
tion between different manufacturers and in different countries; the
Krueger monopoly, like most of them, was so waterlogged with graft
and corruption, that it fell apart of its own weight, as Insull's aggrega-
tion of franchise values did; probably the change of habit—and
mechanics—{rom wood matches to paper, and giving them away
instead of selling, entered into this: now, anyone can buy a machine
for $6,000, that will deliver 8o many thousand “cartons’ of paper

matches per day, all printed; this type of monopoly, however, is only

a fleabite to the monopoly of natural resources and economic rents
that should have first attention: industrial monopolies can be taken
care of, thereafter, very easily.

Fay CarpeL, Office Secretary.

The California Campaign

ET all who are strong enough for combat, who enjoy

the ‘“‘rapture of the fight,” come to California and
they will be satisfied to the fullest. And their conflict
will not be of a physical nature but that of ideas. On
the one hand we have ranged in ranks of battle the strongly
entrenched Real Estate Boards, accustomed to rule the
State, Chambers of Commerce seemingly incapable of
any comprehensive view of public affairs, the great news-
papers influenced it may be by the large landholdings of
their owners and the patronage of real estate brokers, a
large proportion of the farmers who fail to realize the
difference between ‘‘land” and ‘‘land values,” and office-
holders who are faithful to the voice of their real masters,
the influences which obtained for them the little positions
they may chance to hold. (Of course there are a few
notable exceptions among the latter.) And then the
greatest of all obstacles—inertia.

Against all these elements we have to oppose the or-
ganized influences of Labor—an influence our friends
have been too prone to overlook in the past, the favorable
attitude of the Epic movement, the general disgust with
the sales tax, and the feeling that something is radically
wrong with our social system. Above all we have the
conviction that we are right, and ‘“‘thrice armed is he
who hath his quarrel just.”

Since I last wrote LAND AND FREEDOM the Governor
has had a handpicked conference meeting at Sacramento,
comprising about 100 men and women. The Real Estate
Magazine boasts that approximately half the membership
belonged to the Real Estate Boards. The prime if not
the only real purpose of the conference was to devise, if
possible, some way of defeating the amendment in which
we are interested. Its two days of session emphasized
the danger to its sympathizers of the adoption by the
people of our amendment and the necessity of work to
defeat it, but no plans were discovered of any importance
to this end, or if they were they escaped public considera-
tion. 1 spoke as an outsider for twenty minutes before
the resolutions committee, but of course without visible
effect, though with the manifest approval of a’ large

number of listeners off the committee. The conference
of course resolved unanimously against us.

We have been the object of attack by what is known as
the State Board of Equalization, which has charge for
the State of the collection of taxes. To the action of the
Board I have just made a comment, copy of which I en-
close herewith. This Board never was created to advise
the citizens of the State, and has no business to do so,
particularly against the interest of the general public.
But it has blundered on and must take its punishment.

It has long been a favorite contention of mine that
nothing could be more educative than a public campaign
upon a clear-cut matter of principle, not complicated by
any partisan consideration. Certainly the present Cali-
fornia fight can be cited to support such a theory. We
are now about eight months before the election and from
day to day the discussion grows in intensity. An illus-
tration is the fact that for .the month of February I was
furnished with 400 clippings from the papers of northern
California alone touching upon the question of taxation
and nearly all of them about the amendment.

The burden of the fight on our side falls upon compara-
tively few men. In Los Angeles R. E. Chadwick and
George W. Patterson are in charge and doing valiant and
self-sacrificing work from the Philharmonic building and
with Laurie Quinby, Haggerty Woodhead and others
effectively speaking. In San Diego, E. M. Stangland
is working usefully and tactfully. In San Francisco,
Noah D. Alper is in charge at 83 McAllister Street. In
Modesto, George Cartwright looks after matters and is
furnishing a lot of important news to the press. Too
much cannot be said of their devotion to the cause. But
much ground has to be covered and the workers are all
too few.

Will we succeed? In the broad meaning of the word,
the campaign is already a success. More people in Cali-
fornia today know more about our cause than might have
been dreamed possible even three months ago. Real
thought is going on. But you may mean by the imaginary
question, will we succeed at the election? Who can tell
eight months in advance when so much remains to be
done? 1 believe we will, and from this belief have never
wandered, despite almost literally ‘‘the gates of hell’
against us. 1 could give you many straws, but will con-
fine myself to one. Of fifty housewives in Los Angeles
interviewed over the telephone a few days ago forty-
eight declared themselves for us.

