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THE SINGLE TAX—ITS PHILOSOPHY AND APPLICATION.
(For the Review.)
By EDWARD D. BURLEIGH.

The intelligent observer cannot but be impressed with the crying need for
some radical change in the relations of men to each other and to the world they
live in. The misery, vice and crime which are only too evident in both “high”
and “low” circles; the “graft” in high financial centres; the pollution of food;
the monopoly in oil and coal and ice and rubber, and many other things; the
consequent limiting of production and increase of prices, making it difficult for
those of moderate means, and impossible for the poor, to get many things that
have become necessary to health and comfort; all these things show that con-
ditions are rapidly becoming intolerable, if they have not already become so, and
that there must be a change of some kind. Either society must be put upon a
different basis or our civilization will go down ; men will relapse into barbarian-

ism, and the long, steep climb from the savage to the civilized state will have to
be made over again.

What shall the change be? The anarchist claims that all the trouble comes
from government, and maintains that no one person has a right to control an-
other and therefore no number of persons can have, and consequently all govern-
ment is wrong and must necessarily have evil consequences.

He can point to numerous instances where officials have invaded the rights
of the individual, have deprived him of freedom of travel, of speech, of action,
have taken away his property and even his life. He makes out a very strong
case; but, as soon as he touches the land question (and he cannot long avoid
it) he breaks down. Moreover, his first premise is wrong. Every person has
the right to control every other, to the extent, and only to the extent, of pre-
venting aggression, preserving equal freedom. Therefore all may do it to-
gether, and a non-invasive government is right.

The socialist, on the other hand, would greatly enlarge the powers and
functions of government. He would have all production, including transporta-
tion, carried on by the people as a whole ; that is, he would have it planned and
directed and controlled by officers chosen by the whole people. He looks at the
fierce struggle now going on among producers and would-be-producers for a
chance to produce, mistakes this for free competition and insists that the only
way to abolish the evils of to-day is to establish “the coGperative comrmon-
wealth,” abolish competition (as if that were possible) and make all producers
employees of the state. He fails to notice the essential slavery involved in his
plan, and cannot see it even when pointed out to him. His acherne, iike the an-
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archist’s, breaks down at the land question, for it would invade the imdividual’s
right to the use of land; and it so plainly and flagrantly violates “the law of
equal freedom” that no one who has fully accepted the law, can consider, for
a moment, the acceptance of socialism as the solution of the problem.

We cannot, then, look to either anarchism or socialism as the cure for our
present evils. But we need not, therefore, despair. There is a plan which will
accomplish all the good which either of these is expected to accomplish, and
will do it without the drawbacks inseparable from them.

This is the plan elaborated and introduced by one of the greatest men (if
not the greatest) that this country has produced, Henry George, and known as
the Single Tax.

This plan is not “anarchism,” for it includes government, though it would
limit its functions to establishing and preserving equal freedom.

It is not “socialism,” for, though it would recognize common rights to
certain things, it would leave all production in private hands.

It is not “land nationalization ;” for, while it would establish and maintain
the enjoyment of equal rights in 'the land it would leave land in individual
possession and nominal ownership. It is, essentlally, the removal of artificial
obstructions, that nature, especially human nature, may have free course.

Single Taxers believe that human nature is essentially good ; that God, or
nature, made no mistake in bringing man into existence; that the evils from
which we suffer are not the results of God’s laws, but of their violation by men
(except in so far as it is His law that any violation of His law must result in
evil) and that the thing to do is to observe carefully, learn the laws of nature
and conform human laws, customs and institutions thereto.

The foundation of the Single Tax is twofold: 1st—The equal right of all
to life, and the consequent equal right to the use of land. 2d—The exclusive
right of each person to himself, and consequently to all his earnings.

First. All people have the same right to life. We all come here in the
same way, we have the same right, therefore, to be here, and to stay here. But
life is impossible without using land. No matter what we do, whether we work
or are idle; whether we travel or remain at home; whether we sleep or wake;
we must be somewhere; we must use land. Also, whatever we eat or drink
or wear or live in, comes from the land. Consequently we must all have the
same right to use land, all land, the best as well as the poorest. Each one has
a right to the whole earth, limited only by the equal right of every other one.

But we cannot use land, to the best advantage, in common. It is necessary,
or at least very desirable, therefore, to have it held and used individually.

How shall we harmonize the common right with the need of individual
possession and use?

Before we go any further it will be best to call attention to the difference
between “possession” and “ownership,” because they are so often carelessly
used interchangeably. One hires a farm, a factory, a house, or a vacant lot.
He receives “possession” and proceeds to use it; to work the farm, to run the
factory, to live in the house, to build upon, or cultivate, the formerly vacant lot;
but he does not “own” either. He owns the produot of the farm or factory,
he owns the improvements he puts on the formerly vacant lot, until his lease
expires, when all of them that are attached to the land, become under our
present laws, the property of the owner of the land. And the owner of the
farm, the factor}, the house or the vacant lot, though he has continued to “own”
it all the time, has not had “possession” durmg the continuance of the lI2ase.
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This illustration also makes it clear that “ownership” is not necessary to
use. ‘

Let us now see how to harmonize the common right to use all land with
the necessity, or desirability, for individual possession and use of land. We
cannot divide the land up, for the population is constantly changing, some dying
and others being born; and the new-comers have as good a right to land as
those who were here before. Then, again, different parcels of land differ in de-
sirability, Some are very productive and some less so. Some are better than
others to live on. Those who hold the better places can get something in ex-
change for them; the better places have value (“utility in exchange”). But,
since we all have equal rights to the use of all land, it is manifestly unjust that
favored individuals should appropriate the return resulting from the use of the
better land. It belongs, justly, to the whole people, since it is the value of that
which belongs to them equally, the right to use certain tracts of land. There-
fore, those who hold valuable land, the nominal owners, owe this value to the
whole community, and the community should take it, all of it, each year, in the
form a tax. The community confers a privilege on these people, by securing
to them the peaceful possession of superior land (without which they could
not keep it) and they should pay for this service all that it is worth.

But to secure people in possession of land and in the enjoyment of equal
freedom, involves expense. Society must be organized into a government.
Then, as each member of society should enjoy (and, under a just government,
would enjoy) equal protection of his equal rights, he would owe to society an
equal contribution to the public expenses, and this he would pay by resigning
to the public his equal share of the rental value of land. If the rent collected
should exceed the needs of government economically administered, the sur-
plus should, of course, be divided equally among all the inhabitants.

Second. Each person has an exclusive right to himself, and, consequently,
to all his powers of body and mind, and to all the product of those powers exer-
cised upon no more than his share of the land; in other words, his entire pro-
duct less the rent he owes the community if he uses better land than all can
freely get, that is, land that will yield rent.

From this it follows that the community has no right to take from him any
of his earnings, either as taxes, fines or licenses. This would seem to need no
argument, but it may be as well to state that as no one man would have the right
to deprive another of his rightful property, it follows that no number of men
could have that right, since zero multiplied by any number, even infinity, would
still be nothing.

From the above it is evident that the Single Tax System is not completely
defined by its name. From these fundamental principles it follows, as stated
above, that the community should take all of the annual rental value of land, and
that it should take only that, leaving all the rest of the products to individuals;
and consequently that all other taxes, for amy purpose, should be abolished;
for, if the community has no right to take any part of a man’s property, then
the purpose, or object, for which it might wish to take it, makes no difference.
It cannot confer the right to take what is not justly public property.

These fundamental principles require the abolition of all tariffs, whether
for protection or revenue, whether levied on imports or exports; as well as of
all fines and licenses. The community has no right to license a man to do what
is wrong, or to require him to take out a license to do what is right, All
franchises, (conferring privileges on some people, necessarily at the expense of
the rest) whether for water-works, gas works, electric light plants, telephone
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or telegraph lines, pipe lines or roads, (whether dirt roads or railroads) would
have to be annulled. These principles require the public ownership and main-
tenance of all highways, for only in that way can the enjoyment of equal rights
in them be secured to all. But the operation of vehicles on them must, logically,
be left to private enterprise, since it requires no franchise and involves no
monopoly. Of course, all persons using a highway would have to conform to
the necessary rules and regulations to avoid accident, and these would have to
be both more numerous and more complicated, as well as more strictly enforced
on railed roads than on any other, just as is the case now with city streets as
compared with country roads.

With legal monopoly thus abolished, and with free access to natural op-
portunities secured and maintained, mankind would at last be free. There
would be no way for anybody to get an injurious monopoly. The only pos-
sible way to get a monopoly would be to do something better or cheaper (or
both) than anyone else could or would; and such a monopoly would be a bless-
ing; for it would make its product easier to get, and could confer no power to
oppress, since, having no artificial buttresses it could only be maintained, as it
was established, by superior service. Potential competition would constantly
hold it in check and keep it up to its highest point of service, on pain of death.

One of the first effects of the introduction of the Single Tax System, would
be the destruction of the speculative value of land and, consequently, of specula-
tion in land. Each landowner would have to pay to the community, each year,
~ the entire annual value of the land he held, therefore, when land changed hands,

there would be nothing to sell but the improvements, for no individual would
pay another anything for land when he had to pay to the State, every year, its
entire annual value. Of course, it might occasionally happen that some land
would advance in value between assessments and be sold for a premium before
the tax was increased ; but such sale would only show, and emphasize, the need
for an increase in the tax, which would be rmade at the next assesment.

Taxing all valuable land up to its full annual value would force all such
land into use, since no one would be able to or willing to pay the tax, for any
considerable time, without using the land, and if he used it, he would thereby
get the means to pay the tax, since the tax could never be more than the land
would yield in rent a¢ that time.

The present speculation in land causing much valuable land to be wholly
or partially unused, compels resort to inferior land, thus raising rent and
lowering wages ; for both rent and wages are determined by the rent line (the
line which bounds land that will yield rent.)

Rent is “wealth or labor received in return for the use of land,” and ac-
cording to “Ricardo’s law,” “the rent of any piece of land is determined by the
excess of its product over that which the same application can secure from the
least productive land in use.” It is, therefore, evident that if the least productive
land now in use is abandoned because more productive land has become avail-
able, the result must be to decrease the difference between what a given applica-
tion of labor and capital will produce on the most productive and least pro-
ductive land in use, and thus reduce rent,

Wages (“wealth or labor received in return for labor”) are determined by
what men can make working for themselves on the best free land which must
always be the least productive land in use, since all land better than that would
yield rent. It is evident, then, that if we compel the full use of the better land
and thus give enough opportunities for employment, so that the poorest land
now used would not be needed and people could get better land free, the re-
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sult would be that they could get more wealth with the same labor, or the
same wealth with less labor, in other words, wages would be raised. -And, while
the pressure of increasing population and improvements in production will
probably force out the “rent-line,” compelling a resort to relatively less pro-
ductive land again, thus lowering wages as a proportion, it could never lower
them as a quantity, since the things which compelled the use of the inferior
land would make all land more productive and since there could never be any
speculative element in rent and it could, therefore, never be more than the land
was worth for use at that time. The rent tax could, therefore, never be a bur-
den to the adequate user, but it would always automatically insure the best use
of all valuable land, since no one could afford to continue paying the tax unless
he made the land produce the rent.

It would, also, prevent anyone’s holding more land than he could use, and
it would thus enable everyone to get what land he needed; for the earth is
large enough for its inhabitants and there is no likelihood that it will not always
be. 'Tlie a;})parent scarcity of land is apparent only, and is caused by specula-
tion 1n land.

When everyone can get all the land he can use, at exactly what its use
is worth at that time, involuntary idleness will be done away and with it will
go involuntary poverty and the fear of poverty and their companion, the wor-
ship of riches. For who would worship riches if he were always sure of a
chance to work and earn, easily, an abundant livelihood? And there would
soon be no great riches to worship, for when each person got all he earned, no
one could get any more, and no one would be able to earn an immense fortune.
The great fortunes of the present day do not indicate the earning or producing
ability of their owners, they do not consist chiefly, or even largely, of true
wealth (‘“appropriable labor products having utility”) but of the market
value of private taxing-privilegés by means of which the holders of them can
and do appropriate wealth as it is produced, without earning it. As all of
these would be abolished by the Single Tax System, the fortunes would shrink
to the value of the actual wealth they contain, and this wealth, like all true
wealth, would be constantly tending back to its source, land; and could only
be preserved by the constant application of labor. It would not be many years
before there would be no fortunes but those earned by their owners. Men do
not differ in ability as much as present fortunes differ in size, therefore we
should see a much more equal, as well as equitable, distribution of wealth.
But, since each man would produce all the wealth he accumulated, his accumu-
lating any amount, however large, could hurt no one else. ~The more wealth
anyone produced the better it would be for all, for it would make wealth more
abundant and consequently easier to get.

With the abolition of involuntary idleness and involuntary poverty would
go the vice, crime and misery which now flow from them, and, in the nature of
the case, must always do so, as long as they exist. Who would steal or rob or
cheat when an honest living was within easy reach? Wha would give bribes
or take them, under such conditions? Marriage would be made easy, temptation
to immorality would be removed, while, at the same time, no woman would be
compelled to sell her virtue for a living.

Intemperance would be greatly decreased, if not entirely destroyed, for no
one would be tempted to drink to excess to drown his consciousness of poverty
or to stimulate himself to greater exertions in appropriating wealth. Better
and more rational ways of enjoyment would soon take the place of social drink-
ing, while the removal of all prohibition and licenses for selling liquor would
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take the “liquor interest” out of politics, for it would then have nothing to
gain by staying in it.

And finally production would be made so easy and pleasant, by inventions
and improvements, that people would produce for the joy of producing, without
caring to retain more of the product than they needed to satisfy their immediate
wants, and the rest would go into a common stock frem which anyone could
help himself whenever he wanted anything.

Thus, through the recognition of the absolute right of private property,
based on production, and by means of improvements in production resulting
from just conditions, we should at length arrive at a pure and voluntary comn-
munism, in which each would work for the joy of working and all would share
in the product as need or inclination prompted.

