As we reflect on the economic consequences of imposing
all taxation on capital and labour, and exempting the
holding of valuable land from taxation, in nation after
nation making up the so-called “Free World,” the im-
portance of the Public Revenue principles supported by
Henry George gets clearer.

The money issued by any government that is robbing
its producers by confiscatory taxation of the fruit of their
industry, soon loses its value. We know it is possible for
governments to raise all necessary revenue without using
sales, licence, income or tariff taxes.

Denmark has made more use of the principles supported
by Henry George than perhaps any other nation. The
Danish Small-holders are world famous. They have much
in common with the California Small-holders, who also
got their opportunity to enjoy “Life, Liberty and
Property” by virtue of laws enacted under the leadership
of Henry Geor7e, his friends and admirers. In Denmark
and California the efficacy of the “Single-tax™ principle
has been tested and proven. Also in Australia, New
Zealand and elsewhere.

The Marxist idea of taxing incomes, whether earned
or unearned, according to “ability to pay” has been
employed by many nations, whose money became worth-
less since World War I. Thomas Jefferson, long before
Henry George, advocated taxation in proportion to

“benefits received,” measured by the wvalue of land.
Neither of them supported the “ability to pay” idea.

Little did I dream when leaving San Francisco in 1949
to attend the International Union for Land Value Taxation
and Free Trade Conference at Swanwick, England, that
I would be offered the privilege and honour of serving as
president. On arrival, I was invited to act as chairman of
the Platform or Resolutions Committee, composed of nine
members, not all of whom spoke English. We forged the
Human Rights Platform, without a dissenting vote. This
great Declaration was re-affirmed at the 1952 Con-
ference in Denmark, with minor editorial amendments,
and has been published in many languages, and circulated
among top leaders in many nations by members and
friends of the International Union. Copies are obtainable
from headquarters in London. The most effective way is
to write a personal letter to outstanding leaders, enclosing
one of these Declarations in the language of the recipient.
Personal letters carry influence that no form letter from
any organisation carries.

The splendid work done by members circulating this
document during my two terms as president is deeply
appreciated.

Now that the Karl Marx “star” is fading' in nation
after nation, is surely the opportunity that admirers of
Henry George have hoped for.

An Engineer’s Philosophy

Aged 82, MR. AUSTIN H. PEAKE passed peacefully away in Church on Remembrance Sunday

last November. A former Lecturer in Engineering at Cambridge, he was a member of the United

Committee and a former chairman of the executive of the International Union for Land-Value

Taxation and Free Trade. The article he contributed to our ‘‘Personally Speaking’’ series in 1957
is here reprinted in his memory.

HE first decades of my life were years of
steady prices. Eggs cost one penny each or
less according to season. Milk rose to three-
pence a quart when house to house delivery
began, and there it remained. Our currency
was based on a gold standard, and inflation,
that meanest form of taxation, was unknown.
The price of land, however, did not remain
steady. In the vicinity of growing towns the
increase was often colossal. On the advice of
the Prince Consort the profits of the Great
Exhibition of 1851 were invested in land in
growing London. The fund grew considerably
before the close of the century, when it was
used to found science research scholarships,
one of which took me to Cambridge. Generally, however,
the constantly increasing value of land went into private
pockets while at the same time the British rating system
encouraged owners, as it does still, to hold land out of use
and penalised those who made improvements. Of course
there were also national taxes on thrift and industry though
not on so damaging a scale as today.
A great educational campaign to remedy these evils by
taxing and rating land values contributed largely to the
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sweeping Liberal victory in the General Elec-
tion of 1906. But there were also Conservatives,
even in Parliament, who were in favour of
land-value rating. Incidentally it was during
the life of that Parliament that a bill was
passed enacting that any oil discovered in
Britain in the future should be national pro-
perty. As it was not generally th*ought that oil
ever would be found, there was little if any
opposition.

I remember how the very suggestion of tax-
ing land wvalues caused the advertised price of
land for sale on a building estate to be halved,
with advantage to all concerned, including the
vendor who was enabled to sell rapidly.

Because of my interest in, and adverse criticism of, our
rating system, and without any other apparent qualifica-
tion, I was appointed an overseer, one of that body—long
since abolished — of unpaid amateurs whose function it
was to assess for rates properties on which improvements
had been made. An interesting and instructive case I
remember came before the overseers in the early days of
the first world war. Gardeners and others in Cambridge
were invited to cultivate building plots that were lying
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derelict and infested with weeds. Permission was granted
by the owners, rent free for a period. Then the overseers
were told the plots must be assessed for local rates. I held
the view that the assessment should be nil (as it had been
while the land lay idle) but as no precedent could be found
for such a course we were obliged to persist until finally
an assessment was made. I knew other cases where the
growing of a few vegetable was stopped lest rates should
be incurred, and where excellent fruit growing in the
gardens of unoccupied houses was allowed to fall and rot.
This, be it remembered, was in war-time.

