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ANY an epithet flune in derision chings with honor,
and that which the Duke of Areyle applied o Heney
" George 33 not an exception.  Amoeng those whoss

rophet of San Francisco

minds have grasped the sconomic principles 1o which this
distinguished American appealed, and whose hearts have
throbbed with the high moral purpose of his prophetic crusade,
po name for him is cherished with move affection than the
learned Duke’s wrngracions epithet — “The Provhet of San
Francisco.”

Like the prophets of Israel, Henry George warned a cor-
rupted civilization that it must mend its ways or perish. Like
them he proclaimed anew the immutable decres that mankind
must conform io the laws of righteousness or suffer the natural
consequences of wnrighteousness.  Listen to his warning crv:

“The fhat has gone forth! With steam and electricity, and
the aew powers boran of progress, forces have entered the
world that wiil either compel us to a higher plane or sves
whelm ws, as nation after nation, as civilization after civiliza-
tion, have bzen overwhelmed before, It s the delusion which
precedes destruction that sees in the popular unrest with which
the civilized world is lTeverishly pulsing cnly the passing effects
of ephemeral causes, Between democratic ideas and the
arsstocrabic adjustments of society there is an irreconcilzble
confiict.  Here in the United States, as there in Europe, it
may be sten arising. We cannot go on permitting men to vote
and forcing them to tramp. We cannot go on educating boys
and girls in our public schoels and then refusing them the
right to earn an honest living. We cannet go on prating of the
inalienable rights of man sod then denying the inalienable
right to the bounty of the Creater. Even now, in old bottles




4 THE FROPHET OF S5AN FRANCISCO,

the new wine begins to ferment, and eclemental forces gather
for the strife?™#

That was the burden of his prophecy on the darker side.
It was wpon the brighter side, however, that he laid his em-
phasie. The splendid climax of all his preaching was the
inspiring lesson thal conformity to the laws of rightecusness
also has natural conseguences, and that these are like gifts
from the gods. With the warning prelude just quoted, the
thought of the prophet begias to mount as a brighter prospect
comes within his vision. “But!” he joyously exclams-—and
then, while a shadow of doubt passes before the hopeful pic-
ture, he lingers a moment upon a questioning “'if "—"but if,
while there is yet time, we turn to Justice and obey her, if we
trust Liberty and follow her, the dangers that now threaten
must disappear, the forces that now menace will tum to
agencies of elevation. Think of the powers now wasted; of
the infinite fields of knowledge yet to be explored; of the
possibilities of which the wondrous inventions of this century
give us but 2 hint. With want destroyed; with greed changed
to noble passions; with the fraternity that is born of equality
taking the place of the jealousy and fear that now array men
against each other; with mental power loosed by coanditions
that give to the humblest comfort and leisure; and who shall
measure the heighis to which our civilization may socar?
Words fail the thought! It is the Golden Age of which poets
have sung and high-raised seers have told in metaphor! Tt is
the glorious vision which has always haunted man with gleams
of fitful splendor. It is what he saw whose eyes at Patmos
were closed In a trance. It is the culmination of Christianity—

* Library edition of the Works of Henry George. “Progress and
Poveriy,” page D4R,
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the City of God on earth, with its walls of jasper and iis gates
of pearl! It is the reign of the Prince of Peacel™

With that prophetic utterance on his lips, Henry George
came up out of San Francisce to excite the petulance of a
Scottish duke, whilst awakening the civilized world to a con-
sciousness of its most deadly communal sin.  And seldom have
prophets preached with the briliancy and force of this one.
Into open minds he carried conviction wherever he secured
attention. Yet his rare faculty of vitalizing precise thought
with eloguent expression exposed him to a cross-fire of critic-
ism. Some readers who enjoved the charm of his composition
but were unaccustomed to exact thinking, feared the hypnotic
effect of his style, and in self-defense objecied vaguely but
lofuly to his argument; on the other hand were those schooled
m close thinking but with a Gradgrndish contempt for senti-
ment, who often evaded his argument by condemning his
adoption of a popular literary style for a scientiic subject.
Then agam, there were the pop-gun critics who seemed to
think him properly scorned as a writer because he sometimes
split an infinitive, and utterly confounded as a reasoner be-
cause he did it on purpose. But these criticisms were only
temporary annoyances. Like the contemptuous protest of the
noble author of “The Reign of Law” (excited by solicitude
for what George afterward called his “trumpery title and
patch of ground™} they have not so much as impeded the
steady march of George’s ideas aleng the broad highway of
commen thought.

Though the Duke’s unwelcome prophet had come up out
of San Francisco, the man himself hailed from Philadelphia.
He was born within half a mile of Independence Hall, Septem-

* Library edition of the Works of Henry George. *Progress and
Poverty,” page #43.
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ber 2, 1839, At that time John Stuart Mill, at whose feet he

almost literally sat in his logical and economic studies, was
zhout entering his 34th year; while Adam Smith, the father
of the classical system of political economy which George
afterward carried unflinchingly to its logical conclusions and
moral outcome, thereby earning from another hostile critic
the just appellation of “Henry George the Orthodox,” had
been half a century dead. The ancestry of this Philadelphia
boy, destined to lead where Smith and Mill had pointed the
way, was English and Scotch, but his parents were Americar
born. His paternal grandfather, a Yorkshireman, had been
a well-known shipmaster of Philadelphia in its palmy days
as a commercial metropolis; and his maternal grandfather, “a
Glasgow body,” had achieved repute as a Philadelphia en-
graver in President Washington’s time. Passing from the
public school into the high school of his native city and re-
maining five months in the latter, George worked two years
as an office boy, after which, at the age of sixteen, he shipped
as a sailor before the mast on board an old East Indiaman.
Having made a voyage as far as Australia and back, he learned
the printers’ trade in Philadelphia and then went to sea again.

