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©Open Shop and Closed Shop Compared

Most persons have come to know the
meaning of the terms ‘‘open shop™ and
¢eclosed shop.” But greater certainty of
being understood may be assured if we ex
plain the terms once more. Their origin
is vnimportant. The thing to know is
what they mean now.

¢«Olosed shop,” then, is the term for a
shop, factory, store, or other industrial place
where workmen cannot obtain employment
without being members in good standing of
the labor union of their trade. This is de-
manded by the unions. Objecting fo
working in co-operation with ¢‘scabs,”
“rats,” ‘‘strike-breakers,” or other non-
union workmen, they insist that the shop
shall be ¢tclosed” againgt all employes
who, not already belonging to the union of
their trade, refuse to join it. If the union
is able to coerce the employer, or he is
friendly encugh to yield without coercion,
this demand is granted and that establish-
ment is consequently a “closed shop.”

Bui if the employer will not yield with-
out eoercion, and the union is unable to
gogrce him, then. non-unionists as well
a8 unionists may obtain employment there
and the establishment is consequently
known as an  open shop.”

No term has come info vogue for estab-
lishments which exclude unionists from
employment. The reason probably is that
few employers make this exelusion. The
igsne usually raised is between the <‘closed
shop,” which employs only unionists, and
the “open shop,” which employs unionists
and non-unionists without discrimination.

" And the reason why employers, bowever
3




THE OPEN SHOP AND

inimical to labor organizations any of them
may be, seldom ingidt npon excluding union-
ists for being unionists, is because free-
dom to employ non-unionists is, in present
conditions, sufficiently destructive of union-
ism.

Both sides of the labor controversy real-
ize that the issue of <‘closed shop™ versus
«:gpen shop” practically involves the issue
of union or nounion. Consequently ¢ open
shop” or'*‘closed shop” has become the
issne over which working mens’ upions and
employers’ unions are struggling.

Without taking the space at this time to
discuss the question ,of moral right or
wrong, of freedom or coercion, of liberty
or despotism, which the issue of ¢ open
shop” verans “closed shop” involves, we
invite an impartial comparison simply of
the probable imdustrial results of either
poliey.

Much that is being said and written
about the inherent right to work is for the
most part pure hypocerisy, when not crass
ignorance. Those who say it and write it
are usually not worth argning with, becaunse
in their hearts and heads they don’t mean
it. What they do mean is that non-union-
ists have an inherent natural right {0 work
—when employers want to use them to
break strikes.

This idea of right to work is trne as far
as it goes. We do not deny it. But the
broader one, that all men—not merely
strike breakers in strike times, but all men
at all times—have an .inherent natural
right to work, is stili more true,
becanse more comprehensive; and this

" dogtrine is denied by the same speakers
and’ wrilers, whenever its assertion seems
hostile to the interests for which they speak
and write.

Let us, then, confine this  Qiscussion

strictly to the question of industrial resunits. -

What would be the effect of the <:-closed

shop,” and what the effect of the ¢:open

shop,” on both working men and employ-
ers? h

To avoid predjudice and the play of

gelfish impulses either way, we shall find

it advantageous, in an inquiry involving so
4
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much feeling, sordid and otherwise, to be
as abstract as the concrete nature of the
question permits. For this purpose, then,
let us resolve industrial society into emt-
ployers with jobs to give, working men
with a life and death necessity for getting
jobs, and a dragon to consume <egurplas ”
products. And for simplicity and tran-
sparency of discussion let us suppose that
the ra'io of workingmen fo jobs is as fen
to nine, and that nine of the working men
are unionists.

The figures are important only for com-
parison of greater with less; and the drag-
on may be ignored for the present.

Now, in those circumstances, what, in
the first place, would be the result of the
«open shop ” policy strictly enforced ?

Fvery shop would be open to the one
non union man. But as there are only
nine jobs, his taking a job would disemploy
one of the nine union men.

This would compel the union men to
support their idle member. [If they did,
not, he would have to leave the union and
underbid one of their number for his job,
and the latter in his turn would have to
leave the union and underbid another, and
80 on, until the union had been cowpletely
disrupted.

But if the union did support its first dis-
employed member, the wages of the union-
ists wonld be by that amount diminished and
they thereby weakened in their contest with
employers, whose sole object as to them is
to get 2a much product for as little wages
as possible. ‘

As that is the employers’ object, it is fo
be presumed that the non-unionist is get-’
ting less than the man he displaced. But
if the non-unionist takes less than the
unionist he displaced, an attack has been
made upon wages. Yef the uniopists can-
not complain.  As the establishment is an
«open shop” they eannot object to lower
wages for the non-unionist, so long as their

' own wages are not reduced. -

After a while the shop which employs
the non-nnionist finds it expedient fo reduce
its force. Whom will it discharge ? Cer-
tainly not the cheaper producer, the non-

)
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unionist, bat the dearer, the unionist,
This is not discrimination against union-
ism; it is discrimination in favor of econ-
omy of production.

And now the union must support another
idle member during the period of stagna-
tion {when jobs are temporarily less than
nine}, or have him leave the union and
underbid them. In due time, however,
demand for labor rises again to nine. But
will the employer who reduced his force
offer to pay the old wages ? Why should
he? What object could he have in paying
more 0 the unionist seeking a job than to
the non unionist who is already at work?
He will not pay more unless coerced; and
the union, with two idle members on ite
hands, is in no wrim for coercive action.
So the union strains a point and consents
to the return of the union man to work at
non-union wages.

But now this employer has an advantage
over competitors; he can andersell them in

,the market, 8o they demand a downward
revision of the wages scale. They are
goodnatured about it, for they offer to arbi-
trate; buf as they really are at a disadvan-
tage under the old wage scale, they win in
the arbifration, and the whole level of
wages is reduced.

The ratic of working men to jobs, how-
ever, remains unchanged. There are still
ten men and oply nine jobs. If, then, the
“gpen shop” policy continues, what is
there to prevent a further reduction of
wages through the same process, and then
another and another, until the union
collapses, and all the ten men are in a con-
tinuous unorganized, helter-skelter, cut-
throat straggle for those nine jobs? Noth-
ing.

%&nd what of the employers? As wages
fall, general purchaging power declines, for
working men are great consumers, and by
the time the working men are reduced to
pauperism the employers, with an abund-
ance of products spoiling on their hands,
are ruined by sluggish trade.