Is not this worth working for? What if we do not live to see it; is not the
joy of working for and contemplating such a result, in a manner, entering into
the realization and enjoyment of the attainment now? Let him that hath ears
to hear, hear! All nature will work with us and inspire us, the great and good
of all the ages will be with us, the “prisoners of poverty’” will some day hail us
as deliverers, though to-day they may, and probably will, misunderstand and
oppose us. But “the work is the wages” and wages of a kind that no monopolist
can take from us.”

Help us to bring in the Golden Age of which prophets and sears and poets
have dreamed, and which will at last, make actual the glorious possibilities of
which our human nature is capable.

THE BEGINNING AND GROWTH OF THE HENRY GEORGE
MOVEMENT IN DENNARK,

(For the Review,)
By TH. POPP.

About twenty years ago, a Dane, by name Fernando Linderberg, returned
to Denmark from the United States where he had come in contact with friends
and disciples of Henry George. Linderberg was a workingman, but well edu-
cated, and accustomed to spend all the leisure time he could spare from his
work, in reading and studying. He brought home with him many books, among
them all that Henry George had written up to that time. He studied these writ-
ings with an interest that grew daily stronger and then began to translate some
of them for publication in Danish.

But the theories were too new to Denmark, and few would read the books
at first. Linderberg began to hold public meetings and travelled about the
country preaching the new doctrine. Just about this time the waves of Social-
ism coming over from Germany, swept through Denmark, arousing the minds
of the working-class. But there is a wide difference between Georgeism (as
we Danes call Single Tax) and Socialism in the German form, the difference
between slavery and tryanny on the one side, and freedom on the other; be-
tween the irresistible power of the leaders, and the free will of the people. It
can be easily understood that the two doctrines cannot, without difficulty, find
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themselves in concord. Linderberg fought alone against the rising power of
the Socialists. Their leaders were afraid of him and at last forced him to give
up his work and take service with them on their paper, The Social Democrat, on
the staff of which he is still employed.

But other men took up the work Linderberg had been forced to drop.
Several public school, or rather peasant school teachers, among them a man by
the name of Lange, began to study the teachings of Henry George with good
effect. Lange started discussions in the press, which aroused considerable in-
terest. He translated Progress and Poverty, and influenced translations of
many others of George’s writings. Two years ago a society was formed for
the study and propaganda of the theories of Single Tax, with Mr. Sophus
Berthelsen as President. Mr. Berthelsen is a prominent lawyer, and a very able
man. By his efforts and energy the gospel of Henry George is being widely
spread in Denmark. Mr. Berthelsen travels about the country lecturing at his
own expense, and gives also of his own money for the publication of many
small tracts and phamphlets which he himself or others have written. He is the
editor of the monthly paper which is the organ of the Danish Single Taxers
Ret. Landsret og Mandsret. (Justice. Rights of man and rights of the land.)
Mr. Berthelsen has written a very able dissertion on “The Railroads and the
Community,” which deals ably with the important problem of municipal
ownership of steam and street railways.

The Henry George Association in Denmark now numbers 2,000 members,
gathered from the most intelligent portion of the population. Lawyers,
physicians, teachers, clergymen and artisans of education are among the mem-
bers. Denmark is only a little country with an entire population of only two
and a half million souls. The capital Copenhagen has a half a million inhabi-
tants, the other towns range from 35,000 to 2,000 souls. But almost every town
in Denmark has now its branch of the Henry George Association. Meetings
are held frequently everywhere, and discussions started in the local press which
are followed with interest. There is such devotion to the memory of Henry
George that parents believing in his theories show their admiration by giving
his name to their children. Throughout Denmark the understanding of Single
Tax grows rapidly. The question of taxation was brought to the notice of every
candidate for the recent parliamentary elections. The strongest opposition has
thus far come from the Socialists. But so fioticeable has been the growth of the
movement, that socialist Mayor of Copenhagen, Jensen, has begun a plan of
taxation on the basis of Single Tax, doctrines in the capital city, where land
has already enormously increased in value. I as well as all other Single Taxers
in Denmark expect to see our theories adopted as a turning point in Danish
po]’igidcs, a change that would not only benefit us, but would benefit the whole
world.

NOTE.—The preceding article was written for the REVIEW by Mr. Popp, a Danish
Single Taxer who is in America for a short visit, mainly with the object of studying the
question at the fountain-head as it were. Mr. Popp has written the article in English
himself, and it is here given in his own words, with some few slight corrections made
necessary by his remarkable but still incomplete familiarity with our language.

EDITOR SINGLE TAX REVIEW.
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CONCERNING SINGLE TAXERS AND SOCIALISTS.
A WORD TO SINGLE TAXERS,
(For the Review)
By GRACE ISABEL COLBRON.,

There is no love lost between a Single Taxer and a socialist. Whenever
the twain do meet there is a baiting and debating, an argument and counter-
argument. And as a rule, they part each convinced as firmly as ever that he
alone sees the Truth. Among Single Taxers there is a charming unanimity of
opinion concerning all the many grades of socialists. They are all dumped
together as useless. But the many grades of socialists harbor many and varied
opinions concerning Single Taxers. From the gentle comradeship of the mild
Fabian, with his heartfelt desire to do some good in the world and his vague-
ness as to just how it is to be done, to the outspoken contempt of the fighting
social-democrat for what he terms the wishy-washyness of Single Taxers, there
are many degrees of feeling. But almost any degree among them leads to a
quarrel, if octasion offers. Those who quarrel for their opinions at least
have some opinion to quarrel for. And the stronger the belief the more
ready is the believer to fight for it. A socialist who thoroughly understands
the doctrine in which he believes (I am speaking now of the Marxist socialist,
the only kind who has ever accomplished anything in practical politics or public
affairs), a socialist who knows what he believes, and why he believes it, and a
Single Taxer who also knows what he believes and why he believes it, naturally
find their opinions on many subjects absolutely at variance. And each is eager
to convince the other, more so than to convince the conservative, because of
the very reason that should make them careful how and when they quarrel ;—
for the reason namely that each knows that the other believes as he does in a
certain fundamental truth, and that the difference lies merely in the method of
settling a problem which each believes the all important one in the world’s life
to-day. And it is concerning this very point that I would like to preach a little
sermon to both Single Taxers and socialists, but principally to Single Taxers
and beg their attention and tolerance. Fight as much as you please, dear
brothers, in the one great love of justice on earth. A wholesome quarrel is
. good for the soul. But never fight in the presence of conservatives; never let
conservatives forget that, quibble as you nmray about minor points, you are one
against them in that you believe in justice and they do not. Single Taxers
and socialists are both radical, and therefore, different as may be their proposed
methods of obtaining justice, it is justice that they both seek. Both Single
Taxer and socialist start from the idea gained by each through studying life and
its problems, that it is not right or just that one-fourth of humanity should live
on the labor of the other three-fourths, denying to the other three-fourths all
the very first essentials of a decent human existence. The socialist says that a
better state of things is to be brought about thus and so. We Single Taxers
call his proposition a fallacy, and know that we have discovered a far better
remedy, because it is a simpler and more fundamental one. But we must never
forget that, wrong as his ideas may seem to us, our socialist is seeking the
remedy as we are; in other words, he has seen the wrong as we have, and he
wants to remedy it as sincerely as we do. We may look out of widely differing
windows, but we have both seen the same Great Light.

Why do we desire the Single Tax? Surely not because some few of us
want our personal property taxes reduced, or because we want some million-
aires to stop lying about the furniture and_ jewels they own. We want Single



SINGLE TAXERS AND SOCIALISTS. 9

Tax because we believe that it will bring about a better distribution of wealth;
in concrete terms, because we believe that it will stop the spread of heart-rend-
ing, embruting and embittering poverty, the gradual degradation of an entire
class of human beings. And for this same reason does the socialist preach the
common ownership of tools of production; for this same reason does he preach
his paternalism that as it seems to us, would bind freedom hand and foot. It
is a fallacy, we think, but he believes it the only way to bring about juster
saner, healthier conditions. And when he thinks about it, he sees that it is the
same with us. In fact the socialist knows this, and his attitude towards us, when
it comes to a fronting towards the common enemy, is saner than ours, more
sensible and honest, more practical if you will.

This common enemy is the great mass of those who, for want of a more
definite word, I will call “conservatives.” The great mass of those who do not
believe that present conditions of wealth and poverty are wrong; the great
mass of those who batten on present conditions and therefore fight against
change, or else being kind by nature, grieve over conditions, but accept them
piously as “the will of the God.” This to me is the meaning of the words:—
radical and conservative. The radical believes in fundamental justice, and does
not consider present conditions just. The conservative does not understand the
idea of fundamental justice and considers present conditions sad, perhaps, but
all right and proper as they are. He does not see how they can be altered, and
when they sadden him, he gives charity. He sometimes even considers it
impious to suggest that a change might be possible, and he cites the Saviour’s
words, “The poor ye have always with you,” as a facer for the venturesome
radical who endeavers to tell him that all the misery rife in the world to-day is
not the will of the God, but the fault of man. .

These are the two great divisions of mankind to-day, as Ella Wheeler Will-
cox puts it, “Those who lift and those who lean.” Now the Single Taxer and
the socialist are both “lifters” and they should never, for the sake of the great
Belief which is at the heart of the theories each fights for, let those who “lean”
hear them quarrel. For it gives the conscious conservative, he who deliberately
uses present conditions to his own advantage, it gives him a chance to treat
them both with contempt and to discredit their teachings in the eyes of the un-
certain-minded. And it discourages those who have been ‘leaning’ and would
like to ‘lift.” I am a convinced and ardent Single Taxer, and I am also con-
vinced that the doctrine of common property in the tools of production is an
absurd fallacy, but if I cannot make a Single Taxer out of a conservative,
I would much rather see him become a socialist than remain a conservative.
For when he becomes a socialist he is at least a “lifter.” He is one less of those
who believe that things are right as they are, and that the present shameless
exploitation of labor and manifold economic oppression is the will of God. It
does not matter so much to me through what window he sees the Truth, pro-
viding he does see it. He is then much more my friend than before he saw it.

The conservative is much more far-sighted in this matter than are some
radicals. He classes Single Taxers, social-democrats, Fabians, anarchists,
scientific or practical, all together under the general term of “socialist.” For
“socialist” in his eyes is any being who dares to assert that things are not
right as they are, and they might and can be changed. He considers them all
“cranks,” and he pays the social-democrats the compliment of considering them
dangerous cranks, whereas, I am sorry to say, he usually classes Single Taxers
among the “harmless cranks.” This is not good, and Single Taxers themselves
have been to blame for it. They have sometimes, more times than I would
like to admit, thrown opprobrium on the socialist when talking to a conserva-
tive, in the hope of winning the latter. They say, “Oh, we are not like those
mad socialists, we are nice respectable people whom one could know socially,
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and we merely wanted to bring about a better form of taxation, so that you
won’t have to lie about your piano or your diamonds.” Of course this is an
exaggerated case, but are there not many Single Taxers, particularly women,
who believe in this method of propaganda? Every man to his taste. Any way
of working for the good is good. But I am afraid the Single Taxers won in
this way are not those who help on the cause much and they certainly are not
those who understand what Henry George really meant.

The socialists are wiser than we in this. They lose no opportunity, when
alone with us, of telling us how foolish we are. But they understand that we
are radicals as they are, and they are careful what they say about us, when
there are conservatives present. They don’t do this from any consideration for
us, but merely from reasons of practical politics.

Now all I ask of Single Taxers regarding this matter of the socialists is
this. When talking with a conservative and trying to interest him in Single
Tax, you will often hear him exclaim, when you have reached a certain point
in your preaching, “Oh I see, then you are a secialist?” Now, don’t reply in-
dignantly that you are not, and don’t inveigh against the socialists as quite im-
possible people. This may set yaur new convert’s mind at rest, but the sort
of Single Taxer he will become won’t be much worth having. Explain to
him that you are not a socialist but a radical ; that socialists are merely one sort
of radical, whereas you are another sort, and that you have a better form of
radical doctrine that you know to be far better than socialism. But unless you
explain to him this fundamental resemblance between yourself and the socialist,
you will never make him understand rightly where you differ, Also, he will
not understand where you differ from him, and he will think you are merely
telling him—or trying to tell him—something about taxation. He may either
not be interested in taxation, or he may know more about it than you do. Make
your convert a radical before you make him a Single Taxer. Let him think
for five or ten minutes that you are a socialist, if you can’t do it any other
way. For in the next ten minutes he may begin to understand Single Tax bet-
ter, and then you have a convert worth the trouble. The reason why Single Tax
is supposed to be hard to explain and understand is because so many Single
Taxers try to make their converts Single Taxers before they are radicals,
usually because radicalism is a discredited and misunderstood word. It is like
gying to make a Presbyterian out of a Jew before you make a Christian 0}

im.

Of course there is a lot that can be done for Single Tax without making
open converts. But if you want to make converts, it is always best to explain
the matter clearly to them first. You can step in when a socialist has been talk-
ing for half an hour; you can say yes and amen to all his arguments thus far,
and then you can talk Single Tax and make converts. But to talk Single Tax
straight out at first to a conservative is a thankless and trying task. For my
part, I’d rather catch those the socialists have been hammering for a while, and
then, when they understand something of justice, I can show them that Single
Tax alone is a satisfactory method of bringing about justice. You see the
socialist doesn’t begin by talking about “tools of production,” he talks poverty
and distress, in other words, he tries to make a radical of his convert before
he makes a social-democrat of him. Learn from the enemy who is really our
brother, though differing in doctrinism . . . . and remember, doctrinism is not
Belief . . . . adopt his methods of propaganda and you will soon learn how
valuable he can become as a helper for the cause he does not believe in (I mean
the doctrine) for he shares with us our Belief in Justice.

Henry George was the Newton of political Science.— Rev. Herbert Bigelow.



THE SINGLE TAX A RELIGION. II

THE SINGLE TAX A RELIGION,

(For the Review.)
By W. H. T. WAKEFIELD.

The chief thing to be considered in relation to the Single Tax is that it is
first of all justice—righteousness—among men. The purpose of the George
Philosophy is to make true religion the practice as well as the profession of men
and women, to render society as a whole as good as its average membership.

Many now pray: “Thy Kingdom come on Earth as in Heaven” who would
be the first to yell: “Anarchy! Nihilism! riot! ruin of the country, disruption of
society! Confiscation of property, call out the militia!!” if their prayer were
suddenly realized.