It is worthy of notice, as indicative of the kind of character
he had already begun to make for himself, that at this time
the Abolition agitation, which had become serious, elicited
from him expressions on the subject of slavery (not iz harmony
with his father’s political views, but against them) that re-
vealed his impatience, even as a boy, of arguments for public
policies which contravene obvicus moral principle. It was a
favorite docirine of his through life that the right thing is
always in the long run the best thing.

When George left the printers’ case to return to the sea,
which was in 1856, he made one voyage before the mast to
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Doston: another on a government lighthouse steamer, as store-
keeper, to San Francisco; and a third from San Francisco
to Vicioria and Nanaimo, British Columbia. On the latter he
worked his way for the purpose of joining one of those parties
of gold-seeking adventurers of 1858 whose well-remembered
cry was, “Ho, for Fraser River]” The geld-hunting expedition
failed and George returned to San Francisco, where he scon
afterward married, where all his children were born, and where

his career as a prophet began.

For many years he endured galling poverty. Its severnty
may be judged by an incident he related to a friend long after
its occurrence, to show how sound-minded moral men may be
driven by penury to the commission of crimes supposed to be
characteristic only of hardened offenders. His second child
had just come into the world. The prostrate mother was
literally starving. So was the new-born babe. Every rescurce
seemed to have been exhausted, and George was pushed by his
afiections to the verge of despair. In this frame of mind he
walked out upon the street, having determined to get money
from the first man whose appearance might indicate that he
had it to give. He stopped a stranger and asked for five
dollars. The stranger inquired what he wanted it for. Il
told him,” said George, “that my wife was confined and that
I had nothing to give her io eat. He gave me the money. H
he had not, I think I was desperate enough to have killed
him."¥

George’s poverty could net be charged to indolence or
thriftlessness. He was a hard worker, was given o no vices
unless smoking is a vice, and was extremely sensitive to all
his responsibilities. He ouly happened io be one of the un-

* Likrary edition of the Works of Henry (George. “The Life of
Tlenry George,” by Henry George, Jr., page 140,
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possible than poverty itself. Mysterious and baffling, too, was
his startling discovery that although the extracrdinary pros-
perity of New York was dee to augmented working power,
yet upon the whole it was the working people whe remained
poor. This would not have been a problem under the old
regime in France, where no producer could claim title to his
garnings in opposition to the whim of monarch or feudal lord.
But in free America, where the producer owns his product in
virtue of his title as producer, and is at liberty to exchange
it with other producers for their products—in these circum-
stances, how could the producing class remain the poor class
as productive power increased and material progress went on?
That was George’s problem. It was not the bare problem of
poverly, as some have supposed, but the problem of the per-
sistent poverty of the great mass of the preducing classes
the midst of abundant products and in spite of advancing pro-
ductive power.

Nor was this problem altogether a material one. “For
poverty,” as George subsequently wrote, “is not merely de-
privation; it means shame, degradation; the searing of the
most sensitive parts of our moral and mental nature as with
hot irons; the denial of the strongest impulses and the sweetest
affections; the wrenching of the most vital nerves. You love
vour wife, you love your children; but would it not be easier
to see them die than to see them reduced to the pinch of want
in which large classes in every highly civilized community live?
# % % From this hell of poverty, it is but natural that men
should make every effort to escape. With the impulse to self-
preservation and self-gratification combine nobler fzelings, and
love as well as fear urges in the struggle. Many a man does
a mean thing, a dishonest thing, a greedy and grasping and
urnjust thing, i the effort to place above want, or the fear of
want, mother or wife or children. And ocut of this condition
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of things arises a public opinien which enlists, as an impetling
power in the streggle to grasp and to keep, one of the strongest
—perhaps with many men the very strongest—springs of human
action, ® # * % Men instinctively admire virtue and truth, but
the sting of want and the fear of want make them even more
strongly admire the rich and sympathize with the fertunate.
it is well to be honest and just, and men will commend it; but
he who by fraud and injustice gets him a million dollars will
have more respect, and admiration, and influence, more eye
service and lip service, if not heart service, than he who refuses
it. ® # # ¥ He may be a patron of arts, a Maecenas to men of
letiers; may profit by the converse of the intelligent, and be
polished by the attrition of the refined. His alms may feed
the poor, and help the struggling, and bring sunshine into
desolate places; and noble public mstitutions commemorate,
after he is gone, his name and his fame. It is not in the guise
of a hideous monster, with homs and tail, that Satan tempts
the children of men, but as an angel of light. ® % * ¥ Agamst
temptations that thus appeal to the strongest impulses of our
nature, the sanctions of law and the precepts of religion can
effect but little; and the wonder is, not thai men are so self-
seeking, but that they are not much more so.”¥

These were George’s later reflections. But what hrst
stirred him and awakened the prophet in the man, was the
awful poverty he witnessed m the American metropolis.
“When I first realized the squalid misery of a great city,” he
writes, “it appalled and tormented me, and would not let me
rest, for thinking of what caused it and how could it be
cured.”} Thenceforth he devoted his leisure to econommc

* Tibrary edition of the Works of Henry George. “Progress and
FPoverty,” page 455.

+ Library edition of the Works of Henry George. “Progress and
Poverty." page 565,
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study—severe, comprehensive, systematic, critical and funda-
mental—that he might solve this problem; and when he had
solved i, and given his solution its logical demonstration in
an aitractive literary setting, he dedicated the remainder of
his life, come good times or evil times to himself, to impressing
the verity of his conclusions upon the public mind. For what
does it matter when death shall come, he has asked, “whether
we have fared daintily or not, whether we have worn soft
raiment or not, whether we leave a great fortune or nothing
at all, whether we shall have reaped honors or been despised,
have been accounted learned or ignorant—as compared with
how we may have used that talent which has been entrusted
to us for the Master’s service? What shall it maiter, when
eyeballs glaze and ears grow dull, if out of the darkness may
stretch a hand, and mto the silence may come a voice: “Well
done, thou good and faithful servant’.* With such a con-
secration of his life, Henry George became, if you please, “the
Prophet of San Francisco.”

