races. on chnngmg to: such “mv:hsed; d}ets" is well estab
hshed » iy Bag wpnioat faguds a

Sodlum fluoride is a pmsonous “by- product of the manu-
facture of alurmmum and of certam aghcultural fertilisers.

- Diets have been qonstmcted which would provide
what the advocates of fluoridation consider to be an ade-
quate dose from natural sourges, . This- method has b_een
recommended by the Scientific Council of the Inter-
national  Society for Research on Nutrition. and Vital
Substances as being. preferable to compulsory. fluoridation
of drinking water. . [t is unobjectionable because ‘it is

purei‘yﬁ voluntary. 8B 2 A

In' a:number of places ins the Umted States and else
where polls .of ‘the electors have been held on the ques-
tion: of ‘fluoridating. the water supply. In nearly every
case the proposal has:been defeated. In the latter part
of 1959 polls were held.in .eight towns in New Zealand.
In: every. case.there was an. overwhelming adverse vote,
despite official ‘support and the recommendations of a
Committee of Inquiry. - In- Auckland, the largest city
(population - 400,000), the mayor although personally
popular in other respects was defeated by the pres'ldent of
the Anti-fluoridation Society.

It would be well for opponents of this nostrum to poml
out these facts to their Member of Parliament and other
represcnta.tlvcs 4

A Lesson From India

The traglc fallure of an idealistic attempt to succour the poor and hungry.
__Translated {1952) by the late A. W. MADSEN from the Danish Justice -

[

HE much travelled and well known author Karl

Eskelund, whose many books on foi'eig_n countries
and their peoples have countless readers, has contributed
to the Danish weekly journal H;emmer (“The Home"} a
very interesting article entltled “They wanted to show
that India could ﬂouns

Karl Eskelund de&crlbes a. benevolent effort whlch a
band of young American, and Enslish Quakers made in
the . way .of assisting some. of . the Indian population,
rmlhons of whom live at starvatlon level.

The young idealists took up: their task one:spring-day
in 1946 when they arrived at the village district of Pifa,
which lies in the Ganges delta. They were fully aware
that their work would test their patience,.for in India
you can get no results *“at five minutes past twelve.” But
after having outlined thelr plans to the peasants, the
fishermen and the landowners, which met with general
approval, they organised a co-operative enterprise in
cultivating the land and in ‘marketing’ the produce. - This
was formerly handled by middlemen who made something
like 100 per cent. profit on the trade. - They set up day
schools for -the children, evening .schools for adulls.
clinics, etc. i '

After overcoming' the initial"difficulties, they saw slgn‘i
of progress. Inspiration grew. Health ‘conditions im:
proved. All took greater interest in their work and their
earnings increased, New ideas took shape — there was
advance along the whole line—an advance, slow but sure.

Five years after the experiment betan Karl Eskelund
visited Pifa and with ‘on¢ of the Quakers as his guide,
he went through the village to see how it was faring.
The Quaker had lost more than two stones in weight
and was as thin and spare as the natives. But what
was worse, he had lost heart because the experiment had
proved a total failure. The day school still existed, but
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only one- fourth of the ch:ldren attended it. The evening
school was closed. The clinic was hardly used. Agri-
culture, fishing and. trade were back again to old methods.

The author asked for an explanation of this fiasco.
The young Quaker offered quite a number of reasons.
They had been too inexperienced; economic conditions
and the tension between India and Pakiston had handi-
capped the work; the climate was against them, it was
too humid and hot, exhausting both energy and will.

ESKELU__ND_ could. accept none of - these . explanations
and finally he got to the root of the matter. - We
quote his own words: — .
“In the first year - after begmmng the experlment
both peasants and fishermen earned more than ever
before. What was the result? The large landowners
at once raised their rents and the smaller landowners
followed suit.. The peasants had to pay more for
permission to .cultivate the 1and. The fishermen had
to find more money to buy permission to cast their
nets on the flooded fields. In that way practically the
whole of the increased earnings passed into ‘land-
owners’ pockets,

“The people of Pifa were unhappy at this. Neverthe-

less, in the next year they worked hard. Crops were

v plentiful ; there was a rich catch of fish; good prices

.+ were paid for the produce. At once the landowners
- raised their rents still higher.

“The people then began to lose courage. What wa,s'
“'the use if for all their efforts they got no benefit? The
fandowners waxed fatter. The peasants and fishermen
‘did not become any’ thinner—that they could not, for
otherwise they would dle ;

. “Indians are ignorant “but they are not stupid. I"hey
can put two and two together. They had found them-
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selves momentarily enriched by the new methods but

in the end all the extra money went to the land-

owners. If one of the new ideas would not work,
what faith could they put in any other novelties?