What work have we to do? In the course of the next
six weeks we expect to get out a broadside which will
go to not far from a million homes in the State and
give our position and the arguments for it. This will
be costly but essential, and there must be at least two
repetitions before election. Then there is constant
speechmaking before all manner of organizations, and our
speakers as I have intimated are all too few. Besides
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this comes the matter of constant letter-writing to the
papers, to whose columns we must constantly resort.

To carry on our offices and to do all the work so roughly
outlined calls for every dollar of assistance any friend can
give from any quarter. The scene.of our fight is Cali-
fornia—the significance of it is universal as the world.
We have a right to ask help, and are glad to say that our
friends in the East are gradually waking up to the im-
portance of the occasion. But time is short and the
demands heavy.—JACKsON H. RALSTON.

LETTER FROM JACKSON H. RALSTON GENERAL
CHAIRMAN OF THE SALES TAX REPEAL
ASSOCIATION TO THE STATE BOARD

OF EQUALIZATION.
Gentlemen:

N March 10, removing the State Capitol so far as you are con-

cerned (at whose expense?) from Sacramento to Death Valley,
at the latter place you passed resolutions broadcast throughout the
State ‘‘vigorously opposing’’ what you termed a “Single Tax initia-
tive” on the November ballot. You have-also resolved that the
repeal of the State sales tax would deprive this State of such an
amount of money during the next biennium as would threaten the
‘‘integrity of our public school system and require the levying of a
ruinous ad valorem tax on property.”

1 would be the last to question the constitutional right of any one
or all of your members to proclaim as loudly as you might care to do
so your want of acquaintance with economic law and its inevitable
workings. When, however, you gentlemen gathered together as a
state board of equalization undertake to do the same, several ques-
tions arise in my mind which I submit to you for solution with as
much respect as the circumstances of the case permit.

Is there anything in the laws of the State of California which make
you an advisory commission to the voters of the State upon the sub-
ject of taxation? Is there any reason why you should enforce upon
the people your more or less ill-digested opinions in the hope that,
dazzled by the prestige of your office, they will be led to vote against
the interests of the immense majority?

Are you able to cite a single recognized authority upon the subject
of sales taxation who will defend such a system?

Do you know, individually and collectively, that even the Con-
troller of the State has declared publicly as well as in correspondence,
that the sales tax is not helpful to the small home owner, as of course
it is not to the non-property owner, while he at the same time says
that it is beneficial to the large holder of lands?

What excuses have you, collectively, for undertaking to advise
the less fortunate classes of the State of California to vote against
their own interests? Might not such advice be called a piece of
simple impertinence?

Again I am inclined to wonder whether you know the meaning of
the words Single Tax. which you so glibly, and I may properly add,
so inadvisedly, denounce. If you know the meaning, then you known
that the amendment in question, while supported by many of the
arguments which favor the outright Single Tax, does not propose the
taking of all land values for public uses, but only such as are necessary,
to replace taxes withdrawn from improvements, tangible personal
property, and objects needed for public consumption.

Is it any part of your duty to attempt to excite prejudice against
such a measure as this, which will relieve every non-property holder
who, nevertheless, is and must be a taxpayer, and practically every
one of the small householders of the State, transfer the burden of
taxation which is crushing them, to the great owners of landed wealth
created by the whole community and amounting to very many billions?

Is there any justification whatsoever for your allowing your statis-
tical bureau to create hobgoblins as to the loss of property to ensue
upon the adoption of the amendment for the purpose of persuading
the immense majority of the people of the State to vote against their
own interests? Why should you allow its chief to be a little Orphan
Annie Kay to deceive the superstitious?

" Are you not consicous that the measures you have taken as a body
and through your socalled statistical bureau have been aimed at con-
serving the interests of the great landed wealth of California in the
hands of its rich owners?

. Are you excusable, much less justifiable, in undertaking to use the
time which belongs to the State to engage in propaganda against the
best interests of the community as a whole?