Early in his economic studies he had seen that the associa-
tion of poverty with progress, a phenomenon he afterwards
characterized as “the riddle which the Sphinx of Fate puts
to our civilization, and which not to answer is to be de-
stroyed,”J is somehow engendered by progress itself. For he
had reflected with infinite pains upon the significant fact, which
he had first noticed in New York but now knew to be universal,
that “where the conditions to which material progress every-
where tends are most fully realized—that is to say, where
population is densest, wealth greatest, and the machinery of
production and exchange most highly developed—we find the

* Library edition of the Works of Henry George. ““Bocial
Problems,” page 59,

T Library edition of the Works of Henry George. “Progress and
Foverty.” page 10,
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deepest poverty, the sharpest struggle for existence, and the
most of enforced idleness.”S N

Though George had eatly noticed this unnatural association
of poverty with progress, the reasen for it long eluded him.
It came at length hke an inspiration. Yet it was suggested
by one of the most commenplace facts of business life, and
one with which he had long been conversant. What he dis-
cerned was not a fact that had been obscure, but an overlooked
relationship of facts that were obtrusive and familiar.

This was in 1870, just as the first continental railroad sys-
tern approached completion. Demand for land had in con-
sequence been running high acress the bay in Oakland, where
George then edited a daily paper; but that meant to him only
what it meant to his less thoughtful neighbors. 1t was simply
an indication of business prosperity, 2 manifestation of the
material progress that Oakland and San Francisco were mak-
ing. He had not yet related it to the problem that occupied
his mind. But one day while riding on horseback out inte the
foothills, he suddenly grasped the deeper meaning of this
business phenomenon, and the fateful riddle of the Sphinx
was solved.

“Absorbed in my own thoughts,” ke wrole to a friend a
quarter of a century afterward, 'l had driven the horse mio
the hills untll he panted. Stopping for breath, I asked a
passing teamster, for want of something better to say, what
land was worth there. He pointed to seme cows grazing off
so far that they looked like mice and said: ' don’t know
exactly, but there 1s a man over there whe will sell some land
for a thousand dollars an acre.” Like a flash it came upon me
that there was the reason of advancing poverty with advancing

I Library edition of the Works of Henry CGeorge. “Progress and
Poverty,” page £ :
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wealth, With the growth of population, land grows w valus,
and the men who work if must pay more for the privilegs.”™

Holding now “the clew end of the skein” George bezen
successfully to unravel it; and before the summer of 187!
he had published the result in 2 48-page pamphlet estitled
*Our Land and Land Policy.” This pamphlet was widely
distributed on the Pacific Coast as a2 political document of
extracrdinary local importance. The original 15 long since
out of print; but jt has been reproduced in the Memorial
Edition of George’s works.® Six years elapsed before he found
the leisnre pecessary to elaborale this biief cutline and give
to the world the book that made him famous. He might never
have done that work at all, but for what seemed ai the time
a crushing business blow, cutting off his expanding career as
2 newspaper editor and proprietor and reducing him agam
o poverty.

Four years previously, he and his friend William M. Hinton,
an English boy who had spent the playtime of his youth round
about the Chicago River, and who had come to be as he long
remained & business man of high standing in San Francisco,
had bepun the publication of an evenimg newspaper—The
San Francisco Post. It was the hrst peany paper west of the
Eocky Mousntains, and iis proprictors were under the necessity
of importing from the Fast a thousand dollars’ worth of one-
cent pieces to supply newsboys with change, the cent bemg
at that time an unknown coin on the Pacific slope. The suc-
cess of the mewspaper was so great that all the mechanical
facilities to which its proprictors could gain access, were
stramed; but with their limited capttal they were unablz to

* Tibrary adifion of the Works of Henry George. “The Lifs of
Hepry CGeorge.” by Henry George, Ji., page 214

# The Memaorial edition i3 sow out of print, bui the pomphist
in guestion is iocluded in the Library sdition.
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enlarge their plant,  In this not aliogether unhappy emergency
2 Benater of the United States gencrously offered 2 lamp of
Aladdin, He was one of ihe pioneers in the process of trans-
formine the Federal Senate into a club of Monte Cristos, and
a man of overflowinz wealth for those times. If George and
his partaer remembered the old clenical story and suspected
that possibly the devil had brought this welcome gift, they were
reassured by the reflection that even if the devil had brought
it the Lord must have sent it.  So the millionaire Senator was
allowed to buy a 30 per cent. interest i the paper and to Jend
the concern a copsiderable sum besides, But in a very hitle
white after the plant of the paper had been enlarged, a financial
Lurricane struck San Francisco. Meney was so tight that the
Bank of California suspended payment, and even imgots of
pure gold were literally refused as collatera! for loans of more
than 18 or 20 per cent. of their value. At this juncture the
millionaire Senator demanded instant repayment of his debt,
or iamediate possession of the paper. The reason for his
imperative demand was not a business one.  Tight as money
was with others, it was not tight with him. What the true
reason may have been s indicated by the fact that George
was invited to continue in the editorship of the paper, 2ven 1
its proprietorship, on condition that he reverse its pahicy toward
the Pacific raflrcad ring and thereafter support that piratical
monopoly.  But George had burdened his editorial vocation
with more conscience than the fnancial backers of newspapars
usually tolerate, or the ethics of ordmary journalism demand.
50 he declined the tempier’s offer. It was easy fo understand
that this gift, at any rate, was neither brought nor sent by the
iord. There was therefore no alternative, and almosi four
vears o a day after starting his suceessful paper George went
out of the establishment and back t¢ his dependent family,
once more 2 penniless man.
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Relief came from the Governor of the State, whose election
as an adversary lo the railroad ring George had promoted.
In reply to George's request for “a place where there was
little to do and something to zet,” so that he might devote
himself te some important writing, Governor Irwin appointed
him “State Inspector of Gas Meters,” the only public office
he ever held, It yielded him an ircegular and meager though
sufficient income, and required but Jittle personal attention,
most of the active work being done by local deputies. But
George did not eat the bread of idleness in this ofice. As the
responsible chief, he made a high record for efficiency and
fairness which was untversally recognized. Yet there was com-
parative leisure, and taking advantage of that, he applied hir-
self industriously from August, 1877, until March, 18792, to
the writing of “Progress and Poverty.”