The tendency, thus briefly and candidly
illpstrated, is the inevitable tendency, under
prevailing industrial circumstances, of the

6
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:sppen shop ™' policy.  If the illustration is
imperfect in any determinative respect, we
should be glad to have the defect pointed
nt.

¢ But would not the result of a strictly
maintained “closed shop” policy, under
conditions similar to those of the above
illustrations be the very reverse? Imcon-
testably.

In those circumstances the +‘closed
shop” policy, generally and strictly maio-
tained, would raise the wages of the work-
ing men and maintain an active market 'for
the employers, and this without lessening
opportunities for employment of the non-
unionist.

Since the nop-unionist would be locked
eut of every job by the ciclosed shpp”
policy, he would have to join the union.
This might be an infringement of his rights,
it is true, but the concrete economic result
to him, and it is that and not his abstract
right we are now considering, would be in-
finitely better than under the ‘open shop
system. When he had joined the union
the nine jobs would, by trade union princi-
ples, be distributed so that in effect nine-
tenths of each job would be done by one of
the nine men and one-tentk of each job by
the tenth man. This would reduce
wages below the natural standard, if every
man wanted to work full time; but the re-
duction below that standard would only -be
one-tenth, whereas nnder the ¢« open shop”
it would be down to the lowest limit of
subsistence.

Of course the nine men might exclude
the tenth man from membership. But that
point is not invelved. Trade union princi-
ples demand the admission of all workers.
Even competency is not a requisite. Sup-
pose, however, that the we copsider the
possibility.

Remember, we are not discussing natural
rights, What we are discussing is indus-
trial results

Suppose, then, that the unjon arbitrarily
refuges to admit the tenth man to member
ship, and consequently that he cannot get
employment, the ¢ closed shop 7’ policy pre-
vailing. What would resnlt? Why, the

7 .
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tenth man would die. But now there being
only nine men for the nine jobs, the em-

ployers could not coerce the men, nor -

could the men coerce the employers,
Bargaining would be on equal terms, wages
wotld consequently be at the level of the
earnings of the working men, trade would
be brisk, employers would prosper, and

everybody would get what belonged to him,

—except what the dragon exacted, and we
are not now congidering the dragon.

Considered simply with reference to in-
duostrial results, is it not evident that the
“glosed shop” policy is preferable to the
“gpen shop” policy 7

Do we favor a +:closed shop” then?
Not at all.

While, under the circomstances sup-
posed, which we believe illustrate fairly the
industrial conditions of our time, we shoald
prefer the “closed ™ to the *open” shop
simply as 2 matter of industrial results, we
do nof prefer it as a matter of just social
relutions, We object to the principle of
the «closed shop,” But we object to it
totally—neot onlx to its_use by and for
working men, butl also to its use in subtler
ways to the disadvantage and undoing of
working men.

The greatest shop on this planet, the one
with limitless jobs, with jobs so limitless
that there could never be more men than
jobs if it were not a ‘‘closed ” shop, ig the
earth itgelf. Yet the earth has by law been
made and js still maintained as a « closed ”
shop, the gates of which can be opened only
with a golden key.

Break down those gates, which enclose
mineral deposits, farm sites, building sites
—make thig earth-shop with all its indus-
trial possibilities, an “open” shop—and
there would be continuously more jobs than
men, Ag an industrial result there would
be limitless opportunity for employment
in all legitimate vocations, full earnings
for wages, brisk trade for employers, and
no periods of stagnation. In these circum.
. stances there wouid be no further contests
over *open ” or ¢ closed " shops in any of
the comparatively little shops regarding
which these contests rage now, With the

8
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hig shop “open " ao shop could be
i+ elosed,”

There wouid be no such contests thee,
hecause the demand for workers in all lines
would be so moch greater than the supply,
ali the time, that no working man would
wish 1o keep out annther, and every work.
ing man would be his own labot anico.

When those employers and their spokes-’
men who now deery the <olosed” shop -
which labor unions try so ineffectuslly to
establish—.when such men rise up with
agual enthusiasm against the laws thad
make a ¢t closed ' shop of the earth, they
may count us with them. Solong as tiey
only denounce the «closed” shop with
which labor unions try to neutralize the

industrial il effects of the great ¢iclosed”

shop whick Nuture freely offers as an
“capen "’ shop, they deserve nsither support
nor sympathy, While they maintain that
attitude, they are not objecting to anizir
things because they are unfair, they are
only complaining because their own ox is
gored. : '

4

The Closed Shop and the Jobless' Man

But a question immediately arises.  [How
shall the great shop which Nature offers as
an “open shop,” but which, through the
influence of the employing class, iz main-
tained as 2 ¢‘closed shop ”—how shall
this great shop be made an < open ' shop ?

" The simple and effective plan is that of
the Single Taz. This would abolisk all
taxes on all the products which are turnsed
oui of this great shop, and fully tax all the
epportanities for jobs they offer whether
the opportunities are used or not, up to the
preminms théy command,  That is, the
SBingle Tsx wounld sholish all faxes on pro-
ductios, and all taxes on land baving no
selling valoe (whether in use or not), and
would levy as high an ad velorem tax as it
would bear npoen all lend haviog s selling
valae and whether it were in use or not. The
2
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Siogle Tax wonld therchy encourage pro-
duction, while discounraging monopoly of
land.

This plan has been eriticised upon the
supposition among other things, that i
would not help the ¢jobless” man.

(ine of these critics, Pau! Thieman, an

editorial writer on the Desver Posi, has

stated the objection so well that his form’

of it may be taken as typical.

in making his criticism, Mr. Thieman
had tie not unusual editorisl ezperience
of falling into a Single Tax briar bush.
He inadvertently referred to land as wealth;
snd thereapon his mail hegan o swell with

letters “from vigilant Singletaxers, asking -

him if he dida’t know any better than to
sonfuse thosze entirely different things,

Mr. Thismazn did know better, and he
frankly admitted bis slip of the pen, at the
same time resding his critics and others a
lesson o the steant of -“isms.” :

The lesson was a wholesome one. * Yet
his eritice might have asked in reply if it is
cant to insist upon the use of distingvish-
ing terms for different ideas. For instance,
we should not accuse a mathematician of
cant if he insisted, in discussions of his
¢:igm,” upon discrimation in the use of
mathematical signs, Without snch eant,
if it is cant, the worst confusion of thought
inevitably results. The thinker econfuses
bimsell
_ A notable example may be found in
socialistic economics, By making the term
stcapitalism ” inelude private ownership of
land (which is a nataral object), along with
wealth {which is an artificial object)—ob-
jects which are as ditferent froma each other
aconomically ag are fish swimming - in the
ocean from fish frying in a pan—the social-
izt so confuses his reasoning as to atiribuie
to private ownership of wealth and land
together, social conditions that clear analy-
sis would trace to private ownership of
Jand alopa.