Perhaps after all the old methods were the best . . .”

Yes, that is the story so far as it goes. And indeed
it would be difficult to find an example that more simply
and clearly and with less ambiguity, demonstrates the
truth of what Henry George has taught. It is that as
long as private property right to the rent of land obtains,
so long will every advance crystallising in land values
be gathered by the incidental owner of land; while he
who works, he who produces, must toil the day long
without gainint more for his labour than is-enough to
avoid death from hunger.

The lesson is so good because it reveals the problem
in all its simplicity, because it is cleared of all that in
civilised society makes it more difficult to see the import-
ance of the land question.

E said there was no more to the story. Nor is there.

Yet the author did write something else. He went-

on to say that the young Quaker would not lay any
blame on the landowners. There could be no objection
against the landowners trying to gain as much as possible
and after all there was nothing unlawful in owning land.
The young Quaker admitted the immorality of the cir-
cumstances, but that can only be mended by “re-making
the law and remoulding the whole system.”

The author himself sees clearly that the land question
plays a part and proposes the sub-division: of land
(creation of small-holdings). Yet he is not sure that sub-
division will solve the problem. For he writes: —

“Meanwhile there is evidence that you don’t get rid

of land ownership in that manner. Land ownership is
like the weed that ever shoots up. The Indian peasant
has a habit of using every penny he possesses to spend
on festive occasions when a son is born, or when a
daughter is married. If he has no cash he goes to the
money-lender, who is often the landowner, the only
person in the village who has ready money. Of course
that is stupid of the peasant, but he has so little in
hand. Already there have been occasions where a man
who had become owner of his plot got into debt and
had to forfeit his land. Thus he became a day labourer
again, to toil for the same landlord as before.”

The story itself in all its nakedness reveals the curse
of the private ownership of the rent of land. The com-
ments of the Quaker and of the author both go to prove
that every form of palliative is in vain. The author is
honest enough to acknowledze that smallholding schemes
are no remedy, and the Quaker, although unconsciously,
tells the truth that things cannot be changed without
“remaking the law and remoulding the whole system.”
But what is related to that truth, namely, its consequences,
he does not face.

For the truth is that we cannot reach a solution of
the social problem without “remoulding the whole
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system,” without recognising the joint property right of
the people to natural resources and the community-created
values—and taking the consequences thereof by demand-
in?, everywhere in the world, that the whole rent of
land be collected for the community, to the abolition of
taxes and all other encroachment upon property rights.

This truth applies in our own country and the world
over. We can offer Marshal Aid, Atlantic pacts, help
to undeveloped countries and what all else these modern
organisations for help and co-operation are called. So
long as we fail to solve the land question in the one
rational way, all this help will be in vain. We will but
continue to fertilise the ground for the Communism
which knows that the land question is the life and death
question for all mankind, and which uses that knowledge
to bring the people under its yoke.

“BACKWARD” COUNTRIES
NEED OPEN PORTS

N his statement to shareholders of Martin’s Bank last
month, Sir A. Harold Bibby made the important
point that among the younger nations there is “a con-
stant urge towards self-sufficiency regardless of economic
considerations. They should produce what their country,
climate, natural resources and people are most fitted for,
rather than endeavour to establish industries by means of
import restrictions and other measures to do what can
be done better and more cheaply elsewhere. The ten-
dency is perhaps most pronounced in transport, be it
shippiny or airlines. In both these important industries,
every sort of pressure is brought into play to buttress
up an effort which has no economic justification, and is
merely an expensive expression of national pride and in-
dependence. This all runs counter to the expansion of
world trade.”

This excellent statement is in line with that by the
chairman of the Chartered Bank noted here last October.
The “War on Want” crusaders and like-minded people
should ponder its significance.

UNION BRANCH DEMANDS L.V. RATING

Portsmouth No. 6 Branch A.EU. resolution adopted last
month reads: - “Recognising that the present rating system
benefits land speculators and slum landlords, deters and
penalises development and hurts most the poorer sections
of society, demands legislation to rate land values only,
this having precisely the opposite effects of the present
system.”

MALTHUSIAN MOTORIST

I think all this hullabaloo about road casualties is
daft. Nature will find some way of keeping populations
under control. We have no famines or plagues and hope
for no wars, and if we had no road deaths you can be
sure something else would crop up. There are very many
worse ways of dying—From a letter by Ann M. Moore
in The People’s Guardian, February 6.
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