Only the barest outline of this interesting and convincing
bosk can be given here. It considers its subject upon three
entirely distinct levels of thought—economic, political, and
religious. Had George not been so poor he would have written
three books instead of the one. Under the circumstances he
compressed the discussion of his subject in its reliwious aspects
into the compass of a single final chapter, and reduced that
with reference to politicai considerations to one division of
the volume—the tenth book, so called—while he wrote fully
only with reference to political economy. In this depariment
of his quiry he takes nothing for granted and advances
nothing without reason, but subjecting political economy to
a new and searching inquiry adopts those of its doctrines that
bear examination while rejecting those that do not.

Among the rejected doctrines is the theory that wages are
advanced to labor by capital. George makes it perfectly clear
that on the contrary they are produced by the labor for which
they are paid; or, to quote his own language, “production is

pr—
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always the mother of wages.” The payment of wages in-
variably imphlies the previous rendering of labor, which
turn 1mplies the production of wealth. Payving wages, there-
fore, is but the return te the laborer in one form, of wealth
he has already produced in another. It foliows that the poverty
of laborers canmot be accounted for upon any such hypothesis
as that wages are advanced to laborers by capitalists.
Another rejected doctrine is the theory of Malthus, that
with men as with animals, population naturally presses upon
subsistence. But George observes, what statistical investigators
long ignored but now admit, that man overcomes this- pressure
Ly adding to his knowledge and skiil. When, for instance,
animals eat chickens there are fewer chickens and the food
supply for chicken-cating animals s diminished; but when
men eat chickens, they propagate chickens and the foed supply
of chicken-eating men is augmented. It follows from the
demolition of the Malthusian notion, which George certainly
accomplished, that the poverty of laborers cannot be accounted
for upon the assumption that Nature 15 niggardly. Nor can it
be accounted for by anything else within the sphere of the
laws of production. Nature being prolific and human intel-
Iigence progressive, there is no reason why labor as 2 whole
should not be at all times able to produce all that laborers need.
Thus the inguiry is shifted from the laws of production
to those of distribution—from the laws of making things, to
the laws of sharing things. George is here in substantial ac-
cord with the classical school of ecoromists as to the nature
of Ricardo’s law of rent; but he diverges when he treats the
law of rent and the law of wages as correlative. While that
schoel argue that rent depends upon differences in the de-
sirableness of land, and that wages depend not upon land at
all but upon the supply of capital devoted to paying wages,
{George explains that wagzes as well as rent depend upon dif-
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ferences in the desirableness of land. Under his analysis they
are the two proportions o shares of one whole, namely, of the
whole produce of labor applied to land—labor including, of
course, all human effort, and land being its matural emviren-
ment, Consequently, he concludes that as either of these pro-
portions or shares increases, the other must proportionately
diminish; and therefore that as rent rises with the lowering
of the margin of production, wages correspondingly [all with
the lowering of that margin. H there is any flaw in George’s
reasoning here, it has never vet been pointed out; though it
is upon this conclusion that his solution of the poverty-with-
progress problem finally rests. For, in the development of his
inquiry he argues that when in spite of increased productive
power labor interests suffer, it must be because landed interests
flourish. In other words, if wages, the fund that belongs to
labor, tend downward or remain stationary with increase in
production, it must be because rent, the fund that gees to the
menopsly of superior lands, absorbs the increase. And this
inference is borne out by “the general fact, observable every-
where, that as the value of land increases, so does the contrast
beiween wealth and want appear”—by the fact that “where
the value of land is highest, civilization exhibits the greatest
luxury side by side with the most piteous destitution.”
Irrefutable, however, as this fundamental principle of. dis-
tribution is, it does not solve the problem, but is only a step,
though a long one, in that direction. To say that wages remain
low because rent advances, “is like saying that a steamboat
moves because the wheels turn around.” The further question
15, What causes rent to advance? What 15 the force or neces-
sity which, as productive power increases, distributes a greater
and greater proportion of the produce as rent? (George answers
that one of these forces is increase of population; and the
other, mmprovement in the productive arts. Each operates to

oLt R
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enhance the demand for land, and as the supply is limited,
sach therefore tends to increase its value.

Concrete llustrations of the principle may be observed on
every hand. For instance, a2 building lot in Philadelphia ai
t5th and Chestnut Streets, which was worth $8 m 1685, had
advanced with a siowly increasing pepulation and slightly
advancing productive power lo $25,000 in the century and 2
half down to 1838. But soon after that, sieam began to
revolutionize industry, and in the following sixty ysars, under
the spur of a rapidly increasing population and miraculously
advancing productive power, the value of this lot leaped to
$1.000.000. Take another instance. In Toronte, a corner lot
at King and Yonge Streets, was worth $80 a front foot in 1833,
In twenty-vme vears it had risen to $320; in twenty-one more
years to $2,000; and in the next twenty-one years to $4,000,
Ok, if you prefer, come closer home. One of the leading real
estate experts of Chicago in the early '90"s (Mr. F.R.Chandler)
published the economic history of the Chicage building lot at
the southwest corner of Madison and State Streets—about a
guarter of ar acre. Iz 1830 it was worth $20. kK rose teo
$28,000 during the first thirty years, and during the next
thirty to $1,500,000.% These instances are cnly samples. [f
all the data were available—the data of building land in ¢ity
and village and town, of ranch land and farm land, of forests
and water power, of mineral deposits and oil fields, of the land
value that is represented by stocks upon the sireet as well as
that which Ggures on real estate exchanges—if all these data
were available we should plainly see that the land values of
the country have increased, under the impulse of growing
population and expanding improvement, to Iabulous sums.

