ginning with the successful agita-
tion of the small farmers who cam-
paigned for taxation to be trans-
ferred from their improvements to
their land, followed by the story
of the growth and influence of the
Danish Justice Party dedicated to
the principles of Henry George.
An interesting aspect revealed
by the author is the origin of the

A Field Day
For Land

(By a Participant)

RECENTLY spent rather a

heady day “Thinking about
Land,” at Ewell Technical College
where a seminar with that title
had been organised.

The first speaker was Leslie
Blake a (newly qualified) lawyer
by profession but an economist at
heart. He suggested in his histori-
cal appraisal of land tenure in
England that perhaps an -earlier
recognition of common and equal
rights to land might be looked at
again in our own day, particularly
as lawyers do not admit the exis-
tence of privately owned land in
English law. He suggested that
the tenures of freehold should be
tenures and nothing else and sub-
ject to the rendering of dues to
the Crown acting as trustees for
the people. Not so much a “back
to the land” speech as a “back to
the land laws” one.

Roger Pincham, Liberal P.P.C.
for Leominster, and a highly pro-
fessional amateur economist, fol-
lowed with a talk on “Natural
Law and Land Tenure.” For those
of us who have followed the un-
natural laws of recent governments
in relation to land tenure, this was
a most welcome change but it must
have come as something of a reve-
lation to some to learn that there
are natural laws in economics as
unavoidable and as immune to
legislation as the law of gravity.
This was good basic stuff for the
uninitiated.

V. H. Blundell, Editor of LAND
& LiBERTY, gave a rapid fire com-
mentary on the urban land scene
over the last fifty years covering
the evils of ribbon development,
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Papal encyclical Rerum Novarum
- devised as a counter to Georgist
ideas.

Sources explored are both old
and new and among the latter are
some unpublished letters of
George in correspondence with
European supporters, and state-
ments by Sun Yat-Sen's son, Sun
Fo.

land

speculation,
urban sprawl, and urban blight;
problems of road widening, land
acquisition etc., all of which he
laid fairly and squarely at the door
of our present system of land

leapfrogging,

tenure. He spared some time to
look at council houses, rent con-
trols and the green belt only to
conclude that the wrong policies
have been so consistently followed
that our present land problem was
several layers thick and would
take some shifting. As though to
prove he knew what he was talk-
ing about, he gave an encapsulated
lesson in land economics covering
Ricardo, the economic nature of
land, the effect on it of taxation,
planning, betterment levies, supply
and demand etc.

He said more - about the mobi-
lity of labour, inflation, employ-
ment, agricultural home owner-
ship, mortgage - and succinctly and
significantly related these appar-
ently independent problems to the
basic one of land tenure, use and
taxation.

The ideas of Robert Owen and
of others who saw the benefits of
intensive farming, “the spade ver-
sus the plough”, were discussed by
Dr. Deavin in his talk on the dis-
enchantment with industrial soc-
iety and the movement for return
to the land.

Dr. Deavin is a plant biologist
at Ewell Technical College and a
member of the Soil Association.
Dr. Deavin brought a wide exper-
ience and study to his subject
which removed it far from the
field of “crankiness” that critics
love to associate with farm and

food reforms.

There then followed a series of
five-minute speeches from repre-
sentatives of a number of groups
dedicated toward proper use and
distribution of land.

Some wanted cheaper land for
homestead settlements where they
could design their own style of
living, others wanted land for
smallholders to raise crops inde-
pendently of man-made fertilisers,
sprays and other unnatural aids.

The Vegan Society, concerned
with food, the environment and re-
lated matters, tried to persuade the
audience that we should abandon
all forms of animal products in
favour of plant life. The speaker
got sympathy for some of her
arguments but, I imagine, few con-
verts.

The conservationists/ecologists
also made their points, but the one
cry that was common to all was
the cry for land. Whether it was
the New Villages Association, The
Community Land Trust, Home
Gardening, Marketing, they were
all land hungry. They felt trapped
by our land tenure system or by
our planning system or both.

A new note was struck by Mr.
Oliver Smedley, who, speaking for
the Anti-Dear Food Campaign,
drew attention to the right of
every housewife to choose and buy
her food from any overseas sup-
plier offering it. She was effec-
tively prevented from so doing by
import duties, quotas and other
political devices, not to mention
EEC membership. The division of
labour applied equally well among
nations as it did among our own
towns and cities - perhaps more
so because of the immense dif-
ferences of the soils, seasons and
climates of the world.

The well attended seminar
closed with the panel of speakers
answering questions - and asking
them.

nuclear war had des-
troyed all life on earth,
save two microscopic algae,
hidden in a cleft of rock.
They surveyed the ruin dis-
mally. Said one to the other:
“I suppose we shall have to
start this evolution business
all over again. But this time,

remember, no brains.”
The Individualist, April
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