But what councerng us more than Mr,
Thieman's nse of terms iz his misappre-
hension of the relation of the Single Tax
philosophy to what he aptly calls «the job-
less man,” of whom he writes thav in the

18
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pity he “i3 < jobless ' Yecause he hasn't
ipund anybody to hire him.  And bie can’t
go to farmivg because he bas no farm o
farm. And, oven if he conld occapy any
ungecapied land he chose, wheyeon o
cultivate crops, be has no meney to buy
tools and horses and seed, or build a house
to Yive in.  Perhaps he doesn’t know how
to faym.  And, even if he does, it may be
winter time, and farm Jaborers ot in
demand., ... The +jobless” man is not a
theory but a fact, Fennilessness is 0ot a
theory but s fact. But the theorizing
means that thonsands and thouszods of
mings are bent on the problem, How shali
every man have ewployment? 7

That question is really the crux of the

‘whole ec¢onomic problem.

How shall every man have employment ?
By making jobs vontinnously as plentiful
as workers. o much is obvious.

But how shall this be done? -1t dossn’t
have o be done. It is alveady a fact.

Nature mekes it so. She always made

- jobs as plentiful as workers; she does it

now; she always will do it. This-is only
another form of the statement that the
aggregate of human wants always at lesst
equals the aggregate of labor power .
Nature endows man with wants at ieast
equal with his power to satisfy wants.

- Why, then are there tejobless men '’ ?
Beoause we tolerate obstacles between jobs
and workers. ' ‘

One of the greatest of these obstacles is
the kind of tazation that makes trade un-
necessatily dificult. : )
 The more difficult trade is made, the loss
readily do specialized producers exchange
what they make for what they want, The
comsequent  reaction  checks  eifective
demand ; sod, as one man's demand is
another man’s job, any cheek upon «ffeciive
demand obvionsly diminishes available jobs,

The abolition of obstructive taxes wonld
enormously increase the accessible supply
of jobs, o .

But the fundamental obstacle’ betwean
jobs and workers, the obatacle which must
be removed or the benefits of the removal

13
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of all others would moon be lost, is ihe
manopely of laad,

This term is of ¢ourse used compreben-
sively. It means not only farming lsnd,
but all other natnral resomrces as well;
and not resources in the fertility sense
alope, bot in every other sense, It includes
ti!uvfor{, fazmmv land of all kinds, min-
ing land of all Lm{!s tewn snd city  haild-
ing sites of &il kinds; of course, also, the
air snd the water; and hesides these, all
other forms and forces outside of man him-
self and such temporary furms as men are
able by therr knowledge and skili to give
to natural substaoces,  For Hlustration, a
marble guarcy wonld fall within the cate-
gory of land; bul a statee from the quarry,

and the enew‘; snd skill that carved if,-

would he in different categories—the statue
in the eategory of wealth, and the artist’s
skill and energy in the category of labor.

So understood, iand is obviously Natore's
storehonse of jobs.

Mothing esn be done without land.  Not '

only can no one work at farming, but no one
can butld houses, conatruct machines, edit
NEWSPAPErs, pmctle{, law, teach school, ot
. do anything else without using land of
" some kind to some extent. And not slone
{or Lis own immediate use does he demand
land ; bhut for every litile tool and every
great machine, for every plece of material,
avery book, every sheet of paper, every
drop of ink, and for the very clothing he
wears at his work and the foed he eats,
does he make demands upon land, upen
1and of vast extent and of many kinds—
farming, highway, and city lapds—all of
which must be resorted to by the workers
who supply him with the focls, materials
wachinery, ste., that Le requives, Hvery
act of any working man necessitating the
consumption of goods or uwse of fools,
operates as a dem‘md upon other workmen
to keep up the world’s sopply of such
goods and tools ; and this demand ean be
et only as men of sll vocations have ac-
cess to land of all kiads.
absolute prevention of access o Jand, if
that were possible, would put an end to all

jobis ; partial prevention yestriets jobe; °

12

THE CLOSED S8HOP

freedom of access wouid make jobs Hmit
less. Access to the lsnd of the world is
the key to the economic problem of the
workd, for the land of the world controls
the jobs of the worid

Bub Mr, Thieman sees for the * jobless”
man no bope in the freeing of unused land,
hacause the jobless men i3 without iools,
horses, seed, and other capital for wiilising
shis land sven if it were open fo him.
Isn’t this a superficial view 7  Can it sur
vive intelligens and candid shought ¢

To free unused land o the *‘jobless”
man means more, much more, than freeing
s particular kind of unused land to an in-
dividual worker ov a particulsr class of
workers, It means the frecing of all kinds
of unnsed lasd to all kinds of workers.

The « jobless 7 man pot a farmer would
neither have to go upon farming land with-
out farming capital nor want io go theve af
all.  The obstacies between the aggregate

- of jobs and the ageregate of workers being

removad, al} jobs wonld demand all men,
and each man would take the job for which
he was best adapted. If be had capifal
he wouid have the bepefit that ownership
of unmonopolized capital gives amd uo
more; if he had no eapital, he would get,
for utilizing the capital of others, hiz full
earnings as 3 civilized worker in a civilized
industry of his own cheice. And the
obstacles between the aggregate of jobs and
the aggregase of workers would in faet be
removed, if trade were freed from taxativn,
and land, the one necessary condition of
all industry, were freed from monopoly.
Land monopoly is ¢‘the dragou” of indus-
triai society.

Mr. Thieman turns toward the true

‘solution of the labor problem when he

points t¢ the jobless” man as the caugse
of unwholesome economic "conditions, and
asks how to provide jobs for all. The
Bingle Tax answers his question, but he
fails to recognize the answer Decanse he
neglected to consider it thoughtfolly.

The Single Tax answers him by propos-
ing 1o abolish obstructive taxes, theveby
m&blmw workers to exchange their various
pmduahs with the greatest esse of which

13
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they are capable, This would enable the
workers in each frade to swap prodacts
freely for small fools and for interests in
large ones, wherehy they wounld in effect
make their own fools and procure their own
capital in the natural way—Dby produocing
it. The Hingle Tax answers Mr. Thieman
further, by proposing to take snnually for
common use the anaual value of land of
every kind thatf iz so scarce as to be at a
preminm,  Thereby it provides s public
- revenue which, while robbing no one and
obsirecting ne jobs, would destroy all in-
cantive w0 the appropristion of land excepy
for immediste and foll utilization.