Have you not learned that the schools have created and are main-
taining land values far in excess of school costs, and that these and not
business, necessities and industry of the people should pay the ex-
penses of education?

I refer again to the first question, and desire earnestly to know by
what authority you as a board are undertaking to advise the voters,
denying at the same time your right to give any advice as a board,
whether in accord with my own ideas or opposed to them.

I ask information in the foregoing respects as at least an appreci-
able taxpayer in the State of California, and would be glad to know
if it is not time for you to resume your administrative duties, rather
than undertake to act in an advisory capacity to people whose needs
you so manifesty do not understand.—JACKSON H. RALSTON.

Henry George School’s Campus
Now Covers 66 Cities

(SPECIAL TO LAND AND FREEDOM)

New York, April 1, 1936
TATISTICS just compiled by John Lawrence Monroe,
field director of the Henry George School of Social
Science, show that the School is now established in sixty-
six cities of the world.

In the last semester classes were held in fifty-two cities.
The gain, thus far, is fourteen. The total may be slightly
larger, Mr. Monroe said, for reports are being awaited
from cities abroad which have plans for launching classes
in other cities.

Sixty-one of the cities are in the United States. The
remainder are in Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and
Mexico. These do not include the countries in which
Georgeist groups, with the cooperation of national head-
quarters in New York, are making preparations for launch-
ing extensions.

There are now twenty instructors at national head-
quarters and ninety-two extension instructors throughout
the world. All volunteer their services as a living en-
dowment.

Since Sept. 1, 1933, when the School, after several
years of preparation, was established at headquarters
by the late Oscar H. Geiger, there have been 3,624 students
enrolled in 191 classes in the basic course in fundamental
economics and social philosophy. Fifty-one classes have
been held at headquarters, 140 at the extensions.

The School was chartered Sept. 15, 1932. That fall
classes were held at Pythian Temple, with extensions
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we have arranged with Wilson & Company (chief dis-
tributors to libraries) to maintain four traveling displays
of “Progress and Poverty” and three other Henry George
books. These displays are taken from one large city to
another and shown to purchasing librarians—to the
buyers in big department stores, and to the best of the
local book dealers. )

Through the kindness of Mrs. Benjamin Burger, about
600 translations of ‘‘Progress and Poverty,” and of *‘Pro-
tection or Free Trade,” in Chinese, were donated to this
office. In examining our file of people whom we have
interested in China, we found several who could in all
probablity start an extension class, with the use of these
books. We therefore sent the books to Mr. Monroe,
the extension class leader, who will undertake to orgamze
classes in China.

There is much to be done in acquainting the new
srudents who are coming into the movement through
attendance in extension classes, with the things _already
accomplished, and the facilities at hand for the further-
ance of George's principles in this country. Pending a
more complete report, albums have been made up con-
taining sample copies of all of the pamphlet and leaflet
material available to people for distribution. Letters
accompanying the album were sent to sixty extension
class leaders for their own use and information, and for
the purpose of passing the books around to the students
at a convenient time during the school term.

Time has been spent in the last few weeks going over
likely names for new extension class leaders so that Mr.
Monroe, field director for the- Henry George School,
might be able to circularize a choice group of people whose
interest has been developed by this Foundation to the
point where they are ready for class work. One thou-
sand people were chosen who were presumed to have
sufficient background, built up by the literature which
they have received from the Foundation, to ‘‘carry on"
in their own city or town under the guidance of the ex-
tension class system. Not all will respond, of course,
but a- very fair representation may be looked for from
this special list.

As has been stated before in these columns, the Founda-
tion receives from a press clipping bureau, a daily average
of ten to fifteen clippings mentioning Henry George, or
some phase of the Single Tax questiou. In the past
we covered the following activities with relation to these
clippings:

Where editorial comment was unfriendly, or the state-
ments untrue, we wrote the editor setting forth the facts.

Where an outsider appeared to be in sympathy (through
his letter to the paper), we made note of the name, and
followed up by sending him literature.

Where Single Taxers wrote good letters to the news-
papers, we commended them and told them which news-
papers were carrying their letters. This is helpful,

in the case of Mr. E. B. Swinney of Los Angeles, who
has conducted a most remarkable letter-writing campaign,

in which at times we have counted thirty-six major
newspapers that have printed his letters.