To pray for a thing end not to work for it is hypocrisy, or a dead and
worthless faith that has degenerated to a mere degrading superstition.

To those who fully comprehend them, the economic principles of Henry
George are a vital religion—the practical expression of Christ’s doctrine of a
common Father and a common Brotherhood of Men; a belief that human
statutes should conform to divine or natural law, and that it is the duty of all
good people to try to bring the “Kingdom on Earth as in Heaven.”

Can one imagine an aristocracy or a plutocratic landlordism with pride
and arrogance of wealth in Heaven? Can one imagine a late arrival in the
celestial city going to the office of an early settler there and cringing bar-
gaining for leave to stay some portion of his time elsewhere than on the
(perhaps) crowded golden pavements? If the evils of landlordism, with its
long train of heartless cruelties, are out of place in Heaven, are they not equally
unchristian on earth?

I have made considerable effort to interest clergymen in this view of the
question, but find most of them too indifferent to pay any attention to the sub-
ject and others actively hostile to it. One who claimed to have read Progress
and Poverty said he feared there was infidelity concealed in it, as in most
reform books; another said he had been taught how to preach the gospel and
needed no help from Mr. George or his disciples; another said it was not the
business of the Church to reform the world, but to save souls, etc.

As this was the attitude of the Church on the slavery question and the
liquor question until these institutions became unpopular, so we may expect a
similar reversal of policy when the Single Tax becomes popular and too strong
to need assistance. When that time comes, what an abundance of good texts
for sermons will at once become available.

A RAINY DAY SYMPOSIUM.
(For the Review.)

By W. H. T. WAKEPIELD,

When Solomon said: “The destruction of the poor is their poverty,” he
would have struck a truer note had he said “ignorance” instead of “poverty,”
for in this day ignorance is the mother of poverty, especially as applied to the
industrial classes.

Not long ago a rainy day and a washed out bridge left a Chicago traveling
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salesman stranded in the hotel of a Kansas town. The drummer had seen the
cat and was discussing the Single Tax with one present who believed in and
knew it thoroughly. A half dozen farmers and several business and profes-
sional men were present and listened to the talk awhile, when the fat and
pompous Methodist minister interrupted them by saying: “It would never do
in the world ; it would ruin all the farmers to have to pay all the taxes.”

“But the farmers would pay under the Single Tax less tham one fourth,
probably but a fifth or sixth of the proportion of tax they now: pay, to say noth-
ing of their relief from monopoly extortion which is ten times greater than all
their taxes,” replied the local Single Taxer.

A derisive laugh by the preacher and loud haw haws by the farmers fol-
lowed, and the former then said: “How do you make that out, when farmers
own nearly all the land!”

“The Single Tax would not be levied on land acreage but on land values,
and though farmers own half or more of the nation’s area, they own only about
ten per cent. of the nation’s land values, and much of that is mortgaged,” re-
plied the local Single Taxer.

“Why, man alive, you are crazy; where and what are the land values
aside from the farms—what do they amount to in value compared to all the
farms,” exclaimed he of the black coat and plug hat.

“The greatest land values are in the cities and towns, but mining lands
alone.are worth more than farm lands and yield a much larger net revenue,”
was the reply.

“I cannot believe it ; why, the cities and towns really take up very little land
compared to the whole. Of course some mines are quite valuable, but most
of them barely pay for working,” replied the preacher.

The drummer then said, “Do you not know that the land values of Chicago
alone are greater than that of all the farms in Illinois, our largest and most
fertile State in the Mississippi valley, and there are many other cities and
hundreds of towns in the State whose land values must be considered.

The minister seemed too dazed to reply, but a farmer said, “What is land
worth an acre in Chicago? Pretty high, I guess.”

“What should you think it worth—give a guess,” said the drummer.

“Oh, T don’t know, but I suppose its awfully high, some of it a thousand
or two thousand dollars an acre, I guess, or even more,” the farmer said.

“Shouldn’t wonder if on the best business streets it was four or five thou-
sand,” ventured the preacher. '

“Why, gentlemen,” said the drummer, “you couldn’t buy enough for a
lettuce bed, or to set a dog kennel on, for five thousand dollars without going
fifteen miles from the City Hall. Land is selling every day in Chicago at from
five to twenty millions per acre, or at that rate, for it is not sold by the acre,
but by the foot. Now figure up how many farms you can buy for twenty mil-
lions. If two thousand each, the average price here, one acre in Chicago is
worth as much as ten thousand Kansas farms, and then remember that in nearly
every State is one city, or, at most, two or three cities, in which the bare land
values exceed that of all the farms of the State. In Massachusetts, New York
and Pennsvlvania the bare land values of cities are twentv times the farm
values: in Ohio ten times, and so on. Even in Kansas you have four or five
cities in which land values exceed those of all your farms, as I find in vour
State Auditor’s renorts.”

A law is not made sacred by the fact that it passes the legislature.
— Rev. Herbert Bigelow.



THE COLORADO SITUATION. 13

SOME OBSERVATIONS ON THE COLORADO SITUATION,

(For the Review.)
By EMELIUS.

As all the Single Taxers are aware, we of Colorado had a campaign. State
Senator Bucklin, after his return from the Australasian Countries introduced a
bill in the 13th General Assembly of this State, providing for an amendment
to the State Constitution which permitted, by a process of referendum vote of
a county, the people thereof to exempt from all taxation personal property and
improvements on land, but neither the whole, nor any portion of the full
cash value of any land franchises or rights of way could be so exempted.

This measure was passed, and with five others was submitted to the
People of the State for adoption or rejection. For over a year we carried on
a still campaign. Some of the friends of the cause, notably Hon. Tom Johnson,
of Cleveland and others (I might say every active Single Taxer in the country
was with us in money and otherwise as far as it was possible) obtained the
report made by Senator Bucklin entered in Congress as a part of a report on
matters of taxation of that body. Thus the report as Bucklin found affairs in
New Zealand and elsewhere became a frankable document and we had over one
hundred thousand copies of them printed here and sent them to the voters of
the State. We obtained the list of voters by the good work of friends in the
State and the friends here did the addressing.

Along with that, we also had quite a large supply of other literature, such
as “Why”” “The Shortest Road to the Single Tax,” etc., all of which was used
to the best possible advantage. The last three or four months of the campaign
became anything but quiet. The lords of creation finally got on to our move
and awakened from their lethargy.

They sent stories of the sure confiscation of properties belonging to non
residents and thereby raised an enormous fund. With it they bribed in every
way that they could, and I am sorry to say that some members of our cause
were not invulnerable. One man, who had rendered good services in the early
part of the campaign fell, and we found him out on the stump against us, He
had written an article when he was speaking from his heart, and when he came
to speak at Gunnison against us, Senator Bucklin (was in the hall and debated
the question with him. The article which he had written before was read to
him, and he was made to appear in his true character—that of a traitor. His
influence fell, and he was called in and placed in the office of the enemy, and
from that time held the menial position of a second clerk for some of the
leaders of the opposition until the close of the campaign.

I will not burden your readers with the long story of work and struggle
we had. Suffice to say, that the enemy got the judges and clerks of election to
bring in the returns the reverse of what they were, and in other ways cook
up a fraudulent return so that we were counted out. Thus ended the first bat-
tle. We then dropped back again and began to strengthen our forces and to
take a new tact. We know that the election- system of this State was rotten te
the core, and though we worked with the Democratic party, we knew that there
was bound to be a separation, which soon came. Senator Paterson and others,
of the clean Democracy, left the gang and started a new movement called the
Municipal Ownership Party, which took in all the reformers of every kind
except the avowed State Socialist.

This campaign came on largely because the tramway, water company, and



14 THE COLORADO SITUATION.

gas company each asked for an extension of their franchises. It made things
warm and of course opened for us an opportunity to spread the light.

John Z. White was here and delivered some lectures, which also helped to
enlighten the many.

As the reader is aware, we also had a little war—the Cripple Creek, Telu-
ride and Idaho Springs Strike, which has resulted in helping to open many eyes,
so that at the commencement of the campaign this spring the Democratic Party
and the Republican Party united and worked all the dirty political maneouvers
v/ithin their power, but to no avail. We have polled votes enough to make us
the second party, notwithstanding that the enemy used in this campaign, as I am
credibly informed, over a million and a quarter of dollars, and still, with all
their corrupt funds and millions of workers, they got the returning board to re-
turn a favorable report that the franchises were carried by only a few hundred
votes, the highest being 624. We have mountains of frauds and cannot only
send the thieves to jail, but will also settle the franchise question, for they
were defeated by a large majority.

After the Bucklin Campaign, the enemy struggled to overcome the work
we had done, and in the following campaign when the Democratic Governor
was elected, they purchased the House of Representatives, and as they con-
trolled the Supreme Court, the Democratic Governor was counted out and a
Republican Governor was seated. But they did not dare to insist that he re-
main for the reason that there was a talk of rebellion and lynching, so to ap-
pease and quiet the people, Peabody resigned and the Lieutenant Governor was
sworn in and took his seat.

At the election where Peabodism was the issue, the people voted upon an
amendment consolidating the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals into one
Court and allowing the Governor to appoint the balance to make a full bench
(seven). This was the reason why the corporations wanted to control the
executive, that they might name the Judges, which they did, and now that court
is largely corporation owned. At least its sentiments are against any opposition
to the success of the corporations in this State, as was evidenced in its decision

on the habeas corpus petition of Moyer, the President of the Miners Union
who was kept in jail under a martial law, until the United States Courts took
cognizance of his imprisonment, when he was immediately liberated.

Now it appears to me that we made a mistake in our first campaign that we
did not get the Initiative and Referendum and Imperative Mandate, whereby
we could start a new campaign for the adoption of the Single Tax at any time
and keep it up until we won. We must have the imperative mandate so that if
a judge dares to declare the act unconstitutional, as the courts did in the Home
Rule for Cities Amendment, we can pull him off the bench.

I believe it is useless to try to do anything with our cause until the people
do, in fact, own the Government. Then if their officials prove false to their trust,
they can he relegated to oblivion. But now, we are helpless. If we win, we lose.
Hence I for one am in favor of a complete revolution in our political methods
and am working with those who believe in the Initiative and Referendum to get
these reforms in operation, and if possible, at the same time to get the Imperative
Mandate—which is that the people at any time can call a convention or file a
petition, signed by a certain percentage of voters and nominate a man for the
position held by the occupant who has failed to give satisfaction. If a majority
of the voters vote in favor of the new nominee, he is seated and the old one is
?ut. That Wwill make officials act to please all the people and not the privileged

ew.

I wish to show that it is almost hopeless to hope for success of the Single
Tax as long as Colorado is in the thrall of the gang which now owns and con-
trols her resourses, politically and otherwise.
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This, I believe, applies to each portion of this State. The Colorado Fuel
and Iron Company owns the Southern portion of the State. The Northern
Company own the Northern portion, and the Smelter and Railroad Trust own
the middle portion. So there you are—take your choice—you are a slave in any
section.

We are in fair shape to get the Initiative and Referendum and Imperative
Mandate passed at the next legislature and then look out. There will be another
battle. That will end the war.

But that will be when the powers that own the privileges no longer hold the
reins of government.

MORTGAGE TAXATION IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK.

(For the Review.)
By LAWSON PURDY.

For six years mortgage taxation has been a very live question in New York
State, and a law was enacted by the last legislature which will take effect the
first of July that effects an immense improvement.

On and after July first all mortgages affecting the title to real property in
the State of New York will be taxed at the time they are recorded at the rate
of 14 of 1%. No mortgage can be recorded until the tax is paid, and after the
tax is paid and the mortgage recorded it will forever be exempt from all taxa-
tion for every purpose. This law is the culmination of a long continued effort
for mortgage exemption, and while it may seem a poor makeshift to those who
live in States where mortgages are exempt from taxation, it is so great an im-
provement over existing conditions in the State of New York that New Yorkers
hail it as a welcome solution of a difficult problem.

For many years prior to July first, 1go5, debts secured by mortgages have
been taxable as personal property in the hands of the holders just as other per-
sonal property has been taxable. In one respect the law of New York is far
more lenient in the taxation of personal property than in most other States.
In most of the States tangible personal property is taxable without deduction for
any indebtedness on the part of the owner; debts may be deducted from credits
only. In New York the personal property of each person is taxable after de-
ducting the entire amount of his indebtedness from the value of all his taxable
personal property. Moreover, the State of New York has never been cursed
with a listing system such as is common in Western States. Under the listing
system every person is required to hand the assessor a list of all his belongings
with the value of each item, and the statement must be verified by the oath of the
person assessed. In New York no list is required and the opportunity
to deduct all indebtedness presents many methods of mitigating the severity of
the law. '

In spite of the comparative leniency of the. personal property tax law the
fear of taxation reduced the amount of money offered to borrowers on real
estate security, and thus the interest rate on mortgages was increased from two
to five mills over what it would have been had mortgages been exempt from
taxation entirely. In addition to this burden imposed on borrowers, the
grossest injustice was done to some lenders, especially those who were depen-
dent on estates in trust, the investments of trust estates being limited to mort-
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gage loans. It was not uncommon for half the income of a trust estate to be
confiscated under the form of taxation.

In the cities the sentiment for the entire exemption of mortgages from
taxation was almost unanimous, but in the rural parts of the State there was
claimed to be some sentiment in favor of their taxation on the ground that
local money lenders were able to exact 6% interest—the legal rate, and would
still be able to obtain 6% even if mortgages were exempt from taxation, and
that the taxation of mortgages enabled the small towns and villages to increase
their income at the expense of those who were often regarded as parasites.

In the year 1900 a special committee appointed the previous year recom-
mended the passage of a bill designed to impose a tax on every mortgage pres-
ent and future, at the rate of 12 of 1% per annum. The details of the law were
necessarily very severe and drastic. The opposition was so strong that the bill
was defeated, but in some form or other it was annually introduced, until in
1905 a somewhat similar bill was passed but affecting only mortgages to be re-
corded on and after the first of July of that year. If this law had remained
unamended for a few years it avould have yielded a very large revenue, and
the difficulty of securing its repeal would have increased in proportion to the
revenue it raised. For this reason it was deemed by many a very dangerous
law, but in reality it turned out to be a blessing in disguise, for it brought home
the subject of mortgage taxation in a very definite and concrete form to every .
borrower on real estate security in the State. The rate of interest immediately
rose, and every borrower was informed why it rose. It was no longer neces-
sary to create sentiment—the law itself created sentiment, and all that re-
mained to do was to organize and direct opposition to mortgage taxation.