With all appropriated Iand fully oiilized,
the aggrepate of jobs for workers would be
limited only by the aggregste of humsan
wapts; and with no obstractions to trade,
every job would find the man it needs and
every man the job he seeks.  buch s the
ides! of the Bingle Tax. 1t would abolish
the triobless”
gtacles of industrial tazation and land
monopely - which now separate workers
from the johs thas, bat for those obstacles,
would abundantly exist.

Origin and Significance of the Jobless
Man '

Soeialistic criticisms of the Single Tax are
essentiall v the same as Mr. Thieman’s. Con-
ceding the primary necessity for land as
an  implement of produetion,- Soeialists
argne nevertheless that land alone, thongh
it were ahondant and free wherever work-
ing men live and work, wonld not be
enough to make the working class econo
mically independent.  The burden of their
criticiers iz that the working class would
remain a belpless sabject of capitalisilc ex-
ploitation uniess the artificial as well as the
natural implements of such production
were freely accessible,

In gennine solicitnde for the condiiicn
of the working class, the Socialist does not
go beyond the Singletaxer. [t is quite as
mush the desire of the lstler as of the

14
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former, or of any other earnest agifator for
hotter sdjnstments of industry, that the
working class ghall not be exploited.

Bot the Singletazer believes that the
exploitation of labor resulis from mono-
poly of land, What be demands, there-
fore, as the Tandamenta! industrial reform,
an industrial reform that would make sl
other usefuol rveforms essier, and withont
whick other industrial reform 18 impossible
or in the lopg ran ineffective, ia the eradi-
eation of land monopoly.

That the Single Tax view in this respect -
i3 the correct ome, is evident upon reason-
able observation and thought.

Why is it that the workipg classes can
be sabjected o indusirial  exploitation?
They are not owned bodily, 28 the slaves
werg, They bargain in apparent freedom,
T'o what alehewy, then, does the capiialist
resort in order to exploit them.

Is it true, as Bocialists say, that the
working classes submit to exploitalion be-
eause they cannot work without machivery,,
and, haviag none of their own, mustbeg a
capitalist on hiz own terms for pevmission
1o nse his? I their will thus overcoms by
their necessities 7 "Fhis issurely alame ex-
planation, for it fails to sxplain why the
working classes are without machinery of
their own. :

Machinery is not an accumulations of the
pagt, It iz in the coarse of constant pro-
duction, and iz produced by the workisg
clags itself. Destroy all the machinery in
the world to-day, and the working class, if
left free to prodoce and trade, would soon
replace it with better machinery. Why is
it that the working classes have no machin-
ery of their own when they themselves,
conszidered as a whole, make all the mach-
inery there is? The obvious answer is
that the wages of labor are too low to
enable working men to refain much, if any,
proprietary interest in the machinery they
produce, It iz their poverty that malces
them depandens, and therefore subject to
explottation.

Bat this obvions answer raises anocther

question, Why are the working classes

peor? why ave the wages of labor Jow?
15
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Not beeause the working elass is an idle
class.  The very terms put such an explan-
ation %o the blush. s it then, because
they Jdo not produce worve than their meagre
wages? Bui they do produge more; if
they did not, there would be nothing for

the leisure class, Wages are low and the

working class poor because the working
class dees not get all it produces.  Bome-
how, some way, iis ecarcings are depleted
by tribute.

This fact is ezpressed by Soclalists in
their theory of < surplus value.” They
believe, that s, that the working class, con-
sidered as a whole, produces value in excess
of what itz members receive In wagss,

With the intangible and elusive thing
called <tvalue,” we need wnot  quarrel.
Value is neither food, nor clothing, nor
machinery, nor anything else which satis
fies homap wants. But the onderlying
idea ¢f Socialists is that ¢ surplus value”
represents a surplos of what the labor class
produces—a surplus in the sense, thas is o
say, not of an excess over what the work-
ing class warfits, but in the semnsc of an
exeess over what it sets. )

With this underiying ides of surplus
velue the Singletaxer will agree. . The
labor of the working class as a whole does
yield a sarplus of consumable and usable
things, inclnding machinery ; and this sur-
pluz is the tribute to which the carnings of
the working classes are subjected and by
which their wages are depleted.

A question still remains, What is it
that diverts this surplus from those who
produce it? That question is at the heart
of the economic confroveray between Social-
ists and Singletazers, '

Bocialists accoun$ for the diversion -of
surplugs produacts from the working class,
by veferring Lo *° capiialism.” But “capit-
alisin " 18 an indefinite term. - Bince land
has value which is capitalized, and machin-
ery has valee which is capitalized, it is
customary to refer to ownership of elther
by the ene term ¢ capitalism.? If there
. were alaves, they also would have a value
for capitalization, and we should refer to
their value by the same ferm. This is well

16
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spouzh for the mere commercial purposs
of comparing valvable with nonvalusbis
things, or the more valuable with the less
valuable.  But it is hopelessly misleading
when all the economic gqualities of esch is
to he compared with those of the others.

Hlaves are men ; machinery is an artifi-
¢isl product which exists only as men make
it and preserve it avpd land is a nafural
object which existe regardiess of men
These three classes of things are so radi
caily different, each from both the others,
shat it is utterly impossible to reuson about
their essential characteristics and relations,
if all or any two are ineluded in a common
term. 1% is itke reasonipg aboBi pumbers
without distinguishing numersis,

To decide, then, that “capitalism”™ ac-
counts for the surpius product of labor, is
%0 decide nothing whatever as to the rela
tive power over the working classes of land
ownership and of that factory ownership
upon which socialists iay their emphasis,
For land tenare might be the causce of the
surplus, and the factory system have noth-
ing to do with it; or the factory system
might be the cause, and land iesure
bave nothing t» do with is; or both to-
gether might be the csuse. The whole
controversy is left undecided when ‘feapi-
talism” is regarded as the cause, if capital-
ization of watural elements be not distin-
guished from capitalization of artificial
produocts. '

To explain intelligently the canse of the
surplus prodoct of labor these three things
must be kept distinet: the workman, his
natural environment (the earth), and his
artificial implements. And when this is

" done, the trath becomes clear, that the sur-

plus which the lIabor class produces snd
the leisure class gets, -is atiributable not to
capitalism with reference to artificial im-
plements, but to capitalism with reference
0 the earth,

Theagh artificial implements be capital-
ized, yet if liberty be maintained as to per-

- son and land, no divertible surplus wonid

appear and ne  factory  sevfdom  could
result  YI, however, it is the esrih that is
17
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capitalized, a surplus product appears and
factory serfdom follows,

The surplus would, in that case, increase
faster than the increase of productive
power; and, with increasing progress,
poverty woold deepen and the factory serf
become a pitiable and familiar object.

