iated an agrarian law by which
all public lands, either usurped
or held on lease in quantities
exceeding the holders’ reason-
able requirements, should be
resumed on behalf of the state,
and distributed to landless
citizens in lots of 30 iugera as
inalienable heritable leaseholds.

The reform was carried out,
and showed good results; but it
went so contrary to the interest
of the corrupt oligarchy that
they had the elder Gracchus
murdered. Four years after his
death, the distributions were
suspended.

Gaius Gracchus, having had
himself elected as tribune of the
people, and established his posi-
tion with a law authorising re-
election, proceeded not only to
secure resumption of the work
started by his brother, but also to
gain powerful political allies in
the mercantile class and the
city proletariat.

The various baits offered to
the former need not concern us
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here; but his offering to the latter
is of vital current interest, in that
it was both the foundation of the
fatal “bread and circuses” policy
of Imperial Rome, and an early
simple example of what we now
call the welfare state.

He made a permanent feature
of the Roman economy out of
the previously occasional prac-

tice of distributions of corn in ,

the capital at purely nominal
prices.

Gaius, like Tiberius Sem-
pronius, ended by being houn-
ded to death. One part of his
work, the corn distributions,
lived on to complete the de-
moralisation of the Roman pop-
ulace. Another, the weakening
of the power of the Senate,
created a pattern for the future
absolute rule of one man.

The great attempt, however, to
establish economic justice by
means of more equal access to
natural resources came to noth-
ing. It is likely, however, that in
the end the plans of the Gracchi

would have been of no avail; for
similar ones have since been
carried out in revolutionary
France and late nineteenth-
century Ireland, with no further
result than the expansion of the
class privileged to hold land,
and the continued depression of
the rest.

What is required, as Henry
George saw,’ is not a physical
redistribution of the land, but a
fulfilment of the equal right of
all to its use. This would be
achieved by the collection on
behalf of the state of the rent, or
return to landownership over
and above the return necessary
to induce use. It would then be
ensured that landholding was
for use, and not for speculation
or the extraction of rent from
others.

There would be no need for
tenants to worry: they are
already paying to private people
whatever is surplus to their pro-

Continued on Page 76 >

75