Once, when the assessment committee of the Cambridge
Borough Council on appeal reduced the rates on a building
because it was badly lighted and really somewhat unhealthy,
[ heard a muttered exclamation “Is this the law?” from a
fellow member who was, or who thought that he was,
opposed to my views. Of course all concerned understood
that if ever the premises were improved, the assessment
would be raised again.

ALL that was some 40 years ago but despite the changes

- which have been made in rating law (and they are
mostly for the worse), and in spite of excellent examples of
reform in other lands, our system of local taxation remains
stupidly harmful, comparable with the discarded window
tax of earlier days. It is a special form of purchase tax,
is increasingly burdensome and should be abolished.

The various forms of national taxation inflicted when
you earn and when you buy, when you save and when
you die, are regarded by most people as right and proper,
or as necessary evils. Yet such confiscation if carried out
by private individuals would be called stealing—and so
it is. If this misappropriation by the government of what
belongs of right to the individual is to be reduced and
finally abolished, taxation must be shifted progressively on
to the value of land.

Land value is created and maintained by the presence
and activities of the community. Advertisements of land
for sale with their details of nearness to town centres, rail-
ways, schools, etc., make this quite clear. Notwithstanding
man-made laws to the contrary the instinct is right that
tells us that this really belongs to the community. So also
is the instinct that tells us that what a man earns is his.
It does not belong to the state. These truths often remain
hidden from intelligent and highly educated people, al-
though they are grasped instinctively by simple unlettered
races and people. They object to laws made by one genera-
tion that will disinherit some members of generations yet
unborn. “How can we sell the birthright of our children?”
they ask when invited to sell land outright. We who advo-
cate the taxation of land values propose, in effect, that this
country should retrace the steps in taxation that, over the
centuries, have been taken in the wrong direction. As
Henry George tersely expressed the matter:

“We should take for the community what belongs to
the community—the value that attaches to land. We should
leave sacredly to the individual all that is produced by the
individual.”
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I cannot recall my first introduction to the writings of
Henry George. I know that it was some years after the
experiences earlier related that I read his Progress and
Poverty. Consequently 1 did not have the experience of
which Charles Smithson told me. As he read he pencilled
in the margin objection No. 1, objection No. 2 and so on,
then reading on he turned back the pages and crossed out
each objection in turn until finally every objection had
been crossed out. From then on he “felt he had a gospel
to preach.”

S an engineer 1 was at once attracted by the opening
paragraphs of the book. Engineers and scientists know

the advantages of labour-saving machinery and know how
enormously applied science can increase the efficiency of
man’s toil. They know also that full employment is not an
end in itself but only a means to an end, and they recog-
nise the delightful irony in
He feasted sumtuously every day and was gorgeously arrayed.
Not at all because he liked it, but because t'was good for trade.
That the people might have cotton he clothed himsef in silk,

And drank up quarts and quarts of cream that they might have
skimmed the milk.

Yet often their hopes are dashed. I well remember, for in-
stance, my old professor, Sir J. A. Ewing, in his presiden-
tial address to the British Association saying that as a
young man he had thought advances in applied science
then taking place would usher in a golden age for man-
kind. He had become disillusioned but he confessed to
being also somewhat puzzled.

The persistence of want, and the fear of want, in spite
of the continuous and wonderful advances in applied
science troubles and perplexes many thoughtful people,
not least among whom are scientists and engineers. To
them no better advice can be offered than that they should
read Progress and Poverty. Therein they will find the
answer to what Henry George called “the riddle of the
sphinx™ and “the great enigma of our times.”

Henry George’s writings attract for many reasons: the
careful definition of terms, the logical reasoning — for
which in itself, 1 have heard it said, his books are well
worth reading — their warm humanity clothed in noble
language, the search always for causes and the insistence
that it is only through the awakening of thought and the
progress of ideas that civilisation can advance.

The range of his thought is tremendous as he studies
past history, the rise and fall of civilisations, the progress
of scientific achievement and the possibilities of attaining
a higher civilisation than the world has yet known. And
in his Science of Political Economy there is an aside which
I find simply amazing, and on which I have never seen
any comment. He says: “It might be that what we call
matter is but a form of energy.” This was written when
Einstein was a boy and there was no such branch of science
as nuclear physics.