Why ?

The single taxer explains that the germ
of the surplus product of Iabor is the reat
or preminm for scarcs and superior parts of
the earth. Capitalize ibis rens, and you
create a disposition in progressive localities
0 buy land in the expectation that its
premium.-besring gualities will increase;
that is, thal it will become more desirable,

| Or more mearce, orf both, and therefors
more valaable.

Tkis expectation is often disappointed in
individual instances, more ofien perhaps
than it is reslized; but the goneral effect is
the szgme. The forestalling of land makes
land scarcer jn the market and therefore
more valuable. For if progress gives pro-
mise of continuing, expeclations of the
increasing capitat value of Iand overleap the
possibilifies of actual progress. 'This sim-
ply means, what is patent to common ob-
servation, that under the spur of prosperity
land values rise faster thaa progress advan-
008, .

Investors in land bring on a conflict of
interests between land monopolizing and
land asing, This couflict, by Iessening op-
portanities for work, checks effective de-
mand for preducts; which further lessens

_oppertunities for work, and thus puts a for-
ther - check on offective demand, Mean-

- while this process of acticn and rsaction
“brings forth the jobless man,” and from.-
that woment the sarplus product increazes,
14 keeps on increasing. in these sircamatan-
ced, unfil nothing is left to workers on the
lower levelz of Isbor but a bare living of
the poorest kind. The surplus product—
not actaally paid land vent alone, but also
and i much greater measure, tribuie from
the great body of workers whose wages are
sealed down and down by the underbidding
ot the ‘“jobless map,’-—steadily increases,
and great prosperity and arrogance rise up
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in the midst of misery, dependence and
factory serfdom.

The surplus product tends to absord the
whole product of labor sbove a bare living
for the lower lavels of workers, It is com-
posed in psrt of actually-paid rent for land,
and in larger part of the so-called <<capl
talistic fieecings 0f labor,” those fleecings
which are possibile when, and oaly when,
the esrth is & **¢losed shop. ™

The canse of it all is monopoly of tand-—
the making of the earth a “closed shop.”
When and where land (s monopolized,
progress increases its valae, and thereby
makes its utilization increasingly difficalt.

To iz not for lack. of machinery, which
the working class iiself produces, that the
working class is exploited by the owners
of machinery; it is for lack of available
free land to sompete with valuable land and
relieve the congested condition of the labor
market, An ezemplification of this idea
may be found in the greatest work of the
greab socidlist, Kari Mars.  In the fhirty-

third chapter of his book, *Cupital,” Marx

refers Lo an ineident narrated in Wakefield's
<t fingland and America,” and says:

« <Mr, Pael, he mosns, took with him
from Hogland to Swan River, West Aus
tralis, means of snbsistence and of produe.

. tion to the amount of £50,000.° My, Feel

had the foresight to bring with him besides,
3,000 perzous of the working class, wen,
women, and children.  Ounee arrived ab his
destination, ‘Mr. Peel was left withoat a
servant 10 make his bed or feich him water
fiom the river.” Unhappy Mr. Peel, wio
provided for everything except the export
of Engiish modes of production to Swan
River 17 : -

Bat what peculiarity of English modes
of production was it that Mr. Pecl had not
exported to Bwan River? He had exported
A£50,000 worth of capital, and 3,600 peo-
ple- of the English wage working claas,
Why, then, did he not use his capitad fo
expleit the labor of those working peeple
as he might hsve doae in Eagland 7 What
was, there lacking of Esglish wmodes of
production ¥  Marx says there was iacking
“the correlative” to the capitalist—+the
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wage worker, the othor man, who iz com-
pelled to sclt himself of his own free will, "
But there were 3,000 wage-workers there;
why were they not compelled to sell them.
selves ?

Every intellizent reader musi anticipate
the answer, Thers is but ons apd it je
conclusive. Tt was becanse those wage-
workers were now in the midst of free land.
The one feature, the only festure of = Xng-
lish modes of production” which this Mr.
Feel had not exported to Swan BRiver, was
land mosnopoly.

To the citation of this and similar in.
slances by single taxers, socialists object
that as the conditions were primitive, land
was the most tmportant factor, bat that in
‘modern indastrial conditions labor i3 so
winutely specialized that the mechanism
of production has become more importact
o the working elass than land.

This objection, that land s of minor im.
portacee to the laboring ciass in mdustrial
conditions of great specialization, was anti-
dipated by Henry George in his elaborstion
of the Single Tax philosophy.  An extract
from the first chapler of his “Progress and
Poverty " indicates his point of view :

*“The fundamental truth, thet in sl
svonommic reasoning mast be firmly grasped,

and never let go, is that society in its most

highly developed form is but an elsbora-
tion of society in its rudest beginoings, and
that principles obvious'in simpler relations
of men are merely disguised and not abro-
gated or reversed by the more intricate

relations that result from the division of

_labor and the use of complex tocls and
methods.  The steam grist mill, with iss
somplicated machinery exhibifing every
diversity of motion, is simply what the
rude stone mortar dag up from sn ancient .
river bed was in it day—an fnstrument for
grinding corn.  And every man engaged in
it, whether tossing weod into the Tarpace,
running the engine, dressing stones, print-
ing sacks, or keeping books, is really
devoting his labor to the same parpose that
the prebistoric savage did when e nsed his
mortar—the preparation of grain for human
food.  And s0 if we redace o their lowest
20
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terms all the complex operations of modern
production, we see that esch individaal
who takes part in thiz infinitely sabdivided
and intricaie network of produciion and
exchange is really doing what the primeval
man did when he climbed the trees for fruit
or followed vhe receding tide for shell-fish
endeavoring to obtain from nature by the
exertion of his powers the satisfaction of
hig desires. ¥ we keep this frmly in mind,
if we lodk npos production ss 2 whole—as
the co-operation of all embraced i any of
rite great groups to satisfy the wvarious
desires of eack, we plainly see thai the
reward each obtains for his exertions comess
as traly and ss directly from nature as the
regult of that exertion, as did that of the
first man.”’ : ‘

Tn that view of the matter; Raymond
Rovins’ story of an actual experience in
Nome becomes most impressive as an
exemplification of the power of land capi-
talism over human laborers, and the sifect-
.iveness of Iree land in producing economic
freedom.