* Page 286 of the Bighth Riennial Report of the Bureau of Labor
Statistics of (llineis {18%4}, prepared under the supervisior of George
A, Schilling as Secretary of the Boerd of Commissioners of Labor.
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Yet it is the same land that it was before. If other property
is more valuable also, that Is because there is more of it. But
there i3 not more land. The only change regardmg land is
that it 15 1n greater demand.

Another phase of this phenomenon needs explanation, to
make George’s solution of his problem complete, To the
extent that rent is augmented by actual increase of labor-
produced wealth, it is augmented only as a properiion; and
though wages are correspondingly diminished as a propostion,
they may nevertheless be actually higher than before, because
they are a proportion of a larger whole. Bui rent 15 not aug-
mented by the actual increase of labor-produced wealth alone.
It advances also in consequence of speculative investments in
land. Land being held cut of use for higher prices in the
future, is “forestalled,” as lawvers used to say, or “'soonerized,”
as reservation settlers would call it under certain cireum-
stances. What this familiar process may be called, however,
is of hittle moment. The essential fact is that with speculation
in land there is a decrease in the supply of land, without a
corresponding increase in the supply of products. This tends,
of course, to advance land values in general; and in so far
as they are thereby advanced, rent is not merely a larger pro-
portion of a larger quantity of products, but s a larger pro-
portion of the same guantity. Consequently, any increase of
rent due to the forestalling of land, decreases wages not only
proportionately but absolutely. In dividing the total product
a smaller quantity, as well as a smaller propertion, is left by
rent for wages. This was the truth that flashed upon George,
on his horseback ride among the hills beyond Oakland.

In that speculative tendency will be found all the truth
there is in the Malthusian theory. Though population does not
tend to outrun the subsistence which the wisdom and skili of
man can obtain from the earth, it does tend to outrun the
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subsistence to be got from the few and lean parts of the earth
that are not forestalled. True words are those of George where
he says: “lt is a well-provisioned ship, this on which we sail
through space. If the bread and beef above decks seem o
grow scarce, we but open a hatch and there is a new supply,
of which before we never dreamed. And very great command
aver the services of others comes to those who as the haiches
are opened are permitted to say, “This is mine!” 7%

if that illustration is too poetic for the hard-headed business
man who has no theories but knows how to make money, let
him pay attention to another, one that is perhaps better adapted
to his understanding. ! quote again from George: “Say to
him—that is, to the hard-headed business man—" "Here is
a litile village; in ten years it will be a great aity; in ten years
the railroad will have taken the place of the stage coach, the
electric light of the candle; it will abound with all the machin-
ery and improvements that so enormously multiply the effective
power of laber. Will, in ten vears, interest be any higher?
He will tell you, ‘Nel” ‘“Will the wages of commen labor be
any higher; will it be easier for a man who has nothing but
his fabor to make an independent living? He will tell you,
‘No; the wages of common labor will not be any higher; on
the contrary, all the chances are that they will be lower; it
will not be easier for the mere laborer to make an independent
fiving; the chances are that it will be harder.” ‘What, then,
will be hisher? ‘Rent; the value of fand. Go, get yourself
a piece of ground, and hold possession.” And if, under such
circumstances, you take his advice, you need do nothing more.
You may sit down and smoke your pipe; you may lie around
like the lazzaroni of Naples or the leperos of Mexico; you may

* Library edition of the Works of Henry George. “Progress anil
Poverty,” page Z4lL.
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go up in a baliocn, or down a hole in the ground; and witheut
doing one stroke of work, without adding one jota to the wealth
of ihe community, in ten years you will be rich! In the new
city you may have a luxurious mansion; but among its pubiic
buildings will be an almshouse.”™

Here, then, is George’s fundamental explanation of the
persistence of poverty amid advancing wealth. It is the in-
stitution of private ownership of land—not possession for use,
but ownership. Not that other causes than land ownership
do not exist: not that other reforms may not be advantageously
made. But this is the primary cause which neutralizes all
secondary reforms. This is the robber that takes all that the
other robbers are forced to give up. This is the robber that
even robs the other robbers while they ply their predatory
callings. Have we not heard, for instance, that the rents of
the very poor are higher where facilities for stealing coal from
railroad cars are good? This is the robber that compels so
many people, as the Irishman said, “to work themselves to
death in order to make a living.” The eradication of this evil,
therefore, is the-fundamental reform without which all other
reforms will ever be unavailng.

At this point, however, George was confronted with two
considerations: The all-controlling question of justice; and
the practical question of method.

On the face of the malter there seemed to be no room for
dispute over the question of justice. In the high court of
morals, fand monopoly has no standing. The only moral title
to anything runs back to the producer, and land titles cannot
be traced to that source. Of land it may be as truly affirmed
that human titles are invalid, as it was of the runaway slave

= Library editien of the Works of Henry George. “‘Progress and
Poverly,” page 291
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before the Vermont judge in the old Abolition story. A bill
of sale from the slave’s former master was offered in proof of
title. “That paper does not prove title in this court,” said the
indignant judge; “you must produce a bill of sale frem God
Almighty.” The principle involved was to George the same.
“If chatte! slavery be unjust,” he writes, “then is private
property i land unjust. For let the circumstances be what
they may—the ownership of land will always give the owner-
ship of men, to a degree measured by the necessity (real or
artificial) for the use of land. * * #* And when that necessity
is absolute—when starvation is the alternative to the use of
land, then does the ownership of men involved in the owner-
ship of land become absolute. Place one hundred men on ar
island from which there is no escape, and whether you make
one of these men the absolute owner of the other ninety-nine,
or the absolute swner of the soil of the island, will make no

difference either te him or to them.”#

But an objection is interposed which sounds as if it might
have standing in the moral forum. It is not to the sin of land
monopoly, for it concedes that, but to the injustice of abolish-
ing land monopoly. This angular objection rests upon the
notion that an initial wrong may produce a vested right, not
only legally but morally., Here is 2 fine hg, verly, to be
gathered from such a thistle! Yet opon that hypothess 1t 15
argued that the moral wrong of iand monopoly caanot be
justly abolished without compensating its expropriated bene-
ficiaries. Like all other objections that have as yet been raised,
this one was anticipated and answered by George himself.
His answer may not be conclusive, but thus far it stands un-
refuted. It involves the idea that no moral wrong can ever

* Library edition of the Works of Henry (eorge. ““Progress and
Poveriy,” page 345,
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ripen Into a meral right, Some moral wrongs, indeed, are
temporary in their effects; ancient wrongs like these, socisty
should refuse to set night. Not so with continuing wrongs.
From the cbligation to right continuing wrongs, society 1s never
absclved; not because they were wyeng in their ancient begin-
nings, but because they are wrong in their present operation.