Even then complete exemption was not deemed politically practicable
and a bill was introduced at the last session of the legislature amending the
annual mortgage tax so as to provide for a recording tax to be paid once only
on mortgages to be recorded on and after July 1st, all old mortgages remained
subject to taxation as personal property to the same extent and in the same
manner as+they were before the passage of the law of 1905.

One result of great advantage to people of the whole country has sprung
from these rapid changes. For the first time it has been possible to gather
statistics which show with perfect clearness the effect of mortgage taxation.
For example, statistics were obtained showing the average rate of interest on all
mortgages in the counties adjoining Massachusetts under the old law and under
the annual mortgage tax law ;also statistics for the neighboring county in Massa-
chusetts in which mortgages are exempt from taxation. The statistics were
exactly what we had a right to expect. In Massachusetts the average rate of
interest was almost exactly 5%. In the adjoining New York counties under the

~old law the rate of interest was three mills higher. In the following year the
annual mortgage tax law the rate of interest rose in the New York counties by
about three mills, and remained stationary in the Massachusetts county. Com-
parison of a similar kind was made between New York and Boston. and between
Chavtauqua Countv in the Western part of the State of New York, and an
adjoining county in Pennsylvania, In all cases the results were the same.
Hereafter opponents of the taxation of debts can supplement the conclusive
arguments from deduction with inductive arguments, which to most minds carry
greater. ‘weight.

A marble stone in Greenwood Cemetery says that Henry George is dead, but innumer-
able voices testify to the victorious power of his truth.—Rev. Herbert Bigelow.
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MY DEBT TO HENRY GEORGE.

Address delivered at the closing session of the St Louis, Mo, Henry George Class
of Economics, on May the 30th, 1906,

By M. P. STAHL.

About two years ago I noticed one day in one of our daily papers a small
advertisment which read: “Those interested in economics will please send their
address to———;” then followed a cipher. Little I dreamt at that time when
I answered the “ad” what immense and unforeseen influence those two small
printed lines would assert upon all my future life, little I fancied when in
consequence of the ensuing correspondence I for the first time entered that small
group of young men who came together once a week to read one or two chap-
ters of Henry George’s “Progress and Poverty” that the idea which emanated
from this book were destined to completely change my economics, political, phil-
osophical, yea, even my religious ideas, and that the day on which I joined that
reading circle would become a milestone in my life, marking the most impor-
tant and most decisive change in all my views of the world and of God and man.

I had in_my younger years, as a student at various universities, studied
economics at the feet of many a famous professor of political economy, a fact
of swhich I was foolishly a little proud. And those eminent scholars and scien-
tists had been so marvelously successful in clouding and veiling every question
with a haze of profound scholarship that I stood before them in mute adora-
tion, like the ass of Balaam before the angel of the Lord.

And then came that day when for the first time I got acquainted with the
teachings of that “little man of 'Frisco,” who, to use a recent phrase of the St.
Louis “Mirror,” “set the economists by the ears.” Well, even though in my
most self-conceited moments I never imagined myself an economist, still their
fate was my fate. Henry George set me by the ears, too.

As the walls of Jericho went down at the sound of the clarion of Israel, so
all those profound scholastic economic conceptions industriously acquired from
the most learned and most academic professors went down, too, at the ringing,
clarion like call of the clear voice of the prophet of San Francisco.

Great, indeed, is the debt which I owe to Henry George for having brought
order into the chaos of my economic conceptions. But that is only the smallest
part of what that man has done for me.

James Russell Lowell is the author of the word: “Democracy in its best
sense is merely the letting in of light and air.” Light and air, that is what
Henry George has let in, into the somewhat musty cell-rooms of my mind, and
this rejuvenating flood of light and air has made me what I now. proudly con-

. fess myself: a Democrat in the best sense of the hvord, with a broader concep-
tion of and a deeper sympathy for the equal rights of all men.

So in economics and in politics Henry George has wrought a complete
change in me. But that is only the smallest part of what that man has done for
me.

Long befere I got acquainted with the writing of Henry George I was—
and am still to-day—a fervent admirer and faithful disciple of the elevating
and inspiring doctrine of evolution as originated first by Herbert Spencer and
ably expounded by John Fiske. But all the time I was laboring under a gross
misconception of this doctrine, namely : the inequality of men which observed
everywhere, and which is clearly shown in the process of evolution, led me to
the, as I see now, ridiculously erroneous conclusion—a conclusion which is the
fundament of the modern “superman philosophy” of Friedrich Nietzsche and
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his followers—that because men are unequally gifted they have also no right
to equal opportunities. It was the study of Henry George’s works which shed
light into this my philosophic “dark room,” and this light democratized even
my philosophic thinking.

So in economics, in politics and in philosophy, Henry George has wrought
a complete change in me. But that is only the smallest part of what that man
has done for me.

The very greatest thing which Henry George has done for me, the thing
for which I have to thank him most, is that he has given me a clearer and
sublimer conception of Almighty God.

As I said before, I as and am an evolutionist. But while in everything
in the world around me I could, with the help of the evolutionistic philosophy,
see prevail a divine order of things and a gradual, quiet and slow, but never
ceasing development from lower to ever higher and higher forms, in the social
conditions of the world, in the realm of economics, I saw an anarchy prevailing
which upset all my ideas and conceptions of the existence of “a power that
makes for righteousness.” And then I read Henry George, and I have here in
mind especially that booklet of his which first influenced me most deeply and
which more than any other one of his works—even “Progress and Poverty”
not excluded—converted me to his ideas. I mean his powerful “Open Letter
to Pope Leo XIII. on the Condition of Labor.”

Therein he shows convincingly “how by one wise provision divine Provi-
dence has seen to it that through the never stationary but constantly progress-
ive and increasing value of the land the means to defray the costs of the gov-
ernment keep step in direct ratio to the growth of the population, and the very
causes that increase and multiply the demands made on the land increase pro-
portionately its ability to meet them.” Hereby Henry George shows that those
anarchic social conditions, the fearful struggles for life and the misery of the
masses which lead so many men to think “that God is a bungler and is con-
stantly bringing more people into this world than he has made provision for or
that there is no God,” are not the will of God, but are brought about by man
disobeying the natural law ordained of God.

And further Henry George goes on to say : “Of all the evidence that natural
religion gives, the provision made for the common needs of society in what
economists call the law of rent is the great social fact that most clearly shows
the existence of a beneficent God, and most conclusively silences the doubts
that in our days lead so many to materialism. This beautiful provision made
by natural law for the fast increasing social needs of civilization proves that
God has intended civilization. We see that if we were only to observe the
natural law there would be work for all, leisure for all, abundance for all. We
see that Christ was not a mere dreamer when he told men that if they would
seek the Kingdom of God and its right-doing they might no more worry about
material things than do the lilies of the field about their raiment; but that he
with these words was only declaring what political economy in the light of
modern discovery shows to be a sober truth. For it is to see that there is a
God ‘who lives and reigns, and that he is a God of justice and love—Our
Father who art in heaven.”

So it is, as I stated above, that upon my economical, political, philosophical
and religious views Henry George has exerted a marvelously elevating and in-
spiring influence.

Now, as I know that this same influence is exerted itself upon everyone
who comes in contact with the teachings of that great man; there arises the
question for us: what can we do to show our gratitude for this priceless gift
which our leader has bequeathed to us?

Upon us, his followers and disciples, devolves the sacred duty to make
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goed use of the precious heritage left us by our master. Let us then arm our-
selves with the keen edged weapons which the well stocked arsenal of his in-
tellect furnishes us in his works, and go ahead to fight the good fight.

Soon the time will come—I see it approaching faster and faster—when from
all over the globe men and women will arise to help us in our fight. Then it
will be our blessed privilege to “beat our gwords into ploughshares and our
spears into pruning-hooks” and with the use of them loosen and break up the
hard soil, sow the seed and raise a crop which will laugh into a harvest that all
mankind will enjoy. Then we will have a common brotherhood of man and a
common fatherhood of God.

We are like the Children of Israel in the desert, tramping and trudging
along for many a weary year, but in front of their columns they saw beaming
through the darkness of the night the ball of fire that led them on, and in their
hearts they harbored the undying hope that they would reach the promised
land, for they believed in the words of their great leader, Moses. The fate of
Moses was also that of our leader. He, too, could see the promised land, al-
though only with his spiritual vision, and like Moses he was not permitted to
enter it. But we shall come to it if we only keep up courage and waver not
from the path where the light is leading us on. :

1

“Let us then be up and doing
With a heart for any fate,
Still achieving, still pursuing,
Learn to labor and to wait.”

“Learn to labor:” teach the nations, preach our gospel, speak to your neigh-
bours, talk of your friends!

“Learn tolwait:” the signs of the times are propitious, the people are wak-
ing, the dawn is breaking, the day is coming. Sooner than even the optimists
among us anticipate, shall we reach the promised land, but whenever that may
be, reach it we shall, because ours is the gospel of truth: “truth that may lose
an occasional battle, but never loses the campaign !”’

TOM WATSON AND THE SINGLE TAX,

Reprinted from the St. Louis Mirror of May 3, 1906.
By WILLIAM PRESTON HILL.

Watson's Magazine for April contains a long defense of private property
in land and a criticism of Henry George’s doctrine, written by Hon. Thomas E.
Watson of Georgia. As Mr, Watson was the Presidential nominee of the Popu-
iist party and has a national reputation as a reformer, it is necessary to point
out the influences that produced this article. In the first place Watson’s Maga-
zine is sailing under false colors when it uses that title. It never was and is not
now owned or published by Mr. Watson. On the contrary, it is owned and pub-
lished by the company controlled by Col. W. D’Alton Mann of alleged black-
mailing notoriety, who publishes The Smart Set and Town Topics and Tales
and Fads and Fanctes.

So much for the Magazine. Now as to the writer. Mr. Watson is one of
the largest land owners in Georgia. He may not allow this fact to influence his
judgment, but the presumption is to the contrary. It is not difficult for a large
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landlord to believe that private ownership of land is both natural and just. Mr.
Watson has a perfect right to defend his views and at the same time his in-
terests, in any way he chooses, and the plutocratic owners of Watson's Magazine
have a perfect right to dictate and publish such attacks in their magazine, but
we also have a perfect right to object to their flying the false colors of reform-
ers when they do so and it is our duty to expose them in their true light.

Now as to his arguments. He starts out by saying that the believers in
Henry George’s doctrine, whom he calls doctrinaries, are careful to avoid his-
tory and have forgotten the elemental traits of human nature, have forgotten
how unequal we are by nature, that some men are lions, others hogs and sloths
and others sheep and that we cannot create ideal conditions unless we had ideal
men. This is the old absurdity that Lincoln exposed before Watson was born
and it is a shame to be obliged to repeat it at this late day.

We do not propose to make men equal in intellect or strength or in any
other mental or physical characteristic, but we do propose to make them equal
as to their rights and privileges before the law and that men shall have equality
of opportunity to develop themselves, we do propose to prevent the human tiger
and hog and the various other human animals from using the power of govern-
ment to create an artificial inequality that does not exist in nature.

Next, Mr, Watson admits that undoubtedly the earth was given to all the
human family and that nature undoubtedly teaches that the earth belongs in
common to the entire human race. Thus it was in the beginning, he says, but
he claims that society is only a matter of convention and that nature did not
frame it and that we have to improve on nature’s way and laws, in this as well
as in other things, and recognize different rights from those of nature.

We ask fvhy so? Blackstone says that “the laws of Nature are coeval with
mankind and are binding everywhere and in all times” and that “all human
enactments derive whatever force and validity they have from their conformity
to those great originals and that any human law made in contradiction to the
laws of nature must eventually fail and become null and void.”

The French convention said that all disorders of government can be traced
to some fundamental neglect, contempt or denial of human rights.

Perhaps some of the disorders of our nation can be traced to the denial and
neglect of this fundamental law of nature which Mr. Watson shows we have
disregarded.

Mr. Watson further says that gradually people began to recognize private
property in the things produced by labor. He says “mine was the canoe which
my hands had hollowed out, mine the bow and arrows I had fashioned, mine
the wild horse which I had tamed, etc.,” Then he asks, “Should the idler or the
thief of the tribe take from me that which my labor has produced?” and he
answers that nature says “No!” ‘“Nature, speaking through elemental instinct,
said that which my labor made is mine against all the world.”

And we fully agree with this doctrine. We propose to make a man’s title
to what his labor produces still more sacred than Mr. Watson is willing to make
it, and that the State shall not step in under the guise of axation and take away
a portion of his labor and that the State shall not grant to a landlord the special
privilege of taking away another portion of his labor for merely permitting
him to work on the earth, which, Mr. Watson says, belongs, by natural right, in
common to all men. But says Mr. Watson: “The recognition of private prop-
erty in the products of labor naturally and insensibly extended to private prop-
erty in land. That when fish grew scarce and game disappeared from the
forests the products of nature had to be supplemented by human industry.”
But, he continues, “before land could be cultivated, the trees had to be cut
away, etc., and the strong, clear-headed laborer made the farm.” And further,
Mr. Watson gives us the following remarkable statement: “Those who assail
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private ownership of land say ‘that the man who makes a farm doesn’t make it
in a sense that one makes a basket or a chair.” They see clearly that if they
admit that the pioneer who goes into the wilderness or the swamps and creates
a farm, is to be put on the same footing as a man who goes into the woods, gets
material and makes a chair or a basket, it is ‘farewell (world’ to their theory
about the land. Therefore, they say the farm was already there, waiting for
the farmer.”