As Mr, Robins’ story runs—in substance
only, aid not in, its interesting details—
there had been a time in Nome when the
lowest wages were eight and nine doliars a
day, not at gold mining only but in all
employments, But as mining opportuni-
ties caime to be monopolized and population
grew, wages fall until they were down to
the minimnm of subsistence, which for
that place and time was-three dollars a day.
The ¢:jobless man” had eome. And tken
were seen in little at Nome all the phenom.
ena of wealth and arrogance in the maidst
of poverty and dependence with which we
are g0 familiar in. the bigger world. The
wages system in its' direful sense was in
full swing. - Coo

But on one memorable day a disemployed
miner who eould gei no work either st
mining or-at anything else, for the iabor
market was glutted, despondently threw ins
pick into the tideswept sand st the ses-
shore, and as he listlessly pulled it out he
saw upon it signs of gold, The seashore
was not far from Nome, and below tide
water it was free grouod.  He worked that
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day on this rich beseh, and of his earnings,
which wers something hke £20, he got all,
There was no sumius product, H;s labor
was not feeced.

The next day the word had gone around,
and other claims on this seashare wers
staked. But, uniike the land hack of the tide
water, this land could not, under the law,
be mcnopolwed every claimant had to use
1t himself or let soms one else nseit. And
there was plenty of it. As word of the
wonderful discovery spread, the glat of the
labor market ended and wsges at Neme
rose to $12 and $15 aday, which was about
what 3 mag could make washing the sands
at the shore.

Now mark this : Only disemployed min.
ers were oblizged 0 go (o the beach in order
to get that il then uwnhesyd of rate of
weges. Miners in other mines stayed
where i;heg, were and had their wages raised,
Olerks in stores and waiters in restanrants
stayed where they were and had their
wages taised. The free and profitable
employment at thé neseby seashore ab-
sorbed ¢ the surplus labor” as we call
it, and employers, owners of machinery,
were obliged to pay at least as munch as
coald be washed from the sand, or lose

- their help. The economic condition had -

been reversed, Tosiead of ten men and
ouly nine jobs, as before, there were only
ning men and ten jobs. The earth at that
point had ceased to be a ¢ ciosed” shop
and become an ‘‘open” shop, and the
sjobless man ” had consequently dis.
appeared., The power of what in Nome
correspondad to the s factory lord 7 in ouy
larger society, was gone

With that simple change of the relations
of the working classes to the earth, the
power of the “factory lord 7" would be gone

" everywhere, and to bring about that change
is the object of the single taxer.

1o his view, if taxes on industry were
abolished and land - capitalism”™”  were
taxed by value vatic, not only would indus-
trial exchanges be unimpeded and unclog-
ged by taxes and taxing methods, but, juss
as with the golden sands of the seabench at
Nome, all unused land, nearby as well as far
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off, would welcome the worker, MNot msre.
iy the isolated worker would this land
weleome, but working men as & whole, as
an induastrial force.  In these circumstances,
2s at Mome, all wages would rise to the
full earnings of each worker. The oaly
surplos product then would be the prewm.
iums on superior locations, and thissurplos
wouid go into the common {reasury.

Abolish the Jobless Man by Making the
Earth an Open Shop

When Henry George had in ¢ Progress
sad Poverty " demonstrated that the pover.
ty and consequent dependence of working
men is the inevitable natural effact of mon-
opolization of land, he looked for a method
far abolishing land wonopoly and thersby

fresing labor—a method which, without
being revolationary, should be effective.
f¢It is an sxiom of statesmanship,” hs
wrole, © which the successfal founders of
tyranny have onderstood and acted upon,
that great changes can besi be bronght
about wnrder old forms,” and *we who

“would free men should heed the same frath.””

He therefors proposed to avoid a collision
with established cusloms and habits of
thongiit, by allowing land tennres and titles
to remaln just as they are in form, and
permitting men to contihne buying and
seliing, bequeathing and devising what fhey
may p!{:ase to eadl ¢ their land,”  The only
change he proposed, a change in essence
aird nos in form, was the taking of land rent
for commmon uses and the common good,
by econcentrating taxation upon “valnable
land in proporiion to itz value
“ We zlready take somerent,” e argned ;
“rwe have only to make some {,hauawes m
onr modes of taxation to take it all” Nor
did he regard if as necessary, in order to do
this, to increase land value taxation arbi~
trarily.  Aii bhe considered necessary was
to abolish other taxation.  For, as he teuly
stated, just ns we abolish other tazes—
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taxes on personal properly, on vocstions,
on landed improvements, etc.—we shail
necessarily inerease taxation onland values,
therelyy transferring rent to the common
ireasury, and consequently destroying all
incentive to moacpolize land by holding I
out of use for a rise in valus,

Accordingly George reduced his practical
proposition to this simple formula: +Abol

-ish all taxation save that upon land values.

That formula is what has coms to be
known as « the 8ingle Tax.” In proposing
it, George characterized 1t, and pot extrs-
vagantly, as the simple yet sovereign remedy
ihat would raise wages, increase the earn-
ings of legitimate capital, extirpate pauper-
ism, abolish poverty, give remuonerative
employinent io whoever wishes i, afford
free scope to human powers, lessen crime,
elevate moralg, taste and Intelligence, puri-
{v government, sand carry civilization to
nobler heights, -

Jurionsly enough, in spite of George’s
expianations in  extraordinarily  Incid
Huglish, a aotion has taken root that there
is something myasterious, revolutionary,
untried and doubtful sbout the Single Tax.
But, in fact, its mechanism is in ¢ommon
use and its effects have been demonstrated.

The state would not own and lease land
under the Single Tax, as some imagine. It
wonld merely tax land in proportion to its
valae, just as iz now done with the real
estate tax, exzcept that improvements would
be exempt.

The Single Tax would create no new
machinery ; the machinery for it alveady

exists and iz in operation. The Single Tax

wonld peither complicate nor extend this
machinery ; it would simplify apd redace
it.