In taking this position, George appealed not only te obvious
moral principle, but also to a familiar principle of juns
prudence. In no enlightened view of the subject, even from
a legal siandpoint, can continuing wrongs be held ever to ripen
into vested rights. Wherever our junsprudence acknowledges
vested rights in continuing wrongs, it will be found to be
because the vital fact that the wrongs in question are of the
continuing kind is ovedooked. It has been falsely assumed,
for instance, that the wrong involved in land monopoly began
and ended with the original wresting by force or fraud of the
land from the people. But that is not true. As George con-
tends, land monopely is “a fresh robbery of every succeeding
generation—a new robbery every year and every day.” For,
“when nen-producers can claim as rent a portion of the wealth
created by producers, the right of the producers to the fruits
of their labor is to that extent denied.”¥

The principle here involved is familiar enough. It involves
power to prevent laborers from laboring. But we are prone to
confine its application to the oppressive exploits of laber unions.
When these organizations, aimmg to secure for the famihes
of their members from a day’s work what might be encugh to
furmish a fine gentleman of leisure with his day’s supply of
cigars—when for this purpose they go on a strike and decree
that no ene shall work In their places if they can help it, we

* Library edition of the Works of Henry George.  “Progress and
Poverly,” page 824,
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hear much about invasions of the sacred night to work, But
labor unions, let them be never so powerful and domineering,
do not interfere as much in a decade with the sacred right
work as the institution of land monopoly does in a day. Yet
your fine gentieman, while vigorously defending the sacred
right to work as against the comparatively petty aggressions of
labor unions, assumes a different aititude with reference to the
enormous aggressions of land monopoly.

When discussing vested rights, let us not forget that the
right to work and to keep the fruits of one's labor, is itself a
vested right of the frst order—a right vested in every one in
virtue of his manhood: and that any mmstitution, however
hoary, which is derogatory of that right can never create
vested rights in merals and cught never to create them in law.
This was Georze's philosophy with reference to the institution
of land monopoly. To apply the statute of limitations to land
monopoly, he wrole—with especial reference te lrish land-
fordism m 1881, but with general reference to landlordism
everywhere and at all times—""t¢ acknowledge for it the title
of prescription, Is not to condone the pasi; 1t is io legalize
robbery in the present, to justify it in the future. The indict-
ment which really lies against the Irish landlords is not that
their ancestors, or the ancestors of their grantors, robbed the
ancestors of the Irish people. That makes no difference. ‘Let
the dead bury their dead.” The indictment that truly lies is
that here, now, in the year 1881, hey rob the Irish people.
And shall we be told that there car be a vested right to con-
tmue such robbery?”#

But the question of compensation is after all not important.
It is only of academic interest when the fact is considered that

* Library edition of the Works of Henry Ceorge. “The Land
{Juestion,” page 5i.
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the practical method which George proposed tn “Progress and
Poverty” would approximately and substantially accomplish
the result at which he simed without causing appreciable loss
fo anyhody. While he held that we should satsfy the law of
justice by abolishing all private titles at one streke, this did
noi appeal to him as the best method, He preferred 1o the
revolutionist’s policy that of the statesman, whereby great
changes are brought abeut under old forms. What he pro-
posed, therefore, Instead of abelishing land owaership in form,
was to accomplish its abelition in effect, by gradually but as
rapidly as possible exempting everything except land values
from taxation.

By thus throwing the burden of taxation upon land valves,
the rent of land would be largely if not wholly drawa inte the
public treasury, without sudden change or any of the friction
incident te a revoletion i the form of land tenure. Among
other advantages, we might observe in passing {though George
himaself made no pomt of it), there would be an entire avoid-
ance of the guestion of compensating land owners for thair
loss of land rent. You don’t compensate tax pavers for taxa-
tion by restoring their taxes. Or, if you choose to compensate
this kind of tax payer in that way, vou would have to collect
the compensation by taxes on land values, so that the land-
owning class would compensate one ancther, George himself
would probably have made ao objection to that, though he
would doubtless have smiled at the proposal as a reduction 1o
absurdity of the untenable doctrine of awarding compensaton
for taking common values for common uses.

The taximg method advocated by George had larger pur-
poses, however, than aveiding plausible but wuntenable ob-
jections. 1he single tax which he proposed would encourage
enterprise by removing one of its greatest burdens—the burden
of taxation upon mdustry and thrift; # would discourage land
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monopoly, because the tax would be too high to permit of
profitable monopoly of land except to put 3t to its best use;
it would take approximately the current rent of land, which i
of right a common fund, for the common use; and 7t would
still further encourage enterprise by making land of all kinds
vastly more avallable than now to men of small capital, The
net result, approximately, would be the establishment of stabil-
ity of tenure in land users, the appropriation to public uses of
fand values, the releasing of unused land from ownership, and
the securing to individual workers of their full individual earn-
ings——approximately neither more ner less,

Upon preferring this fiscal method of effecting his object,
George found himself in the field of fiscal controversy. Here
he was in accord upon principle with the greatest among oriho-
dox fiscal studenis, and his own work was supplemenied later
on by the stauistical labors of the late Thomas G, Shearman,
whose “Natural Taxation™ deserves the place of a classic
fiscal hterature. The principles of taxation to which George
adhered are not those of the continental students who build
upon the historical concept of ruler and ruled. They are those
which rest upon the moral concept of reciprocal rights and
dutles as between individual aad individual, and the individual
and the community. Briefly summarized, their idea! is that
men should pay iaxes not in proportion to their ability to pay
them, a doctrine which would seem to belong more appropri-
ately to the ethics of highwaymanship and piracy; but that
they should pay tazes as they make payments for other things,
12 proportion to benefits received.  This would be accomplished
by the taxation of land values exclosively, for under that sys-
tern men would pay tazes v proportion to the Anancial benefits
they enjoy from sociely in excess of the financial benefits which
sociely confers upon the poorest classes of their fellow citizens.