We, the doctrinaries, have never said anything of the kind. We have only
claimed, and justly, too, that the land was there and remains there forever, and
when the pioneer goes into the wilderness, as Watson says, with ax in one hand
and rifle in the other and at risk of life from savages and malaria, clears or
drains the land and creates a farm, he has not created the land but has simply
changed it to suit his needs and has made improvements to the land just as
when he erects a house or surrounds the land with a fence and that he is entitled
to the benefit of these improvements because he has produced them by his laber.
No doctrine would rob the pioneer of one jot or tittle of his labor. But be-
cause he is entitled to all the value that his labor has produced for that very
same reason he is not entitled to any value that his labor has not produced.

The trouble with Mr. Watson, and others who attempt to criticise Henry
George’s doctrine, without taking the trouble to study it, is that they keep talk-
ing about land, whereas we doctrinaires keep talking about land values. We
talk about the value that attaches to land by reason of the growth of the com-
munity and the pressure of population. Mr. Astor, for instance, bought a farm
on Manhattan Island for $20,000. Let us admit that the original settler of the
farm went with his rifle in one hand and ax in the other and even blasted some
of the granite bowlders so prevalent there and created a farm and that Mr.
Astor succeeded by purchase to all the original settler’s rights. But the
growth of the nation necessitated putting Manhattan Island to other uses and
its conversion into a vast metropolis. The value of that land, not as a farm,
but simply as land, is now many millions of dollars per acre and in fact is now
valued and measured by the square foot. Who created that value? Did Mr.
Astor? Mr. Watson and everybody else knows that if Mr. Astor could have
been asleep from that time to the present day, like Rip Van Winkle, this land
would be worth just as much. That value attaches to that land, not because of
anything Mr. Astor did, but by reason of the growth of New York City. The
use of that land by millions of people in their concentrated activities has created
its value. If we admit, therefore, with Mr, Watson that Mr. Astor was entitled
to the value that he or his predecessors put upon the land by their labor, we
must, by the same process of reasoning, deny that he is entitled to that portion
of the enormous value which his labor has not created, and it follows that that
value belongs by natural right to the community whose labor did produce it.

“But,” says Mr. Watson, “I never would have gone to the great toil,
danger and hardship of the pioneer if I had not believed that society would se-
cure me in the possession of the farm after I had made it.” Such reasoning
ignores plain, everyday facts. Everybody knows that the greatest improve-
ments have been made on land leased for a limited period only, say 99 years or
even less, and that people have erected buildings costing millions of dollars on
ground leased for a limited time only, knowing full well, beforehand, they would
lose the improvements at the expiration of their lease. It is false to claim that
the pioneer needed the stimulus of ownership to make him go out and occupy
land, because this has often been done by tenants who did not have that
stimulus. -

Further, Mr. Watson says that “society, having established the pioneer in
his security of possession which, he says, is tantamount to title, society having
admitted his title, must continue to recognize it in perpetuity and should not
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limit it, because it has no right to do so. That which he has made, he ought to
have the right to dispose of on such terms as please him. His title having orig-
inated in the sacred rights of labor, you should not limit his enjoyment or his
disposition of that which his labor has created.” Just so, say we, that which
his labor has created, he ought to have the right to enjoy and dispose of, but
what has his labor created? Not the land, surely, because that was created by
the Almighty. His labor has created some improvements to the land to make
it more suitable to his immediate uses and to these and these only is he entitled.
We deny utterly that to secure him in the possession of these is tantamount to
title, as Mr. Watson says, and that society must continue to recognize it forever,
etc. On this point I am going to quote Watson against himself. Further along
in his article he says: “So, as to property, no man holds an absolute title to
land as against the State. The government, acting for all the people, can con-
fiscate my property for public purposes when the public requires it and I would
have to surrender my individual preference to what is supposed to be, by the
constituted authorities, the necessity of the State. This right of the public to
take away any portion of the soil from the individual and to dedicate it to the
use of the public, is called the right of eminent domain and is a remnant of the
old system which recognized that the title to all lands was in the king. Of
course, the king stood for the State. Centered in the personal sovereign were
the sovereign rights which belonged to the people as a whole and they, the
people, represented by the king, were admitted to be the owners of the ultimate
fee in the land and could compel any individual to surrender his individual
holdings for the benefit of the entire people, just compensation having first been
paid to the individual.”

Just so, say we, and this is excellent doctrine. Now let us apply it to our
pioneer. Suppose that the people as a whole, represented by their government,
decide that they must put the pioneer’s farm to other uses necessitated by the
grqwth of the community and decide to exercise their sovereign rights for the
benefit of all the people. What just compensation shall they make to the pi-
oneer? Shall they not give him the exact value of the improvements that his
labor has created on it? Is not this in accordance with strict justice? Or, shall
they, as Mr. Watson contends, give him also the additional value that the labors
of millions of his fellow men have bestowed on that land? By what system of
logic or by what right human or divine can he claim that which his labor has
not produced?

The only way for one man to receive as his own that which his labor has
not produced is to deny to other men that which their labor did produce. When
Mr. Watson insists so strenuously on his right to what his labor produced, let
us not forget that there are other men who have the same sacred right to the
product of their labor and that the duty of the State is not solely to safeguard
the rights of a few landlords, but to give equal protection to the rights of all
its citizens and special favors to none.

I quote from Abraham Lincoln: “In the early days of our race the Al-
mighty said to the first of mankind, ‘In the sweat of thy face, shalt thou eat
bread,” and since then, if we except the light and air of heaven, no good thing
has been or can be enjoyed by us without having first cost labor. And inas-
much as most good things have been produced by labor, it follows that all such
things belong of right to those whose labor has produced them. But it has so
happened in all ages of the world, that some have labored and others have, with-
out labor, enjoyed a large portion of the fruits. This is wrong and should not
continue. To secure to each laborer the whole product of his labor, as nearly
as possible, is a worthy object of any government.”

If therefore, as Mr. Watson admits, the State has the right to the ultimate
sovereign ownership of all the land and the right of the individual, pioneer or
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otherwise, has in all cases to give way to the common welfare of all the people,
then the regulation of land tenure becomes simply a question for the people to
determine according to what they think will conduce to the greatest good of the
greatest number and that will in the greatest measure secure the natural rights
of every citizen.

In one place Mr. Watson tells us he sees no difference between the owner-
ship of a cow-lot and that of a cow. We will therefore point out to him an
essential difference. The cow-lot, if favorably situated, may grow in value with-
out any labor on the part of its owner and become worth $10,000 or more a
front foot whereas the cow requires labor in the parts of her owner to feed and
take care of her and will never increase in value to be worth $10,000 a pound.

But Mr. Watson himself unconsciously concedes a difference when later
he says “he is opposed to the abuse of land ownership and that there should be
no monopoly of land for speculative purposes.” Does anybody speak of the
abuse of cow-ownership or to monopoly of cows for speculative purposes.

There must be then, a marked difference in cow-ownership and land-
ownership.

He does not tell us how he is going to prevent or correct the monopoly of
land for speculative purposes and we will continue to believe that the best way
and, practically, the only way to accomplish this, is for the community to take
away by taxation the values which the community creates and to leave, undi-
minished by taxation, to the individual, the values which his labor creates.

Moreover, Mr. Watson, having his mind concentrated on land and not on
land walues, is oblivious to the fact that the farmer or pioneer in this country is
bearing altogether too much of the burden of taxation of this nation. He does
not know that though the farmer owns a great deal of land, he actually owns
comparatively little of land value, irrespective of improvements, The farmers,
according to the compilations of the last census, own less than 20 per cent. of
the land values of this country and they pay between 60 and 70 per cent. of all
the tares, State and Federal, direct and indirect. Under a system of taxation,
therefore, that would fall exclusively on land values, the farmer would pay less
than 20 per cent. of the taxes or less than one-third of what he pays now. Such
a system of taxation, instead of bearing with crushing effect upon the hard
working producers of the nation, and our farmers are certainly entitled to that
designation, would fall on the congested wealth of the idle holders of special
privileges.

Mr. Watson says he wants to fight with all the power that is in him to
equalize the taxes and make the rich support the government in proportion to
their wealth. How is he going to do it? Who but the rich are the holders of
our greatest land values? They can hide their personal property and escape
taxation on it, but they cannot hide their land values and if they have to pay
heavily on those, it will equalize what they escape on their personal estate. We
agree with Mr. Watson that the State should own all public utilities and we
not only wish to abolish taxation on the necessities of life but also to free labor
by abolishing taxation on every product of labor.

A tax on the products of labor is a tax that must ultimately be borne by
labor itself and it is in the nature of a fine on industry, whereas a tax on land
values is a tax to discourage holding land idle for speculative purposes and to
compel the owner to put it to its best use. It is therefore a tax to prevent land
monopoly and to encourage industry.

The great mistake that Mr. Watson and other critics make is to assume
that the application of the Henry George doctrine necessarily involves confis-
cation, so-called, of private property in land and robbery of the land owner.
There are very many who believe that the land owner should be compensated
and that the easiest way to bring it about would be by direct purchase.
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President Roosevelt has pointed out that it may soon be necessary for the
nation to limit the inheritance of the enormous fortunes already swollen be-
yond all reason. One of America’s greatest jurists has indicated that the ques-
tion of inheritance is purely one to be regulated by the State. A strong, pro-
gressive inheritance tax would, in the course of one generation or so, enable
the government to nationalize the most valuable land holdings without injury
to a single vested interest. It is not necessary to nationalize the land of the
farmers, because the government can by owning dirctly the great land values
and collecting the full rent therefrom, change the system of taxation on the
farmer’s land by removing the taxes from his improvements and placing it all
on the farmer’s land values. As the farmers do not own much land value at
present, he would pay about one-third as much taxes as he pays now.

But in the future the government would collect all its taxes from land
values and if the farmers’ land should increase in value by reason of the growth
of the country, the government would absorb that increase by taxation.

This would not take away from the farmer anything he now owns. On the
contrary, it would make more sacred than ever before all the values that the
farmer creates by his labor. But it would deprive the farmer of any possi-
bility of getting something for nothing by reason of other people’s labor, and
preclude his being able to absorb in the future, from the community, values not
created by his labor and to which he is therefore not entitled. This is supremely
just.

ALFRED RUSSELL WALLACE—HIS AUTOBIOGRAPHY.

One of the most notable volumes of last year was the autobiography of
Alfred Russel Wallace in two large octavo volumes. It is the record of a great
intellectual life, and is published by Chapman and Hall, of London. Few men
in this generation have achieved eminence in so many lines. Mr. Wallace is
President of the Land Nationalization Society of Great Britain, and among the
imposing array of vice presidents of that society are sixty-eight members of
Parliament, a significant indication of the growth of the movement of “The
Land for the People” among the English speaking race. He was the co-dis-
coverer with Charles Darwin of the doctrine of evolution, if it be not an error
to speak of the “discovery” of a theory more or less clearly pointed out by many
notable thinkers from Lucretius to Goethe. His rank among naturalists is high
and he is one of the leading anti-vaccinationists, an investigator into the phe-
nomena of spiritualism, as well as one of the leading apostles of that faith. He
is a man of exceptionally liberal learnings, and one whose published works, by
reason of original discovery and hypothesis, must give him high rank among
his scientific contemporaries—Darwin, Huxley, Tyndal, Spencer. And he has
left a record of these achievements, of the intimate processes of his thought,
of the distinguished men whose friend he was—all told in delightfully clear and
direct English, from which we gain a knowledge of the man, and the finely
simple character of his greatness.

. In 1886 this representative thinker of his time—already an old man with
silvered hair—stood upon one of our platforms and said a good word for Henry
George,_ then our candidate for Mayor. He tells us that he failed to produce an
mmpression upon his audience, but in this we think he is mistaken. Certainly,
to those who knew of him and his great scientific achievements, his presence
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on that platform, and his clear and explicit endorsement of the principles, if not
of the method advocated—an endorsement which for courage was in refreshing
contrast with the timidity of some others of our visitors from across the water—
was inspiring.

Perhaps the most interesting part of the first volume—so far as it touches
upon economic relations—is Wallace’s attack upon Giffen's conclusions as to
the improvement in the condition of the British working classes. He shows
that many of these stastistics which are devoted to showing such improvement
in the last fifty years are illusory. He “slurs over and minimizes the universal
increase in rent.” It is pointed out too by Mr. Wallace in his examination of
these statistics that the decreased cost of clothing is greatly discounted by the
less enduring qualities of present day fabrics. Our author certainly indicates
many of Giffen's shortcomings. Wallace rarely touches a controversial point
that he does not enlighten.

The sanity of Wallace’s reasoning is always an admirable quality of his
work. Thus in rejecting the theory that attributes all to heredity and its op-
posite that attributes all to environment, he says with admirable discrimination :

“To my mind both factors necessarily enter into the determination of con-
duct, as well as into the development of character, and for the purposes of
social life and happiness a partial determination, as developed and practised
by Owen is the only safe guide to action, because over it alone have we almost
complete control. Heredity, through which it is now known that ancestral char-
acteristics are constantly reappearing, gives that infinite diversity of character
which is the very salt of social life; by environmeent, including education we
can so modify and improve that character as to bring it into harmony with
the possessor’s actual surroundings and thus fit him for performing some use-
ful and enjoyable function in the great social organism.” Elsewhere he says:
“Owen contended and proved by a grand experiment* that environment great-
ly modifies character.”

There are a few words in the first volume on Land Nationalization. After
detailing the process by which masses of Englishmen have been disinherited
from the soil—a process which he does not hesitate to characterize in correct
terms—he says: “But all the robbery, all the spoliation, all the legal and il-
legal filching, have been on their (the landlords’) side and they still hold the
stolen property. They made laws to legalize their action, and some day we,
the people, will make laws which will not only legalize but justify our process
of restitution. It will justify it, because, unlike their laws, which always took
from the poor to give to the rich—to the very class which made the laws—ours
will take from the superfluity of the rich, not to give to the poor or to any in-
dividuals, but to so administer as to enable every man to live by honest work,
to restore to the whole people their birthright in their native soil, and relieve all
alike from a heavy burden of unnecessary and unjust taxation. This will be the
true statesmanship of the future, and it will be justified alike by expediency,
by ethics and by religion.” :

Wallace had been much impressed with Progress and Poverty, and had
tried to induce his friend Charles Darwin to read it. Darwin wrote: “I will
certainly order Progress and Poverty, for the subject is a most interesting one.
But 1 read many years ago some books on political economy, they produced
a disastrous effect on my mind, viz, utterly to distrust my own judgement on
the subject, and to doubt much every one else’s judgement. So I feel pretty
sure that Mr. George’s book will only leave my mind worse confounded than
it is at present.” Nothing further is related of Charles Darwin’s impressions

* New Lanarck.
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after reading the work. He was in ill health at the time—all his life long this
patient and laborious investigator into nature’s phenomena had been an in-
valid, and it is a marvel that he had accomplished so much. Had he been en-
dowed with the splendid physique of Wallace it is conceivable that he would
have rivalled his fellow naturalist in like profitable—to himself and posterity—
excursions into many fields.