Nor is there anything revolutionary
shout the Single Taz, With the existing
wachisery of government and taxation to
start with, nothing would be done bui con-
tinae this operation with reference only to
ene of the present subjects of taxation.
As persona! properiy and improvements
“went upon the free list, taxes on land
valoes would rise, What is there in this
to be called revolutionary ¥
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And bow can it be said that the machin.
ery of the Bingle Tax ig antried or doubtfyl
when its machinery would be the presend
muchinery, is no respect altered sxcept by
having ity seope of operations narvowed and
its funciions o that extent simplified?
Inasmuch as the mechanism of the Single
Tax would be i1he simplest form of the
present mechaniswm  of taxuilon, fariher
straplified, s operatlon s not sotried and
cannot be doubifal

As to the effect of the Jingle Tax, that
zlse is no longer doubtful ; for it has besn
adopied in degree, snd in commensurate
degres it has demonsirated i4s effectiveness.
In sixty or move localities in New Zealand,
and in seme of the Australiso Siates, i3
bas been in praciical operation for several
years for iocal purposes, and everywhere
with snccessful resulis. Tts proved ten-
dency is to promote the lhmprovemest of
land, which increases s demand for labor,
and to discourage the mere monopolization
of land, whick restricts demoand for labor
The same tendency i3 demonstrated by
similar applications of the principle in
Canada,

The manner in which the fingle Tax is
heing introduced in those British vommun-
ities indicafes the ease with which it may
be adepted anywhere. Not being revoln-
tionary in characier, it necessitates no
revointionary conditions in order to intro.
duceit. All that is necessary is permizsion
for looslities 1o adopt 1t or veject it for local
purposes, in their discretion, a right which
those communilies enjoy.  That right ac.
eorded, the rest is ouly a matter of keeping
on.  The communities that adonit it will
prosper more than those that do not, as has
been the case in New Zealand, Ausralia
and Canada;-and ander that infiuence s
genersi tendency in favor of it will set ig,
leading on to ity general acveptance.

The political difficulties in the way of in-
treducing the Single Tax are evidently less
than those that confront any other labor
reform.  This bas been demonstrated, nol
ondy i New Zenland, Anstralis sod Ounada,
by the extessive adoption there of the
Bingle Tax for iceal purposes, but sise i
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{isrmany, where it I8 coming intoe vogue
noth as o muznicipal and an lmperial fax,
and in Orest Britain, whers soores of cifies,
led by Glusgow, sre wiging Parlisment o
aceord municipalities the privilege of adopt-
ing it, and the Liberal party Dias becoms
sponser for the Sing e Tax principle.

Tt 5 definite outhoe of the steps neces
anry 1o establish the Bingle Tax in operation
the United Siates were asked for, this
responss could be offered

Hirst—Secare authority from the Btaies,
to thelr subordinate locul governments, o
Cexem pt persoaal property and improvoments
#rom loeal faxstion at their own opfion.
In some States this could not be done with-
gat amending the State comstitution ; but
amending the constitution is all that would
he pecessary o any State, and in wmost
States even this would not be necessary.

Hagond—fecore the local exemplions
thus sllowed wherever . possibls by local
retersndum, : ’

Third—As the expegriment of making
shiese exemptions proved beneficial m par-
tienlar loealities, others -would follow their
example, and a tendeney in this direction
would be thereby created which would cui-

mipate in the excmption of personsl pro-
periy and improvements from all taxabion,
Siate as well as local; and the gencral con
ceptration of taxes on land values. )

Fonrth— Assnming actusl experience to
Lie productive of satisfaciory regults—and
if it wers not the sendency would recede—a

favorable national sentiment would appear,
«he inevitable resuls of which wonld be the
adaptation of the same pripciple of exemp-
tion and concentration to the fiscal requir-
ments of the Federal government.

When the demand for the Stagle Tax had,
through sadisfactory expenempee, roached
this point, of course our tarifl for the
protection of American labor” would be
abandoned, and with it the whole trade-
cbsizucting  system  with whick ocustom
honse methods have eursed American in-
dustry. Bome working men might he dls
posed to shed » tear in advance over this
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ultimate destroction of tart protection-
Bat what ase would American labor Lave
for taeifl profection, orv any other kind of
economic proteciion, when a condition pre-
vailed in which there were all the time,
throughout the couniry, more jobs than
workmen ¥

That there would be more jobs than
workmen as the inevitable and continucus
resutt of the general adoption of the Blagle
Tax, iz clear encugh upon reflection,

As perscnal property and improvements
were exempied from all laxation, the arhbi
fravy cost of producing these things would
be fo that extend diminished and sthe war-
kot for them  thereby eplarged.  This
would mmean 4n increase of demand for per-
sonal property and landed fmprovemsnts |
and:an increase in that demand would mesn
a1 increased demand for labor, for porson-

“al property and landed dmprovements are

nroducsd oply by labor,

Farther: As personal property and im-
provements wers exempted  from sll tax
asion, the bardea of taxation wonld [all in
inereaging degree upon  valuable  land
Huch of this land as was adequatsly lm-
proved woold be unaffected except by #
fairer distribution of s taxes. Eut how
much land {s adequately mproved ?  Very
little.  Most of the improved city lots are
ot adequately improved, and vast areas
of coal and iron mines are insdequately
utilized,” Consider, then, the effect, upon
all inadequately wtilized land, of exempting
improvements from {axation and shifting
the tax burden to Tand values.

Bince adequale improvement, in the caze
for instance of rity lots, and sdeguate
utilization, ia the cage for instance of coal
and iron mines, would entail no inuvresse of
taxes, and taxes upon the building oppor
tanity and the mining spportanity wonid
bz as high if the opportunity were not vl
ized fuily as if it were, isa’y it evident that
the owner's lucentive would be overpower-
ing to build or atilize it himself or to make
aquick sale to some one who would 7 And
what would that mean bub incressed de-
mand for abor—a teudeney toward more
jobs then workmen 7
S)ﬂ‘;'
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Stil} forther. I much valuable land is
improved or utilized [padeguately, mauch
more ig not improved or utilized at all,
Hvery city, town, and village atfords an
gxample,  The valuabie vacant lots far
outpumber those b are improved.  Why
this condition? Bevause the owners are
confident of sn ineresse o land valus, and
they withhold their land from use so that
uhe} mey reap the wages of labor without
inboring,  Whatb ig the effect of this con
digon upon industrial affairs?  That the
Yand has s market valae proves that indus-
&y needs it; the higher the value the
groster the need. That it is nevertheless
umm;}mved or onutilized proves that labor
is deprived of jobs to the extent to which
that land offers opportunities for jobs.
Aad sow would this condition he aflected
by taxes that would be no less if the land
ware anused than if it were fully weed, by
taxes that woold take virtually its whele
annual value, by taxes that would not fall
at all upon improvements ner uwpon the
materials, tools, and processes of making
improvemente?  The question = asswers
itself. 8o much of this Iand as was immed-
lately needed wonld cowe into immediste
nse and the rest, practically exhaustless;
woull, with land monopoly thus held in
cheels, he freely available as needed.