The Foundation will continue to subscribe to the clip-
ping service, but it will turn over to the new Henry
George News Service at the School, the daily receipt of
clippings, with memos or suggestions, from time to time.

The News Service will use these clippings in organizing
letter writing campaigns, and in carrying out the above
work under an extended programme.

ANTOINETTE KAUFMANN, Executive Secretary,
Robert Schalkenbach Foundation,
11 Park Place, New York.

Charles H. Ingersoll
and Lowell Thomas

Lowell Thomas recently put on the air some misleading informa-
tion on a very important subject; he spoke slightingly of Mayor:
McNuair of Pittsburgh, as representing an improved svstem of taxation,
in vogue there, and he also referred to the greatest economist and!
statesman this country has ever produced, as being ‘‘unknown:'—;
We refer to Henry George; he also said the reform movement initiated;
by Mr. George over fifty years ago is now dead. '

If Mr. Thomas is only concerned in outward appearances and purely’
tabloid impressions, perhaps he is warranted in such comment; but iff
he desires to show some appreciation of the magnitude of the subject;:
he treats so lightly, that of taxation, and to entertain and to give;
attention to the serious phases of that question, which goes to thet
cause of our economic distress, he should be a little more respectfull
of some very well authenticated facts; the fact that in all the mess we:
have been in for five years, no one has even attempted to offer a causet
and cure except either Communists or Georgeists, should make ity
all the more interesting to consider the alternative of using sociall
values to pay for social expenses, when taxation is everywhere con«f
sidered to be the one impoverishing force;—Mr. McNair was elected
because he put across the Pittsburgh Plan of taking taxes off industry|
and putting them on monopoly or economic rent; Henry George has
made the only modern contribution to economics, which must save
civilization, if it is saved; and if this movement is dead, then Mr.|
Thomas may as well put on his white robe and get ready for the end,
of broadcasting.

Mr. Ingersoll also wrote to Mr. Lowell Thomas as follows:

“*Enclosed pleare find copy of a broadcast to be made over a number
of stations, in which I have referred to you. I hope I have not mis-'
represented your position.

“I should be very glad to hear from you regardmg the subject mat
ter, and any other comments you may care to make.’

To which Mr. Thomas replied: .

““Many thanks for the copy of your radio talk. I enjoyed it im-
mensely. As a matter of fact, I didn't exactly say that the Single
Tax idea was dead. 1 was merely joshing the Mayor of Pittsburgh
about another matter, and his habit of passing out booklets was a
side reference.” i

Mr. Ingersoll not to be outdone in courtesy then wrote to Mr
Thomas: ..
“I highly appreciate your gracious acknowledgment of my com-
ments on your reference to the Henry George element:—and I mus! -
frankly acknowledge that your note shows rather ‘better nature’ thar',
mine, which was based on hearsay. I

“As the record stands, some measure of apology to you seems ir.
order, which I am conveying."” 5
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An Important
. Washington Meeting

THE March meeting of the Woman's Single Tax Club
of the District of Columbia was held on the first
Monday of the month, with Representative and Mrs.
Charles R. Eckert of Pennsylvania, at their home in the
Washington Hotel.

During the business meeting, a letter was read from
Mr. James P. Kohler of Florida, written in response to
one congratulating him on an excellent article by him
on the Single Tax which had appeared in the Miami
Daily News, and a cordial invitation was extended to
him by the club members to attend their next meeting
in case he happened to be in the city at that time.

Mrs. Elizabeth M. Phillips of Clarendon, Va., who has
recently had considerable newspaper publicity as the real
inventor of the game of Monopoly which is sweeping the
nation, gave an interesting report on the progress and
sustained interest being shown in her Henry George ex-
tension class, which has outgrown its original quarters
in an office building where room had been offered by a
personal friend, and was now holding its Saturday night
meetings in a hotel; the first ten weeks' course would
end on March 28, to be followed by a social evening the
following Saturday night when W.S.T.C. members would
be invited to meet the students, who would then be in-
vited to the April meeting of the club which would be
held on the following Monday night, and it was hoped
in this way to attract some new and younger members.

