I conceive that the land belongs to a vast family of whom many are
dead, some are living and countless are still unborn.’
— A Nigerian tribal chief

IN a world where great fortunes and fierce wars are spawned by the
concept of private land ownership, the profound truth of that
Nigerian tribal chief’s simple observation is being rediscovered.

Recently, 26 distinguished professors of economics in the United
States -incuding three Nobel prize-winners - wrote to Mikhail Gor-
bachev, applauding his attempt to move the Soviet Union to a
market economy.

But the substance of their letter was a plea to the former Soviet
leader to retain all land in public ownership, raise the bulk of
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Two important new studies, available in hardback from
bookshops in Britain and the USA.

Now The Synthesis:
Capitalism, Socialism
& the New Social

Contract
Richard Noyes (ed)

The collapse of communism provides an opportunity to
reappraise our economic thinking. The authors suggest
that capitalism and communism are the thesis and
antithesis of a philosophical dialectic of which the ideas
of Henry George, the 19th C American social reformer,
are the synthesis. Ten scholars from Britain, Europe and
America examine current economic and ecological
issues in the light of this proposition.

*Published in Britain by Shepheard-Walwyn Ltd., London,
price £14.95, and in the USA by Holmes & Meier, New
York, price $29.95. Hardback.

Commons Without

Tragedy
R.V. Andelson (ed)

An international group of scholars
examines the impact of population
growth on the economy and environment, arguing for a
reappraisal of property rights to ensure that (1) the
entrepreneur is adequately rewarded for opening up the
last commons (oceans and space); (2) everyone shares
in the greater prosperity; and (3) the environment is pro-
tected for future generations.

*Published in Britain by Shepheard-Walwyn Ltd., price
£13.95, and in the USA by Barnes & Noble, of Savage,
MD, price $34.50.
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