When George had finished his inguiry on the sconcmic
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plane, he tested his conclusions by an examination de nove
on the plane of higher politics, in the course of which he un-
folded his theory of the law of human progress. He then ad-
vanced his inquiry to the spiritual or religious plane. Here he
touched upon the mysterious problem of the individual life;
for in his previous examinations, as he says, something had
come to him which he did not think to find, “and a faith that
was dead revived.” In each of these two independent in-
guiries, the political and the religions, his larger conclusions
on the economic plane were verified, and se his eritical and
constructive work came to a satisfactory end.

Then followed the period of propagation. At first his
manuscript was rejected by publishers, and he was obliged 1o
resort to an author’s edition, much of the type of which he set
himself. This brought at last ome publisher’s offer in the
United States, and that brought one from England. The book
went slowly at first but soon gained headway, and within four
years it had sold to the extent of hundreds of thousands of

copies i both countries. It has been translated into pearly’

every civilized tongue, and all these editions still have a steady
sale. *The Irish Land Question,” now called “The Land Ques-
tion,”* which deals with the land agitation of the 805 in
Ireland, though upon cosmopolitan principles, scon followed.
After that, “Social Problems”} appeared. This is a series of
essays which were published origimally in Frank Leslie’s Alus-
trated Newspaper, and for which George got his first kiberal
compensation as a writer. = Protection or Free Trade™} came
next. It had been delayed more than two years by the loss of
the first manuscript when the rough draft was nearly completed.

* Library edifion of the Works of Henry (George.
1 Library edition of the Works of Henry Ceorge.
1 Library edition of the Works of Henry George.
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“The Condition of Labor,” an open letter to Pope Leo Xl
m answer to his Encyclical on Labor, was George’s hifth book.
His sixth was “A Perplexed Philosopher,”T a criticism of
Herbert Spencer and a review of his philosophy in so far as it
1s concerned with the land question. Finally, though not unul
after the author’s death, and then in an unfinished condition,
the “Science of Political Economy”f was published by his son.
Though incomplete and crude, this unfinished book embodies
some of the best contributions vet made to economic science.

To propagate the doctrines of “Progress and Poverty” to
better advantage, George had moved from San Francisco to
New York in 1881. With the same object in view he afterward
traveled through England, Scotland, Ireland, and Australia,
speaking before large audiences in all those countries. While
mn [reland he was twice arrested along with an Oxford tutor
of Tory proclivities, on suspicion of Fenianism, with the result
of making an Irish sympathizer of the Oxonian, and of forcing
an apology to George and an offer of money from the British
government through the American State Department. George
accepted the apology, but refused the money. On 2 later trip
to England he was welcomed on the platform by audiences of
all classes, numbering scores of thousands, and his name was
in every newspaper and on every iongue.

Before removing to New York, he had frequently taken
an active part in Caltfornia politics, though as a public-spirited
citizen and not at any time as a professional politician. Ori-
ginally a Republican, having been drawn into that party by the
anti-slavery sympathies of his youth, he cast his first vote for
Abraham Lincoln in the historic presidential contest of 1860,
and continued to vote the Republican ticket until after Grant’s

¢ Library edifion of the Works of Henry {leorze.
¥ Library edition of the Works of Henry {George,
I Library edition of the Works of Henry George.
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first election. But the centralizing spirit of the Republican
organization under Grant’s first administration seemed to him
to have become so dangerous that along with many such
staunch Republicans as Governor Haight, he feft the party,
Abways afterward party ties rested lightly upon him. He had
no inclination, however, toward permarent side parties, and
usnally supported Democratic candidates,

In 1869 he sought the Democratic nomination for the
California legislature, hoping to push the fight, then gathering
force on the Pacific slope, against the railroad and telegragh
sings.  For refusing to submit to an assessment imposed by the
party machine, he lost the nomination; but two years later
i came to him, and at that election he was defeated with the
rest of his party ticket. In [872 he went as a delegate from
California to the Democratic convention that nominated Horace
Greeley for president, and served op the committee to aotify
the presidential candidate.

It was not until 1877, however, that he was put io the test
that comes sooner or later to all politicians of ability—the test
that forces them to decide for themselves whether they are
politicians in the exalted sense or only ambitious office seekers.
Upon the approach of the election of that year for delegates
to the constitutional convention of California, which occurred
at the height of the so-called “sand lots” agitation among
workingmen under the leadership of Dennis Kearney, George
offered himself as a candidate upon a platform proposing to
shift taxation from those who produce wealth to these whe
merely appropriate it. The Democratic party nominaed him,
So did the powerful workingmen's party., As every one knew,
the nomination of the latter was a guarantee of election, and
nothing remained but to go before its ratification meeting and
accept.  When George appeared at that meeting he learned
that all the labor candidates were being pledged to the party
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platform and to acknowledge the leadership of Dfanms %Eeamey.
(Other candidates gracefully acquiesc’ed as their tamahf:aa"r:,
but not so George. When the questlonrt were plht to him ;
rose before that great audience of excited v::ormazgrs;enf an
refused the pledge. There were some planks in the p a? on;:,
he said, that he must oppose; and as to the leadersﬁp}; 2
would not submit te Kearney's dictation.  Unless he cou aw!fle
the nomination as a free man he would not accept it ‘al: all.
Hisses greeted this characteristic speech, and the nomma%sz:
was angrily reveked. George went to the polls, therefore, ljvaa h
only the Democratic nomination; and altht{ugh he van a ;he
of his ticket, he went down to defeat w:th_ the Test. he
workingmen's ticket triumphed and for the tme Kearney le
e ;flss;;lrther political experiences marked George?’s careér Iin
San Francisco; but in 1886 he became the candlclat:e .of It{e
labor organizations of New York for Mayor of ‘that r:ity.& b:s
nomination was made in response to a petition signed by
34,000 voters. Its dangerous significance became. ?t once ap-
parent io the Democratic politicians, who were divided 1}1 ;wo
camps. lammany Hall and the County Democracy (unt.l t.en
enemies to the death) consequently came tosether, nominating
Abram 5. Hewitt to defeat Henry George._ They were drwin
to this when they saw workingmen leaving them in shoaz
Before uniting, however, they tried to buy George off.
politician holding high city office, with Whom George zas on
friendly terms, waited vpon him. The politictan warned George
that he could not be elected mayor of New Yozk, no matl:er
how many people might vote for him, and (en co?d!txon ¥ a;
he decline the labor nomination for mavor) definitely offere
him, on behalf of Tammany Hall and‘ the Cfmr}ty Democracy;;
their joint nomination for Congress in a st.;hstnci: wh;r; ;uc
a nomination would be equivalent to election. He added an