The speaker of the-evening, Honorable Charles R.
Eckert, was introduced at the close of the business meet-
ing to give an informal talk, which was in part as follows:

I was invited to give a brief talk on * The Cause and Cure of War."
This subject was suggested because it was the hope that members
of the Peace group would be present this evening. On account of
the inclemency of the weather or other good and sufficient reasons,
none of the group are present, and inasmuch as the cause and cure of
war are so intimately related to the economic problem, it seems futile
to discuss that subject in this presence, as every one here knows that
the cause of war has its roots in the impediments that have been
placed in the channels of trade and the monopolization of the natural
resources of the earth. The philosophy in which we are all interested
contemplates the removal of all tariff barriers, so that the channels
of trade would be free and open, and to make the earth accessible
to all on equal terms. This, we of the Single Tax movement believe,
would not only solve the problem of involuntary poverty, but like-
wise the problem of war. Hence' I suggest that, instead of discussing
the subject assigned, we convert this meeting into a round table dis-
cussion of the question, ‘What Is the Cause and Cure of the Static
Condition of the Henry George Movement?'’

It is more than fifty years since “ Progress and Poverty'' was given
to the world, and during this period much has been done to promote
and disseminate the message contained in George's epoch-making
book. Much energy has been spent, considerable money has been
given for the cause, and a goodly number of the most forward-looking
and substantial men and women of our time have given their best
. thought and labor to the movement. Yet in spite of it all, the move-
meat is quite backward and immobile, and 8o it would seem quite

appropriate that we who are so devoted to this cause should give
some thought to the reasons why there should be such halting pro-
gress, and, besides, the times seem to be quite propitious for such
an examination, as the world is stirred more deeply about matters
pertaining to the economic welfare of the people today than any time
during the entire history of the movement.

Frank E. Gannett, the Rochester publisher, some time ago sent a
questionnaire to leading citizens throughout the country, with the
purpose in mind of ascertaining what the Republican Party could
do, first, to enable industry to abolish the ten or more million of un-
employed, and second, to increase the income of our agricultural
population. This questionnaire was widely distributed and Mr.
Gannett received a very liberal response. A report issued by the
Rochester publisher shows that more than 300 different proposals
were suggested that, if adopted, would enable industry to absorb
the great army of unemployed and the income of the agricultural
population be considerably increased. Among these hundreds of
proposals, not one suggested the remedy proposed in ‘‘Progress and
Poverty.”

A Belgian economist declared that:

“There is in human affairs one order which is the best. It is not
always the order which exists, but it is the order which ought to exist
for the greatest good of humanity. God knows it and wills it. Man's
duty is to discover and establish it."”

"If the Belgian economist and many other prophets and economists,
including Henry George, are correct in their conclusion that human
society is governed by certain fundamental natural laws, it seems
passing strange that among political leaders, statesmen and educators
today, not one even hints at the truth embodied in the statement
of the Belgian economist.

There seems to be an absolute dearth of correct thinking, and so
it would seem, in view of the confused and bewildered condition of
the economic mind, both here in the United States and throughout
the world, that now of all times is the most propitious for a drive on
the part of those who believe in the philosophy of Henry George to
bring to the attention of statesmen and leaders of thought the eco-
nomic philosophy which means 80 much for the salvation of the race.
Why would this not be an appropritae time to set forth in brief and
concise form the fundamental tenets of the Henry George philosophy
and memorialize the President of the United States, the Members of
Congress and the leaders of the various political parties, to the end
that the great truth of the George philosophy may be brought to the
attention of the present political leaders. The present administra-
tion has set up an economic laboratory in Washington where de-
voted persons are engaged in experimenting with various proposals
intended to improve and ameliorate the economic lot of the American
people. As the experiments that are unsound will have to be dis-
carded, one by one, may we not confidently hope that the proposal
of Henry George in due time will receive at the hands of the political
leaders of our time the attention that its soundness and importance
entitle it?"

A general discussion followed Mr. Eckert's remarks,
after which, refreshments were served, and the club ad-
journed to meet on April 6 at the Woman’s Party
Headquarters, 144 B Street Northeast, on the invi-
tation of Mrs. Helen Mitchell McEvoy, who is mak-
ing that address her home during her stay in Washing-
ton.—GERTRUDE E. MACKENZIE.