Wallace’s correspondence with Herbert Spencer on the same subject is of
even greater interest. Spencer writes: “As you may suppose, I fully sympathize
with the aims of your proposed Land Nationalization Society, but for sundry
reasons I hesitate to commit myself, at the present stage of the question, to
a programme so definite as that which you send me.” Spencer expressed
himself too that there “ought to be generated a body of public opinion” before
action was taken. This was a curious objection even at the time (1881) to one
who had written Chapter IX of Social Statics. Certainly the objection pos-
sessed other characteristics than that of strangeness. It was a peculiarly feeble
objection, since the object of the Society was the generation of just such a body
of public opinion as Spencer declared necessary. Ten years later, when the
Society had grown, and Progress and Poverty had sown additional seed, Mr.
Spencer wrote in Justice: “A fuller consideration of the matter has led me to
the conclusion that individual ownership, subject to State suzerainty, should
ble qzair’ltained.” This Mr. Wallace rightly terms “a lame and impotent con-
clusion.”

" About the same time that Wallace had written to Spencer of the aims of
the Land Nationalization Society he had addressed him in regard to Progress
and Poverty. Spencer wrote that he had glanced at the book, and finding that
he fundamentally disagreed with the writer, had not read more. He demurred
to the supposition that the course of humanity could have been any different
from what it had been, or that the distress through which it had passed could
have been prevented. Upon this Wallace comments that he does not think that
Henry George either stated or implied that the course of civilization “might
have been different” from what it had been. “His whole work was devoted to
showing the injustice and evils of private property in land as Herbert Spencer
himself had done in Social Statics.” It will be remembered that about this
time the name of Herbert Spencer was being spoken of among land reformers
who had not forgotten the teachings read by Wallace in 1853 on his return
from the Amazon that had made, as he tells us, a powerful impression upon
him, and led him to become, some years later, president of the Land Nationaliza-
tion Society, now a quarter of a century old.

_ Yet Herbert Spencer will remain what Mr. Wallace calls him, “The first
eminent English man of science to establish the doctrine of land nationaliza-
tion on the firm basis of social Justice.” And Mr. Wallace will occupy
a higher moral elevation as a man of science less eminent than Spencer who
possessed of great intellectual gifts, had the eye to perceive what Spencer saw
and the courage to maintain steadfastly a truth which Spencer timidly and

yieldingly renounced.
JOSEPH DANA MILLER.

‘I do not wish to have taxes at all. 1 wish the common expenses reduced to a minimum
and paid by the social increment of values.”— Victor Hugo, Ninety-Three, Book 7, Chap. s.

‘‘ Let every man have a piece of land and every piece of land a man.”—Victor Hugo, Ib,
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SINGLE TAX AND SOCIALISM.
‘(For the Review,)

By OLIVER R. TROWBRIDGE.

It may be conceded that, in its present state of development, the Single
Tax is a middle class movement. This fact is held by by the Socialists to be
fatal to our ultimate success. What they call the “‘economic interpretation of
history” leads them to declare that the middle and upper classes never have
done any thing directly and disinterestedly for the worker and that they never
will ; and that therefore the worker must become a part of a world-wide work-
ing class movement and so emancipate himself. In order to do this a revolu-
tionary change must be made so that history shall pursue an opposite course;
for the working class has never yet succeeded in bringing about a radical and
permanent change of condition, or in becoming, in anyway, the dominant class.

Socialism prides itself upon making its appeal directly to the working
classes. It openly holds that the workers themselves must not only bring
about a radical economic revolution for their own benefit, but that they must
also exclusively manage the affairs of the new era. This gives to Socialism,
early in its career, an advantage which manifests itself in a numerical strength
out of proportion to the merits of its distinctive doctrine.

1 speak of its distinctive doctrine because the mere matter of socializing
things is not characteristic of Socialism. In established order many things are
socialized more or less completely, but always in a sporadic or unrelated man-
ner. The post office, the public school, the city department, the public hospital
and many other features of our civic life are essentially socialistic, but are not so
related as to form a part of a socialistic system. And again, the Single-Taxers
propose as their distinctive working plan, not only to socialize certain things
which are now under individual ownership, operation and control, but to
socialize them as a part of all economic system. The things which the Single-
Taxers propose to socialize are two in number, wiz., all natural opportunities
and all public utilities. Natural opportunities are to be socialized through the
systematic appropriation of ground rent into the public treasury in lieu of all
taxes, and expenditure of ground rent for the common good. Public utilities
are to be socialized by the systematic public ownership, operation and control
of all businesses which require the use of public property (as the streets), or
the grant of public power or authority under a franchise, when conducted by
private persons or corporations.

To the systematic socialization of these fwo things (the union of Single
Tax and public ownership of public utilities) I have given the name of Biso-
cialism. This distinguishes it from current Socialism, the distinctive doctrine
of which is the socialization of all means of production and distribution. That
1s to say, Socialism demands the socialization, in a revolutionary manner, of
pra_ctl.call‘y all property and all kinds of business ; while Bisocialism demands the
socialization, in an evolutionary manner, of one kind of property (ground rent)
and one kind of business (the operation of public utilities),-and insists that all
other forms of property and all other kinds of business shall be individualized
mucl} more fully than at present—so much so, indeed, as to be free from all
public taxation. It is this insistent individualism characteristic of the Single
Tax programmes after the socialization of ground rent and public utilities has
t‘,vecmt secured, that makes it so largely a middle class or business men’s move-
ment.
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On the other hand, under our democratic form of government, an econo-
mic reform can never prevail as a governmental policy unless it becomes popu-
lar. 1t must have the working man’s vote. Single taxers must not cater en-
tirely or too largely to middle class interests. They must recognize and learn
to emphasize the socialistic side of the movement if they hope to cope with the.
Socialist leaders in securing for their cause the necessary element of popularity.
Nor is there any thing in the socialism involved in the Single Tax programme
of which we may not freely speak and call by its right name. In both form
and substance it is purely democratic. It is only the bureaucratic socialism
of the Socialists which transcends and contradicts true democracy that we
should decry and repel.

TRIBUTE LEVYING IN OMAHA.

There is another interesting conclusion of the assessor; that is that land
values in the city, regardless of improvements, have increased about $5,000,000
over last year, due to the increase of population and thrift of the people. As-
suming that the land of this city has a value of about $50,000,000, exclusive
of improvements, this shows an average increase of ten per cent. in the value
of this land. In some instances this value has increased 200 per cent. Here
is a proof of prosperity at least to the landholder, due to the growth of the
city, and represents his ability to levy tribute upon the people of this community
to the tune of $5,000,000 per year. In other words, the people of this com-
munity during the past year have actually paid $5,000,000 to landlordism for
which landlordism has rendered no service whatever. Suppose this land were
owned by one man. He might have lived in China, yet he would have been
enabled under the operation of this iniquitous system, to collect this enormous
sum from the people of this city without rendering them any service at all.
Such a system 1s legalized piracy, for which a remedy must and will be found.
A tax upon land speculation would destroy it. A land grabber fears a just tax.
~—The Square Deal, Omaha, Neb.

THE LORD OF PEACE.

Wait, wait! not long. The Rectificr will rise;
A purer and more righteous ara come.
The crowd of kings, the sovereignty of crowds,
Shall alike pass, and perish. Time shall be.
When earth one state, the lord of peace rules all.
Deep in earth’s caverned heart, self-hidden, [ see,
Her loins with wisdom's silver serpents girt,
The Nemesis of nations. Stern she sits
Her monumental throne. The hush of death
Spreads round her, halo-like. Even Hope, her friend,
Oft deems her dead. Yet lives she; live she will.
She hath a vital secret in her breast,
As though she nursed a god which scarcely breathes,
The freedom of the future.

—Philip James Bailey.
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PUBLISHER'S NOTES.

Will our readers bear in mind that our
offer of a cloth bound copy of * Progress
and Poverty' (the $1 Doubleday, Pa,
edition) will be sent for every two new lugg
scribers secured. Surely there is no Single
Taxer anywhere who cannot with a little
oﬁc_»;: induoe two Single Tax friends to sub-
scribe.

This is the first number of another new
volume, and no effort will be spared to
make the Review better in every respect
both in point of original articles and the
fullest foreign and domestic news of the
progress of the movement,

Some of our readers are disposed to criti-
cise the introduction into the colums of the
Review of controversial matter on points
not vital to our movement. We want to
say that it is not possible to please every-
body. The idea of what a Single Tax organ
should be will be found to differ according
to the bent of mind of the critio. Certainly
the question of private property in land—or
rather the terminology involved in our
method of treating of I)roperty and owner-
ship—the question o compensation, the
vulnerable points of Fairhope asa Single
Tax colony—even the shortcomings of our
advocacy and our alleged failure to rise to
the full height of our opportunity—all seem
to us legitimate subjects for discussion in

the Single Tax Review,

Those who because of the introduction of
such controversial letters from men whose
Single Tax convictions have been known
for years refuse their support to the Review

are of course atliberty to do so. The Review
is, however, not run for any profit there is
in it—it is not a money making venture, It
is conducted with due regard to the opinions
of the great Single Tax body—all an every
one alike, and is a free forum for itating
their convictions, subject only to the edi-
torial judgment of the balance to be main-
tained and the exercise of a due measure of
courtesy and brotherly consideration. In
the pursuance of this policy the Review has
lost none of its friends worth retaining.

DEATH OF DR. GAFFNEY,

The death of Mathew T. Gaffney, M, D. ;
at his home, 211 Plain 8t. Newark, N. J. on
Monday evening, April 16th., 1906, marked
the close of a lamentably brief but excep-
tional career, He was born March lltg,
1870, and received his early educational
training in the Christian Brothers Schoo]
and in a local business college. Later he
took a course in the Colloée of Physicians
g.ncll sggrgeons in New York City, graduating
in :

Althought but 86 years of age he had
achieved prominent success in two difficult
fields. The first of these was art, in which
as a painter in ofls he won distinction when
still little more than a boy. His paintings
won prizes at exhibition contests upon more
than one occasion.

Love of science lured him away from art
as a chosen field for his chief activities, and
attracted him to the study of medicine.
He completed his studies in Europe and
returned to Newark, where in an almost
incredibly short time, he built up a very
large practice. Careful application and
thorough ecientific methods were responsible
for his success, which consisted in a large
practice. Dr. Gaffney was gonstantly calied
upon to serve as medical expert in cases
that had been carried into the courts.

It was, however, a rarer quality than that
of success ina chosen vocation, that made
Dr, Gaffney a distinguished character and
an exceptionally useful member of society.

Love of justice was the predominating
trait of this man. It isstill fresh in the me-
mory of the people of Newark, how Dr,
Gaflney championed the cause of Mrs,
McCarren, who had in his opinion been
unjustly arrested, imprisoned and fined
upon the charge of mendiocancy.

So aroused was Dr. Gaffney over the
evident injustice of the charge and its
accompanying sentence, that at his own
expense, he employed counsel, and carried
the case from court to court; from the
highest tribunal of the State a decision was
recently rendered reversing the sentence by
which Mrs. McCarren had been unjustly

unished, and thus vindicating the Doctor.
ft ie fortunate that he lived long enough at
least to learn of the outcome of this case,
taken up by him out of pure love of Jjustice,
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which made it impossible for him to rest in
the knowledge of an injustice done a poor
and friendless woman. The legal expenses,
which were heavy, were borne by the
Doctor himself alone.

1t was this same predomineting trait in
Dr. Gaffney’s character, coupled with that
exceptional degree of moral courage which
in certain individuals makes it possible for
them to live up to their convictions, that
formed the basis of one of the chief epochs
in his life. The chapter referred to was
that in which he became a devoted admirer
and staunch supporter of Dr. McGlynn at
the time of the latter’s controversy with his
church, growing out of McGlynn's deter-
mination to publicly preach the economic
reform advanced by Henry George,

Gaffney was but a boy at that time, and
fresh from the Roman Catholic echool in
which he had been pursuing his studies.
His attention was naturally drawn to the
McGlynn case and his heart was won by
the courage of this Priest, who dared to
defy without fear of consequences, the
most powerful church of histor{ in its
demand that he desist from Jn-eao ing the
economic truths enunciated by George.
‘Warned by the priest of his own parish that
prompt excommunication awaited anybody
and everybody who might attend a McGlynn
meeting, young Gaffney took the first train
for New York to attend a meeting of the
anti-ﬁoverty society that same evening, at
which McGiynn was the principal speaker,
Gaffney’s admiration for McGlynnincreased
with time. Copies of every sermon and of
every address, together with everything
bearing upon the historical features of the
McGlynn case were carefully collected and
treasured. These were afterwardssystema-
tized and used as the basis of a book entitled
“Priest. Orator and M r. Life and
Sermons of Dr. Edward McGlynn".

When in the study of Henry George’s
philosophy, Gaffney discovered that in the
application of the Single Tax lay the remedy
for present unjust social conditions, he
became devoted to one great life’s ambition
to advance that reform. How active and
loyal he has been in pursuing that ambition
is now made painfully obvious to those who
have been associated with him in the work,
and who must proceed without his ever
ready assistance,

At the time of his death Dr. Gaffney was
Becretary - Treasurer of the New Jersey
Single Tax League, the Convention of
which, Tuesday night, March 20th, was the
last occasion of the Doctor’s activities. The
next day he was taken sick and never again
left his home. His sickness began with
quinzy sore throat, followed by kidney
trouble, and finally heart-failure. His life
was an inspiration to those who strive
toward high ideals and his unceasing activ-
ity in the advancement of a chosen cause
was a rebuke to the lukewarm and the half-
hearted, He was & man of strong con-

S. H. SPENCER.

victions, and an exceptional degree of
courage in expressing the same, and was
governed by one over-whelming desire to
assist in making the world better. IHe was
one of those the loss of whom must leave
the world appreciably poorer,

Geo. L. RrsBY.