With valaable vaeant land, and inade-.

gnately improved utilized land, coming and
continning under adequate Improvement
and utilization, snd sli land nof immediate-
Iy needesd responding to the demands of
mdusﬁ',i*? as they srose, the present condi-
tion of more men than jobs would be sup-
srseded by one of more jobs than men.

The labor question wouid then settle itself

quickly and justly, on the hasis of vothing
for idlers and fuil earnings for workers,

The objection that worling men cannod
ntilize land, no mstier how rich and abun-
dant and fres it may be, hecauze they are
without maechinery, has been already con-
sidered ; hut a few words may profitably be
added here.

That workingg men are dependent upon
machipery, 28 well as upon land, is true

only of mdiu{iual working menin a glotted
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inhor market, It is not frue of iabor as a
whele, nor of individual working men in a
labor mariet where the supply of jobs
sxoeeds the demsnd for jobs.

Labor a8 & whole is dependent upon land
slone, the sole source of all suppiies snd
the location of sll activities. The individ-
ual laborer is dependent, on the one hand,
apon the ease of access to land by iabor as
a whols, and, on the other hand, upon the
demand of lsborers g?ﬁf'r&ih‘ for sueh con-
tributions of work as be is capable of
making o the tasks of the whole. No
matber who ke Iaborer may be in civilized
industry —from mschine builder to machiae
user, from ship captain to coal beaver, from
architevt to hod carrier, from foreman to
apprentice, from merchant to derk, from
fariser $0 msnufacturer, from tescher io
actor, OT lawyer or preacher, from an)”
gervitor of his fellows to any other, in any
oecupation or on any made-—the condition
of honest pmspﬂmtv is the same with them
all : it depends upon ths demand of lheir

- fellow men for their services, upen the sup

aly of honest jobs. When there are more
ren than jobs, industry is depressed ; when
more jobs than men, industry thrives. And
iand monopoly, snd in the last analvsis
jand monopoly alone, lessens the supply
of jobs.

Congider, then, the effect of a system of
taxation which would encourage the use of
Aesirable land and discourage its appropriz-
tion witnout fnll use

In farming regions, for instance, farm
hands with a little capital wonld go o
farming for themsclves. They would not
he forced into the ranks of hired men by
prices for near-by land so high as to ex
haust their little capital merely for the land,
and by the difficulties and uncertainties of
migrating to far distant free land., These
men; becoming employers instead of hired
men, would ease the glut in the labor mar.
ket, not only by lessening by one each the
sopply of workers bidding for jobs, but
still farther by increasing the number of
jobs bidding for workers.

Men with small capital in other oceupa-
sions would becorae independent workers in
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their respective frades more eastly than
now, for the difffenlties of aceess 10 bush
ness opportunities would be reduced; and
ap with the farm hand, they wonld lessen
the supply of workers seeking employment
and ineresse the supply of employers need-
ing belp.

The intensity of industrial bidding belog
shifted in these and other ways, from bid-
ding for work o Wdding for workers, wages
would tend upward and purchasing power
be thereby increased.

With  increase of purchassing  power
smong workers, would come’a zeneral in-
eresge of demand for prodacts from work-
grs; this would still farther incresse the
demend  for workers to help  wreduoes,
whick, In tarn, by farther angumenting
purchaesing power, wounld fovther incrense
demand for products and consequently for
workers,

All this’ would tend to increase wages
antil they bad risen o the level of earnings.
Thiz upward tendency of wages woald add
t the number of hired "men with capital
enough to po inte business for themselves,
and, as they did so, they in their furn
would Jessen the market supuly of workers
secking jobs and increase the market sup
iy of jobs seeking workers,

Thus by action sod reaction the presens
wonditions of an increasing supply of work-
ers secking jobs and a velatively dimiwnish-
ing supply of jobs, a condifion frndsment.
sily due to land monopoly, would be re-
versed ; and ander the new conditions,
resulting from the sholition of land wmono-
poly, ihere would be 2 reiatively diminish-
ing supply of workers secking jobs apd a
relatively incressing supply of jobs secking
workers,

Nor would working men be obliged io
wait ookl the Single Tax reform was thus
comypleie befors ben@iamw by ik As the
reform advanced, its benefits wonid  be
comnmensurately realized,  Henry George
hag proposed a remedy for industrial masl-
adjustments which, in this respect alone, is
superior o all revolnfionsry remedies,
The benefits of socialism, for instance,
though all its advocates clalm for ib were
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sdmitted, canpot be realized in any deg

ail antil afier socialism has tr z:;:nph@

with the very beginning of the appleation

of the siagle iul.{,{i_ from the moment

taxes ware 50 lald as fo wealten tand meno.

poly, the tendency toward an inorense ‘QL

jobs relat tivaly to job huniers wourld seb in,

and refief in the lahor market glut would

be Telt  From shiz point op, the advan
g of the reform would he felb step by

p as the reform progressed.

With the earth & closed shop’ theve i
uo other alternative for working men than
$o suffer a steady downward tendency of
wages or to enforce < olosed shop ™ roles

uoon ail places of employment. The ¢m

ployer whe resists ihis, while using Lis
influence to make o closed shop ™ of the
earth, is either ignorant or onfair,  But if
the earih were an “opea shop”  there
wonld be no longer seoy resson for any
“glosed shop. " With the carth an  “open
shop 7 there would at all times be more jobs
than  job hunters, aod the sole motive
among working men for damanding +*elosed
shop” copditions would be gone. With
the earth sa --open shop’ every worker
would be his owa teade union, and employ-
er apd empioye, recognizing their identity
of intervest both as producers and copsuim-
ers, wonld be united against their common
spemy--the monopolist.  With the carth
s “open shop’ we should have a just
industrisl peace,

The earth can easily be made ap < open
shop™ Dy means of the Bingle Tax.