HO reads shall find in Henry George's philosophy

a rare beauty and power of inspiration, and a

splendid faith in the essential nobility of human nature.
HELEN KELLER.
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Curiosities of Taxation
By JosepH DANA MILLER.

N the evolution of a community from barbarism to

civilization the systems of taxation first to be adopted
differ but little from brigandage and piracy. They par-
take of the nature of both, and are polite concessions to
the growing dislike of violent methods for diverting
wealth into the pockets of those who do not earn it.
Those who earn it are too busy earning it to study methods
of keeping it. and those who do not earn it have all the
time there is for devising methods for extracting it. The
most successful of these methods is taxation—brigandage
simplified and highwaymanship translated into forms of
law. It is cheap and convenient and lacks the element
of personal risk. It possesses the counsel of precaution.
It permits of multifarious devices ingeniously hidden
from public view, and is what Turgot (or was it Colbert?)
called it, “the art of plucking the goose without making
it cry out.” .

* * *

So strong are the motives of self-interest in the classes
concerned in imposing and continuing taxation, that
history has been wrested from its true purpose as a faith-
ful chronicler to blacken the characters of some of the
most eminent and patriotic rebels against taxation—Watt
Tyler and Jack Cade. We are taught to regard these
men as two of the most odious enemies of constituted
authority. They are made to serve as examples of all
that is most ignorant and dangerous in the present day
demagogues, real or accused, whose reputation it is
desirable should be painted in colors dark as possible.
Yet what is the truth? One must dig deep into history
and reject some very respectable interpretations—Shakes-
peare’s among the rest—to arrive at a true knowledge
of the causes that gave rise to these men and the characters
of the men themselves. ‘ _

When the taxing power passed—theoretically, at least—
into the hands of the people, the masses vaguely recognized
the inequality in the distribution of wealth, and sought
to arrest it by divers inventions of new methods of taxa-
tion. They started out on a career of experiments, largely
frustrated, to compel a partial restitution by the wealthy
into the coffers of the state. These attempts were fore-
doomed to failure. Indeed, a great share of the missing
wealth of the poor is to be sought for in the attempts to
reach capital by taxing it. Whether wielded by friends
or foes of the people taxation still remains the most per-
feet instrument of extortion, and always reacts upon
those least able to pay. This is true even of taxes whose
equitable enforcement would not so result, but whose
practical operation makes them all that could be desired
by the predatory classes, to whom evasion of taxes is an
art and a science. The personal property tax belongs to
this class. Practically it almost wholly exempts the rich.

Widows and orphans, whose funds are in trust, pay al-
most to the final penny. Farmers, whose belongings
are visable and known to all the neighbors, pay the most
of it.

Taxation has always been aristocratic. It always
takes from two to twelve times more from the poor and
middle classes than from the rich. In the days of pro-
tection in England the monstrous inequality in the cus-
toms duties helped to overthrow it. The coarsest
teas and the poorest tobaccos paid from 100 to 200 per
cent more than superior grades. So with the stamp taxes
of past times, which bore on the poorer classes with amaz-
ing disproportion, making their tax five per cent against
one per cent for the rich. Even today in England the
duty upon all grades of tea is the same; on finer grades
of cigars but little more than on the poorer; and the duties
on beer, spirits and wine make no distinction between
the kinds consumed by the rich and poor.

It is sometimes urged that certain taxes ought not to
be imposed because they cannot be shifted, and again
we often hear that as a particular tax distributes itself—
i. e., can be shifted—it is therefore a tax that ought to
be imposed. Now what is the true recommendation of
a tax—that it can or cannot be shifted? If the object is
to tax certain objects of wealth it is a cowardly method
that will try to do it through a third person. But we shall
seek in vain for any agreement between authorities on
the canons of taxation.