DEATH OF REV, 8. H. SPENCER.

Rev. S. H. Spencer became acquainted
with the teachings of Henry George in the
year 1887, This makes his enlistment in
the ranks of those who stand for the Bingle
Tax coincide very nearly with the wave of
enthusiasm which culminated in the Wil-
mington,Delaware experiences, with which
the readers of the Review are familiar, I
distinctly remember his indignation at the
fact that in these daye of enlightenment it
should be possible for men to be deprived of
liberty for the expression of their socio-
economic couvictions. At the time when
Mr, Spencer came into the knowledge of
Henry George, quite a number of those
who are believers in the dootrines of Eman-
uel Swedenborg also became interested.

At that time Mr. A. J. Auchterlonie, a
sturdy Scot with a love of justice never
equalled in my experienee, gathered about
him an enthusiastic group of ‘New Church
People”, as they are called. He founded
and published a paper, called the “New
Earth” to which Mr. Spencer also became a
contributor, This paper was to represent
the leading thouﬁht of this group of believ-
ers, who found in the doctrines of the
New Church a basic structure upon
which to rest their convictions of the truth
of Single Tax. For there is one doctrine
enunciated by Swedenborf, which Father
McGlynn in his day formulated by his cry
"Bne{ to the land”, but which in Sweden-
borg’s more abstractly philosophic language
was called “from first principles by ulti-
mates”. For Sweenborg’s idea of the
relation of man to his Maker is one de-
pending entirely for its efficiency upon
what use man makes of his ultimate oppor-
tunities. It has been illustrated by a trolley
car, which is in contact with the continuous
force of electricity carried on the wire by
means of its trolley wheel. But the energy
that sets through the motor on the car de-
pends upon the fact that through the wheels
there must be contact with the track, or
the lowest, the ultimate. If such contact
there be not, then the car willnot run, even
if the upper wheel be in touch with the
wire. So the highest reaches of the human
soul touch the infinity of God, and of His
eternal Life, But if man does not carry out
that life into the actual stammering of his
lips in speech and the efforts of his hands,
then there is no life from God setting on-
ward, and man has no life worth while:
Aspiration is necessary, but o is ultima-
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tion, and one without the other is as a tub
without a bottom.

This group of ‘“New Church” Single
Taxers comprised such men and women as
John Filmer, L. E, Wilmarth, Chas. H.
Mann, E, B. Swinney, Miss Thatcher, now
Mre. Post, Miss A. B, Morgan, Miss Schet-
ter, Miss Kellogg, an ardent admirer also of
Henry James, Miss Cebelia Hollister and
many others,

I mention this fact because Mr. 8
though at first of this group of New Church

ple who seemed to hold Henry George
n an estimate not far different from thatin
which they held Bwedenborg, and whose
effort it was to find pointsof coincidence be-
tween these two great teachers, presently
drifted into an effort to adjust the require-
ments made by Henry George not only with
those made by Swedenborg, but also with
those made by Marx, Flurscheim, and
others who stand for Socialism, In this
effort he spent the last years of his life and
produced along the lines of this effort sev-
eral admirable essays, which appeared in
the paper run by him, the ‘““New Christ-
ianity.”

And in this effort he was as far success-
ful as any one can be along such lines, He
was an ardent believer in the Single Tax,
a strong defender of its principles and a
man of gentle disposition and kindly in-
clinations, yet with a strong will set in the
direction of the attainment of the larger
humanity on earth by means of such re-
forms as have been taught by Henry George
and those who have come after him,

Rev. ADOLPH ROEDER.

ncer,

DEATH OF JAMES E. SCRIPPS.

Another death that has occurred within
the last quarter ia that of James E. Scripps,
of Detroit, Mich., founder, publisher and
proprietor of the Detroit News. He was re-

orted to be several times a millionaire, but
Ke was a convinced Single Taxer, and never
made any concealment of his convictions.
He was accustomed to advocate the Single
}‘ax in his own paper, under the signature

The News has been one of the most public
spirited papers of Detroit, and its editor one
of the foremost citizens, His life has been
a long and useful one,

DEATH OF JOHN FERGUSON,

The movement in Scotland suffers a se-
vere loss in the death of John Ferguson,
No land reformer was ever more devoted
and strenuous in his labors for the cause.
Almost up to the hour of the accident
which resulted in his death—he fell from a
tram car—he was unremitting in his plat-
form work. His physician had warned
him, but he kept on. Although an old man,
his devotion to the cause knew no abate-
ment, He realized years ago that the solu-

tion of the great social problem was the tax-
ation of land values, and he embraced the
cause with the enthusiasm of a religious
conviction. His death takes from us
another brave comrade whose services have
made his name honored far beyond the
borders of his native land.

DEATH OF MRS. WARREN,

James A. Warren, of Pittsburg, Pa., a
contributor to the columns of the lew,
has suffered a severe loss in the death of his
wife, who died April 22, at the age of forty.
She and Mr, Warren were both Sweden-
borgians, the denomination that has con-
tributed so many devoted and able adher-
ents to the Single Tax cause, During their
long residence in Cleveland they enter-
tained many visiting Single Taxers, and
thus are personally known to a number of
our friends in different cities who will read
this notice with deep sympathy for Mr.
‘Warren in his bereavement.

EDITORIAL DEPARTMENT.

SWOLLEN FORTUNES AND FALSE
TAXATION.

President Roosevelt’s crude proposal for
checking the accumulation of large fortunes
through inheritances, and Mr. Wayne Mac
Veagh’s comments upon it in the North
American Review for June, invite reflec-
tion.

Mr. Mac Veagh discusses the subject
principally upon flscal grounds. He argues,
along with some professional economists,
that taxation should be in proportion to
ability to pay, and that this ideal is to be
approximated by a graduated tax, appor-
tioning the contribution of each taxpayer
so that he feels, as near as may be, neither
more nor less inconvenience than every
other. But Mr. Mac Veagh as well as the
President is distinctly influenced also by
dread of the effect upon society of over-
grown fortunes,

It is strange that men like these should be
8o easily deceived by the menace of great
fortunes. That great fortunes are socially
dangerous is true emough; but why are
they dangerous? If because they are cor-
ruptly acquired, the remedy is not to ob-
struct honest acquisition, it is to stop acqui-
gition dishonestly. If unjustly acquired
through institutional influences (such, for
instance, as the slavery of haif a century
aga), the remedy is not to obstruct the
acquisition of fortunes acquired without ihe
aid of such influencesand by useful service ;
it is to abolish the institutions that operate
to create fortunes unearned. But if great
fortunes are socially dangerous because
they give a menacing power to their pos-
sessors, then we must ask how? And if we
pursue our inquiry still further, we shall
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find that it is not the fortunes in themselves
that are dangerous, but their baneful influ~-
ence and resistless power where great
masses of the people are impoverished, But
in that case the remedy can hardly be to
limit acquisition. Is it not rather to limit
impoverishment ?

If such men as Mr, Roosevelt and Mr,
Mac Veagh were as urgent to secure laws
preventing, by resort to natural methods,
the impoverishment of the masses who work
or want to work (whether for themselves
as business men or for others as hired men),
as they are to secure laws preventing, by
arbitrary methods, accumulations of wealth,
there would be no call for checking over-

wn fortunes. Forone thing, overgrown

ortunes would be divested of injurious

power; for another, there would be no
overgrown fortunes to check.

The fiscal argument advanced by Mr. Mac
Veagh is a8 vulnerable as the social argu-
ment in which he is supported by President

Roosevelt. The idea that taxation ought to
be in proportion to ability to pay is quite as
unsound both morally and economically as

the doctrine (if there is any such doctrine)
that the price of store goods ought to be in
that proportion. Government either does or
does not render a servise to every citizen or
to some citizens. If it renders no service to
anybody, it has no reason for existence and
nogody should be taxed. If it renders an
equal service to everybody, everybody
should be taxed equally. If it rendersa

reater service to some than to others, as is

n fact the case, then those receiving the
greater benefits should pay the higher
taxes.

To this equitable proposition it may indeed
be replied that the value of the benefits
which government confers cannot be fairly
apportioned. For example, that the river
and harbor improvements which govern-
ment provides cannot be charged for in
proportion to benefits without charging
encg user in proportion to his use, and that
this would be impracticable. But that reply
counts for mnothing. If there were no
financial measurement of benefits operat-
ing automatically, the equitable doctrine of
taxation in proportion to benefits might of
course be fairly regarded as impracticable.
But there is a financial measurement, a
natural one, which continually operates
whether the government avails itself of the
measurement or not. The financial benefits
of government are actually paid for by the
beneficiaries,

‘Wherever government performs any use-
ful service, the persons who get the bene-
fit of that service pay for it what it is
worth to them, precisely as they pay for
store goods in proportion to their worth,
Theﬂ pay to a landownerif they are tenants
in the benefitted locality ; they pay as oc-
cupants to themselves as landowners if
instead of renting to others they are them-
selves both ocoupants and owners. Every

tenant realigzes this in his own case., He
knows, for instance, that rent near a well-
improved harbor is higher than where the
harbor is poor, other conditions being the
same.

Here then is a fact of social life whereby
the benefits of government are financiall
measured, and being financially measurei
these benefits are comparable with taxa-
tion., Where the relation of landlord and
tenant exists, the tenant pays the land-
owner the money value of the benefits he
geta from the government in that locality.
Where this relation does mnot exist, the
benefits are measured by the rentable value
o! the lpramiaaa. There is, therefore, no
practical necessity for leving taxes in pro-
portion to ability to pay instead of benefits
reoeived. Nothing is n but to take
from landowners in taxes the added value
which governmental service gives to their

property.

\3: do not ignore the fact, in criticising
Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Mac Veigh, that
statemen are confronted by legal as well as
moral and economic difficulties when they
consider questions of taxation. In the
present instance, Mr. Roosevelt and Mr.
Mac Veagh are confronted by the Constitu-
tion of the United States, which interposes
legal obstacles to the adoption of the prin-
ciple of Federal taxation in proportion to
Federal benefits, As a question of pure
statesmanship, therefore, it may be ex-
cusable to advocate for the time a false
system of Federal taxation. But eurely this
excuse does not extend to the advocacy of
a false system as not only expedient in law
aund with reference to the present state of
public opinion, but also as economically
sound and morally right.

Louis F, PosT.

GRAFT AND ADULTERATION.

W. J. Ghent, socialist and author ef
“Benevolent Feudalism,’” has a long article
in a recent issue of the I enl, en-
titled, ‘“‘The Cure of Graft.”” Mr, Ghent
says little definitely about the cure, which
is not surprising, as the article does not
discuss ‘‘graft’’ as the word is generall
understood. Here is Mr. Ghent’s defini-
tion :

“‘There are two kinds of graft—public
and private. The former is merely an out-
growth of the latter, and need not here be
considered. Private graft is the gain made
by misrepresenting, extorting, cheating or
swindling in the ordinary processes of in-
dustry and commerce. Itdiffers from pub-
lic graft in being apart from the public
service, municipal, state or federal.”

‘What people generally mean by ‘‘graft'’
is some form of commission or rake-off,
such es if obtained by an employe for fav-
oring one line of goods as against another;
or in the domain of higher finance such
profit as comes through starting & trust
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company 8o that the directors of an insur-
ance company can lend themselves the
policyholders’ money at 2 per cent. and
earn 10 per cent. with it and pocket the
difference. Mr. Ghent's idea of private
graft is different, for his article discusses
mainly the adulteration of food, although
he devotes some lines to quack physicians
and ‘“fake” telegrams and editions of metro-
politan newspapers.

The Socialists pride themselves upon their
historical studies and deride generalizations
which are not based on what they are
pleased to entitle ‘‘the economic interpreta-
tien of history.” It is strange, therefore to
find a leading Socialist writing an article in
which he not only says graft when he
means adulteration, but in which he writes
of adulteration as though it were a modern
iavention. History tells us that goods
have been adulterated for centuries. Nor is
Mr. Ghent in accord with the interpretation
of history in the reasons he gives for the
prevalence either of graft as generally
understood, or of adulteration of food. He
says :

*“The incentive to graft is thus the indi-
vidualist competitive mode of production
and distribution. Men graft because they
bave to or perish; and having to they must
needs feel that grafting is right, and by no
appeal to the conscience of the individual
can grafting be eliminated. Itcan be elim-
inated only by a revolutionary change in
the mqge by which we make and distribute

But adulteration has increased, not be-
cause the struggle for existence is any
flercer, but because the change from do-
meatic to factory preservation of foods has
enormously increased the opportunities for
adulteration, Nor does the real graft which
is the subject of magazine exgonure usually
result from the severity of the struggle in
making a living. The expert and colossal
grafters have not been $9 a week clerks, but
$10,000 or $50,000 a year mansgers and
directors and multi-millionaires.

The reason for graft lies elsewhere,
Primarily it is that government has con-
ferred special privilegesthat not only makes
it easy for the possessors to acquire fortunes
from such privileges but to enable them also
to levy a secret tribute, Witness the
cgrafters” of the Pennsylvania Railroad
Company, who accepted presents of coal
company stock inreturn for supplying cars.
And honest manufacturers finding them-
selves undersold by competitors who get
secret rebates have to choose between ruin
and adulteration. Not the competitive sys-
tem, but the legal obatacles placed in the
way of competition so as to divert profits to
monopolists have led to the present era of

aft.
& A, C. PLEYDELL.
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ANOTHER ECONOMIC PHILOSOPHER.