32 THE PROPHET OF SAN FRANCISCO.

assurance that George need be at no expense whatever., “'If
I cannot possibly get the office of Mavor,” asked George, “why
fo vou want me to withdraw?” The candid politician replied:
“You capnol be elected, but your rupping will raise hefl!”
You have relieved me of embarrassment,” was George's
response; 1 do not want the responsibility and the work of
the office of Mayor of New York, but I do want to raise helll
1 am decided and will yun.”¥ ‘

George seldom swore. He never swore lightly noer irrev.
erently, but always with rightecus indignation and in deadly
ealin?st. On those occasions he could say “damn™ with more
religious fervor than many pious folks put intc then prayers.
He was not pious; but he was intensely religious. When
therefore, he told the New York politician that he wanted “to,
raise hell” with New York politics, he was as serious as was
Washington when he swore at Monmouth.

_ And he did what he said he wanted to do. It was a whirl-
wind campaign, in which the “Prophet of San Francisco”
preached his doctrines to listening thousands; and Tammany
Hail and the County Democracy, both unspeakably corrupt
solemnly plaved in the role of “saviers of society.” Mei;
who have since become ardent disciples of George have
ackﬁewledged that under the influence of the upper class
prejudice and passion to which the Democratic candidate ap-
pealed, they had actually feared that the streets of New York
would run with blood if George were elected. The election
resulted in a victory for Mr. Hewitt. He received 90,552 votes
Theodore Roosevelt, afterward President of the United Statef;
but then the Republican candidate for Mayor of New York, re-

* Library edition of the Work
‘ e 2 of Henry (George. T A
Henry George,” by Henry George, Jr.. page 463, ¢ he ite of
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ceived 60,435, George received at least 68,11 —for he was

accorded that many in the count.

Although in the following year George was the labor can-
didate for Secretary of State in New York, he only carried the
banner. There was no possible hope of election, nor even of
a vote of any magnitude. Hardly had this apparent repulse
occurred, however, when President Cleveland sent to Congress
his tariff reform message. George at once came to his support,
believing that here was the beginning of a free trade fight m
old party politics that would develop along radical lnes and
lead on io that more perfect free tinde for which he stood.
He was doomed again to disappointment, for the tariff quesiion
gave way to the money question. In this contingency he sup-
ported Bryan, though not because he believed in bi-metalism,
for he did not. On ithe money question he believed m a single
standard for values and government paper for currency. He
supported Bryan because he looked upon the silver question
then, as he had looked upon the tanff reform guestion four
as a mere superficial manifestation, though a

years before,
the common

manifestation nevertheless, of a groping among
people for democratic leadership against the strengthening
forces of plutocracy.

Otherwise than in these respects George was not agaik
involved in practical politics until the year of his death, which
sccurred in 1897 in the heat of the first campaign for Mayer
of Greater New York. He had again become the candidate
of the labor organizations to oppose Tammany Hall. Though
well under sixty years of age, and until six or seven years
before as vigorous in body as he always was in mind, he was
ai this time greatly enfeebled. A paralytic attack in 1890,
preducing a touch of aphasia from which he scon recovered,
had Jeft him nevertheless i 2 physical condition in which
within five years he aged in appearance frem a strong man in
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middle life to a shrunken and wearied one of seventy. Yet
he went into the political fight partly because the workingmen
urged him to, and partly because he believed that his candidacy
would directly save the city from dishonor and incidentally
promote the cause that was always uppermosi in his mind.

Toward the end of this campaign, which he had contested
almost fiercely, he made one of his closing speeches for the
day at an immense meeting of workingmen called to support
his candidacy. The chairman introduced him, after the man-
ner of chairmen wishing to fatter political audiences, as “the
oreat friend of fabor.” This complimentary characterizalion
caught George’s ear. He was no demagogue. He played
neither to the galleries nor to the boxes, and he would not be
misrepresented though with the kindest intentions. . Coming
feebly forward, his volce gaining ‘power, however, and ex-
panding in volume until it filled the hall, he exclaimed: “I
have never claimed to be a special friend of labor.. Let us
have done with this call for special privileges for labor. Labor
does not want special privileges. 1 have never advocated nor
asked for special rights or special sympathy for workingmen.
What 1 stand for is the equal rights of all men.”

This concise and emphatic declaration of the principles
of a life time was his last important public utterance. * Two or
three more speeches, almost perfunctory, closed the night’s
campaigning, and when the next day broke the “Prophet of
San Francisco” lay dead. The culminating hour of this con-
secration’ had come, when eye balls glazed and ears grew dull,
and out of the darkness had stretched the hand and into the
silence had come the voice—""Well done, thou good and faith-
ful servant.”