*

Perhaps the one most generally accepted is that taxa-
tion should be levied upon individuals in proportion to
their ability to pay. Clearly, this principle cannot be
carried to its final analysis, since that would mean robbery.
Its application is amusingly illustrated in the instruc-
tions sent to the Commissioners of Counties by Arch-
bishop Morton in the reign of Henry VII, to the effect’
that such as were sparing in their manner of living might
be assumed to have saved money—therefore they were
able to pay, and those that lived in a splendid style showed -
evidence that they were in the possession of wealth— |
therefore they were able to pay! In the times of the
Norman Kings revenue was derived from assessments}
for offenses against the powers. Individuals so assessed '
were in misericordia regis, and the same ingenuity was:
practiced in the invention of supposed offenses that is’
today brought into play for the legalizing of new tax:
systems. It was a kind of taxation that survives in mu-,
nicipal fines for drunkenness, etc., but in those days it:
was assessed on all those who incurred the ill will of the.
king; and the suggestion of ill will was to be found in:
the worldly possessions of the offender. In this respect’
it conforms to the predatory canon of thoughtless teachers’
of taxation that taxes should.be levied upon individuals
in proportion to their ability to pay—a theory of taxa-
tion that would find unanimous approval in a community
of pirates. '
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It is related of Edward 1V of England that his methods
of taxation were especially effective, owing to his hand-
some countenance. Thus a rich widow of whom he re-
quested a ‘“‘benevolence’’—for so in delicious euphony
certain taxes in those days were called—gave him £20,
accompanied by a compliment on the beauty of his per-
son, whereupon he kissed her, which so delighted the
lady that she gave him another £20. It must be con-
fessed that most of the necessary operations between the
payer and the tax collector in modern times have rarely
been accompanied by any such delighful civilities.

In Puritan times in England a weekly meal tax was once
levied—a tax upon every person at the price of a meal
per week. A “hearth tax,” known to the public by
the less dignified term, ‘‘chimney tax,” was also in vogue
in England during the reign of the Stuarts. It was ob-
jected to on the ground that it ‘“‘exposed every man's
house to be entered into and searched by persons un-
known to him.” For a short time there prevailed taxes
on marriage and burials—varied in amount not according
to the degree of desirability of entering those states,
but by the social standing of the unfortunate. Thus
a duke could be buried at an expense of £50 and a plain
“gentleman’ at £1, which no true gentleman could ob-
ject to. The same proportion was observed as to the
penalty for entering the marriage state, gentlemen getting
in at about the same rate. The tax on births stood in about
the same relation to dukes and ‘‘gentlemen,” births of
dukes yielding £30 to the state and “gentlemen” in swad-
dling clothes getting into the kingdom at the paltry ex-
pense of £1. Certainly this was not unfair, for the dukes
cost the country about 30 times as much.

Among the taxes which ruled at various times in Eng-
land was one on postmasters, on persons keeping carriages
the tax increasing according to the number of carriages
kept. It is interesting to note that an increase of this
tax brought into existence the gig as a substitute very
largely for the more expensive phaeton. There was
once a tax on establishments employing men servants,
which was said to be the ‘‘reduction of the proud animal
man to a taxable commodity on the same humiliating
level of salt, soap and candles.” A tax on “establish-
ments of women servants' lasted only six months, owing
doubtless to its obvious want of gallantry toward the
sex. Newspapers, which Pitt regarded as a luxury, once
bore a special tax, but this was finally abolished in the
early '50's, along with the tax on advertisements appear-
ing in the public prints. A tax on shops imposed by
Pitt was objected to by Fox on the ground that it was a
tax on a particular, class. Pitt, however, maintained that
this tax was recouped by shopkeepers from their cus-
tomers, and in this he was undoubtedly correct.

* * *

The ingenuity of man has been exhausted in the at-

dempt to invent new tax devices. England once had a

hat tax. At the beginning of the last century hair powder
of course greatly in demand at that time, was subjected
to a tax which brought in nearly £200,000 annually. At
a later period it did not yield nearly so much, and per-
haps its general disuse may have been occasioned by the
tax, which was one guinea a year. Watches and clocks were
taxed specifically at the latter end of the eighteenth cen-
tury in England, and this netted a revenue of £250,000.
At this time few people carried watches, so the tax must
have fallen more largely upon clocks, and therefore upon
the poor and middle classes. From the first the imposi-
tion of taxes on commodities provoked remonstrance.
Thus in 1610, when a tax on coals at the pit was proposed,
the fear was expressed in a petition to the king that “‘the
reason of this precedent may be ‘exténded to all com:
modities of this kingdom,"” which prophecy was fulfilled,
though we cannot but wonder at the sensitiveness of our
British forefathers which experience in the sons has made
more callous.
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