Tributes to Henry George’s outstanding abilities as
political economist, logician and social reformer, are
legion. They have come from eminent men and women in
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every part of the world and with the most diverse outlook
— for instance, from Helen Keller, from Dorothy
Thompson, the American authoress, and from Count Leo
Tolstoy. One that has for me a particular appeal was
paid by the Austrian journalist, Bruno Heilig, who suffered
torment in the Nazi concentration camp at Buchenwald.
Relating how after his escape to Britain he read Progress
and Poverty, he says that it was with growing excitement
that he read the chapter on How Modern Civilisation May
Decline. “It was as if history had been written in advance,
the thought impressing me that simply by altering the tense
of verbs from the future to the past, one could turn the
form of prophecy into a narrative of fact . . . There is
hardly a page or paragraph which does not apply almost
literally to the happenings in Germany itself.”

When giving expression to his hopes for world peace,
Henry George puts first, as always, the necessity of ensur-
ing justice. He rediscovers for himself the truth that what-
ever blessings of peace and prosperity mankind desires.

The Movement In France

the first essential is the seeking after righteousness. To-
wards the end of Progress and Poverty he says:

“I have in this inquiry followed the course of my own
thought. When, in mind, I set out on it, I had no theory
to support, no conclusions to prove. Only, when I realised
the squalid misery of a great city, it appalled and tor-
mented me, and would not let me rest for thinking of what
caused it and how it could be cured. But out of this inquiry
has come something I did not think to find, and a faith
that was dead revives.”

I, too, have found something of which I had not pre-
viously thought. My link with the philosophy of Henry
George has brought me the valued friendship of a great
number of people here and in many lands across the sea.
The long picture gallery of memory contains the portraits
of many who have passed from the stage, but there are
many whom to meet is great happiness, and new friends
both young and old are continually added to the number.

To have known and to know them is a joyous privilege.

By A. DAUDE-BANCEL, Editor of Terre et Liberté

HE Georgeist idea was promoted in France at the end
of the nineteenth century by Albert-Maximilian
Toubeau, the father of our friend Max Toubeau, and by
Eugene Simon, former French ambassador in China, who
had known and valued (in this latter country) the rent tax
practised for many centuries in old China. Charles
Garnier, Chief Inspector of Schools was also of their
number, Having learned of the existence of Henry George,
they decided to organise in Paris 1889, on the occasion
of the centenary of the French Revolution, an International
Congress of Agrarian and Social Reform, which was
presided over by Henry George. This Congress brought
together the majority of the militants of the Socialist
Party who, however, tended rather towards nationalisation
of the land than towards taxation of its value, while at
the same time denouncing with George the evils of ground
rent and unearned increments from urban and rural land.
This tendency was emphasised by Leon Walras, the celeb-
rated lecturer from the School at Lausanne, in his authori-
tative “Studies in Social Economy”, 1896. Nevertheless,
until the years which followed the war of 1914-1918 the
different, successive directors of the Socialist Revue showed
great sympathy towards Georgeism.

About 1920 the Georgeist theses were taken up in
France by a rich American industrialist, Fels, who founded
the Single Tax Review edited by an ardent supporter,
Georges Darien. Unfortunately Fels and Darien died soon
after, and the Review with them.

Sam Meyer and the Georgeist Movement

Sam Meyer was a very clear-sighted man and attracted
towards economic and social questions. He knew very
well the works of my master and friend, Charles Gide.
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It was probably from reading the authoritative *“History
of Economic Doctrines” (of the Professors of Law, Charles
Gide and Charles Rist) that he was put on the track of
Georgeism, of which he was in Belgium, in France and
abroad, one of the most ardent and well-informed cham-
pions. He founded the Georgeist revue La Terre (“The
Land”) at Brussels in 1924 and had translated by R. L.
Lemonnier, and published at Brussels and Paris, in 1925,
“Progress and Poverty”, the best known of the works of
Henry George. He set up at Brussels in 1924 and at Paris
in 1925 the Belgian and French sections of the Georgeist
movement linked to the International Georgeist Move-
ment with its headquarters in London and he became one
of the vice-presidents.

In 1925, Sam Meyer came to live in Suresnes, in the
suburbs of Paris, where he built himself a fine house. This
move enabled him to enter into direct contact with the
Parisian economists, and notably with the world-renowned
Charles Gide, then professor at the College of France. In
February 1925 Albert Cauwell, chief editor of La Terre
died at Brussels. Sam Meyer therefore asked Charles Gide
who, in France, could replace his departed colleague.
After thinking for a short while Charles Gide named me,
advising Meyer to talk over this proposition with me,
although I was rather a Walrasian (disciple of Leon Walras,
an advocate of land nationalisation) than a Georgeist
(believer in taxation of land values in country and town);
but, he added: *“You will be able to understand one
another.”

From 'The Land’ to ‘Land and Liberty’

Sam Meyer then came to me and told me of my nomina-
tion and declared, “You will be free to edit the publication
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