‘Wendell Phillips used to say: ‘“There was
nothing more timid than one million dollars,
exce.gt two million.” The truth of this is
forcibly illustrated in the leading article in
the June number of the North American
Review. This lengthy article, of over
twenty pafee, is a cry to millionaires tosave
the republic,

It appeals both to their patriotism and
avarice, to make haste, whﬁe there is yet
time, and save themselves and all the rest
of us who own pw%erti, from the ignorant
ballots of those who have nothing to sell
but manual labor, Evidently the late deci-
sion of the American Federation of Labor
to enter politics has alarmed the defenders
of special privilege, and now they are ask-
ing monopoly: ‘‘ What shall we do to be
saved 7’

The editor of the North American Review
assures its readers that the author of this
article, who signs himself ““X,” is ‘‘the moss
profound philosopher in the United States
to-day."”

That he is profoundly in earnest is ev-
ident, and wise enough to recognize the
present unjust distribution of wealth as a
subject of supreme importance to million-
aires, as well as to the wage earners, He
says, what we Single Taxers have for years
been declaring, that, “by its side, all other
questions under political discussion are of
little or no importance.”

He pleads earnestly with millionaires ‘‘to
join with those who are absolutely free from
envy of their wealth, and absolutely devoid
of unkind feelings towards them, in trying
to discover’’—a remedy, before it is too
late. He assures these owners of vast mil-
ilons thatit means something when cartoon-
ists, magazine writers and reformers all
unite in making them the ‘“‘storm centre”
of attack, But who is to blame if million-
aires give no heed? We—the people; for
says he “should have told them, that the
sudden possession of unearned millions of
money had always exercised a most disast-
rous effect upon weak minds,” and then the
author 1[%oims to Athens, Rome and the
French Revolution, Surely all these ought
to frighten ‘‘our millionaires' into adopting
his remedy at once.

The danger, so argues the philosopher—
lies in the free ballot, in the hands of poor,
ignorant men who own no property, and
because of this, and of present unequal
wealth, there is ‘‘no ultimale security for a
single dollar of private property.”

Again, ‘“No title to property, or privilege
of any kind, can, to-day, have any other
sufficient bagis, than that named by Lord
Coleridge—that such title is congonant with
the general advantage, all other sources of
title to g:opert.y and privilege have disap-

d before the growth of the modern
dea of equality of rights.” Shades of Jef-
ferson and George! Enlighten the mind
and heart of this friend of the republic re-
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garding the natural and inherent rights of
men, and make clear to him also the true
basis for private ownership in the thirgs a
man produces by his labor and capital, be
they many or few,

And now listen to his remedy. But no, I
will not spoil the interesting article by a
brief quotation. Should such rank socialism
be advocated by a Bryan or a Gompers what
a hue and cry it would raise, because these
men stand for action as well as principles.
Impractical theories are quite safe.

One idea expressed by ‘X" is extremely
entertaining, in that it is wide of the truth,
but can be brought so near it by the addi-
tion of only a word or two, here and there;
all of which goes to show how very near he
is to a great truth, but alas, how blindly he
is groping after it, I quote in full, chang-
ing his socialism to Single Tax philosophy,
by means of a few parentheses.

**The time, indeed, is perhaps not dis-
tant when everybody possessing private
property (in valuable land or in franchises)
will be required to answer these two plain
questions: ‘How much have (do) you
withdrawn (withdraw) from the common
store (ground rent)? and ‘ What service

taxgJ did (do) you give in return for it
such privileges)?” And again: ‘Unless
some moral (and economic) basis * * for
present grosaay unjust inequality * * is
soon found * we may encounter in
the coming Presidential election, a situation
infinitely more disturbing and infinitely
more dangerous than ever has before been
encountered.”

Does not this remind one of what Henry
George said at Saratoga sixteen years ago?
“(Fentlemen, don’t quibble and split hairs
about this matter. It is too solemn, too
important. It involves the happiness, the
health, the lives, the very souls of human
beings. It involves the progress of society,
the fate of civilization,” * * <In turnin
from us, even though it be to milk an
water socialism, you are turning to the road
that leads to revolution and chaos.” * *#
¢“You must chode between the Single Tax,
with its recognition of the rights of the in-
dividual, with its recognition of the province
of government, with its recognition of the
rights of property on the one hand, or
gocialism on the other.” * * “If you re-
joct the Single Tax, look to it, from what
you turn, toward what you are going.”

EL1zA STOWE TWITCHELL,

HON. TOM WATSON AS AN ECONOMIC
PHILOSOPHER.

The latest opponent of the Single Tax is
Thomas E. Watson, editor and publisher of
‘Waltson's Magazine and quondam candi-
date for the greeidency in the last cam-

ign. Many Single Taxers supported him
?::l' the want of something better to do.
‘We are unfortunate in our political allian-
ces. That we, who are the foremost

apostles of liberty, should be found in
alliance with a gentleman whose theory of
human rights excludes the black man and
the brown, was sufficiently grotesque. But
Bolitica, as has been said, makes strange
ed-fellows, and it may be said in apology
that the virulence of Mr, Watson’s hatred
of the negro was hardly suspected until he
started a magazine devoted to “reform.”

Mr. Watson has written a very pictur-
esque history of France ; he has also given
us a Life of Thomas Jefferson, and he is a
rapid and engaging writer who may say
many foolish things, but never in a wholly
uninteresting way. But that he should be
taken seriously by the friends of reform is
one of the humors of the situation. For
his ignorance of economics is amazing ; his
suggested remedies, as far as he has any,
are the borrowed trappings of a pseudo
socialism, and his brutal and unfeelin
assaults upon the negro are a measure o
the man who comes before us as an advo-
cate of a higher civilization,

In thie, his latest attack ua(;n the Single
Tax philosophy, printed in Watson's Mag-
azine for A;l)ril, Mr. Watson assumes to be
the practical teacher addressing the purely
theoretical—and of course wholly imprac-
tical—advocate of the Bingle Tax. * Mr.
Doctrinaire,” he calls him. There would be
no objection to this if he were not himself
occupying a position which is par excellence
the doctrine of the doctrinaire. From what
he assumes to be this vantage ground he
advances to the attack, He talks of ‘‘a
state of Nature;’’ of men resigning a por-
tion of their individual freedom when they
enter the nucleus of families that compose
the State; of the benefit of this voluntary
surrender in the new advantage derived
from the protecting arms of the commun-
ity. He assumes that out of this voluntary
agreement arose the institutions of private
property through a perception of their ad-
vantages, and thus that they are well nigh
impregnable to assault, He accuses Tolatoy
of avoiding history in his speculations, and
if this is the kind of history Mr. Watson
refers to he is quite right, for there is no
such history in time of which man has any
written or even traditional knowledge.

‘What is all this but a modification of the
purely doctrinal structure, of the a priori
sort, of the ‘‘Conirat Social '’ Rousseau
taught that the origin of government arose
out of an agreement by which the individ-
ual subordinated his own volition to the

eneral will, By voluntarily surrendering
gis rights in nature, or his primitive rights,
the individual is indemnified by the gift of
civil liberty and the protection of the gov-
ernment. Out of this compromise grew our
institutions of property—property in chat-
tels, property in land, and of course prop-
erty in slaves.
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Now this theory is metaghysically at-

tractive, and lends itself with fatal facility

to explanations of much and varied social
henomena. When dogmatically uttered it
ooks authoritative,

But it is baseless. There is no historical
fact to which it can appeal. The State of
Nature is non-chronological. Governments
and institutions of property developed out
of the friction of opposing interests. Some
phases of it—those which involve inequal-
ities, are essentially irrational, and were the
offspring of oppression or of robbery.

r. Doctrinaire,” as addressed to the
advocate of the Single Tax by a believer in
Rousseau is amazing, for he was beyond all

hilosophers an impulsive and emotional
octrinaire. There was little in his social
philosophy that was not visionary.*

So much then for the philosophic basis of
Mr. Watson’s criticism of the Single Tax.
But whereas Rousseau held that corruption
and inequality began as man passed from a
state of nature into civilization and claimed
as private property what had previously
been common to sall, Mr. Watson says
he is unable to see the distinction, in prin-
ciple, between the private ownership of a
cow and the private ownership of a cow
lot.”" Rousseau said: ‘The first man who,
having enclosed a piece of land, took upon
bimself to say, ‘This is mine,’ and found
people simple enough to believe him, was
the true founder of civil society. How
many crimes, wars, murders, miseries,
horrors, would have beenspared the human
race by him who, tearing up the stakes, or
filling up the ditch, should have called out
to his fellows: ‘Beware of listening to this
impostor! You are lost if you forget that
the fruit belongs to all, the earth to none.’

Mr. Watson is among the first to boldly

]t is sometimes attempted to make the doc-
trine of natural rights repose upon Rousseau’s
theory of the Social Contract, and the disproof of
one is held to include the dsproof of the other.
But the claim for the natural rights of man rests
upon the nature of his being. No ,law can
abridge them, for his developement depends
upon the observance of such regulations as, first,
conserve his animal needs, and, second, the satis-
faction of his mental and spiritual nature,

It is sometimes said that *“‘society is not due
to an agreement by which men pool rights
previously and independently possessed; it is a
combination whereby rights are created.” But
the individual is first of all a man. Society cannot
create any right which man as man does not

ossess. Association, the object of which is the

evelopment of the individual, cannot begin b
depriving him of those advantages or opportuni-
ties which are neccessary to his development.
It cannot do so without depriving him of what is
his by right. This is what is meant by those who
intelligently apprehend the doctrine of natural
rights. Such rights are independent of associa-
tion only in the sensethat they exist, not priorto
association but that they would exist if wecould
conceive of man at all as existing prior to asso-
ciation—in other words, they belong to man as
an individual. It isabsurd to saythatsociety by
the mere act of coming together obliterates the
individual, orsubstitutes for rightsthe individual

ssesses a body of rights of its own creation.
what has become of Man if Society is all?

Editor Single T'ax Review.
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avow that he sees no distinction in principle
between the private ownership of a cow and
the *‘private ownership of a cow lot.”’ It is
fortunate that few economists and philoso-
phers—and fewer still claiming to be re-
formers—are blind to such distinction, The
instincts of the average man are truer that
guide him to almost immediate recognition
of the distinction. No difference between
the private ownership of a cow and the pri.
vate ownership of an indestructible portion
of the globe! Surely Mr. Watson is joking,
Jefferson, for whose name Mr. Watson has
some respect, saw the distinction: the law
giver Moses at the dawn of history provided
for the essential difference in such owner-
ship, and the laws of every civilized country
recognize the distinction in some shape or
form,

For one who can seeno difference in prin-
ciple between ownership in things produced
br labor and the great reservoir from which
all that is produced and even the very tools
of production must be drawn, it is of course
an easy step to this amazing conclusion:

“] can conceive of no revenue in an
community which is so just as that whic
lays itself with an equal burden upon all
kinds of property in proportion to the
amount thereof.” It is of course of small
importance that Mr, Watson contradicts
himself further on when in his category of
things that require to be done he includes
‘‘the removing of all taxes from the neces-
garies of life.”” The interesting thing is its
self-revelation. Of course the merest tyro
in economic knowledge knows that a five
per cent. tax levied upon certain values and
in certain ways may be more burdensome
than a one hundred per cent. tax levied on
other values, or in other ways. The editor
of a reform magazine ought to know this:
if not his place at the editorial desk should
be declared vacant at once. Here again
Mr. Watson seems to have read his Jeffer-
son without profiting by his teachings, for
that great democrat has touched upon the
incidence of indirect taxation with his
usual searching clearneas.

All this might be borne with patience,
We could accord in all charity such excul-
pation as obvious lack of knowledge seems
to plead, but what shall be said in reply
when Mr, Watson accuses us of advocating
the Single Tax, not because we believe that
the rights of all men to land are equal, not
because we demand for all men the oppor-
tunity to make farms of their own, but be-
cause—and Mr. Watson has said it—we
‘aeant the farm some other fellow has
made.” Bingle Taxers were of old accus-
tomed to the accusation of looking with en-
vious eyes upon the possessions of others.
Every man who has pleaded for a more
equitable distribution of wealth since the
world began has beem compelled to meet
the same charge made by the ignorant or
vicious. 'We used to read these charges in
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the editorial columns of metropolitan dailies,
in the screeds of George Gunton, or the
more dignified pages of Mallock. But we
had a right to expect different treatment
from the Hon. Tom L. Watson, for is he not
the editor of a ‘‘reform’ magazine?

Mr. Watson continues: ‘‘Especially doth
he crave a slice of the Astor estate, which
doctrinaires have talked of so much that
they can almost identify their shares
therein.”

Does Mr. Watson then think it so difficult
for us to “‘identify our shares” in that es-
tate? If mo, he has reflected little upon the

wth of land values in a city such as ours.
he value that has come to it is by reason
of the myriad activities of the population.
Every breath that labor draws keeps alive
that value., Upon this labor the Astor feeds,
and thus has become so great. Every stroke
of rod and piston, every pulaation of the
mighty enginery of production, help swell
those dividends. To whom, then, do thege
shares belong—to whom would they belong
if the population of New York city were
transported and set down on those acres
which Mr, Watson ‘‘owns” in Qeorgia?
Immediately Mr. Watson’s revenuers would
be equal to thoee of the Astors. He could
stay in New York—or go to Europe as
some of the Astors have done, and his reve-
nues would be independent of any labor he
might perform. Whose, then. are the shares,
Mr. Watson ?

I do not consider it any part of my task
to assail the poeition taken in Progress and
Poverty,”’ says Mr. Watson, But he does,
or thinks he does it by writing: *“‘Tosay
that we can so frame & social fabric as
flexibly and automatically to give an equal
share of everything to every child born into
the world hereafter, regardless of whether
that child’s parents were thrifty, indus-
trious, virtuous people, or, on the other
hand. were thriftless, indolent, vicious
geople,seems to me to be one of the wildest

reams that ever entered the human mind.”
I¢is indeed. But what set of social or po-
litical economists is this an answer to? The
Single Tax would give to every child born
into the world an e(}ual opportunity with
reference to ita use of land. He would not
be born a tenant to any estate, doomed to
part with a portion of his earnings for per-
miesion to live upon this planet.

Perhaps some of us have thought that
Mr. Watson had founded a magazine for
the purpose of so improving social condi-
tions that all men might have a better op-
portunity—that life might be sweeter and
more worth living to masses of our fellow-
men who are deprived, in great part,
through no fault of their own, of the ad-
vantages of civilization. Notatall. We—
all of us—get all that is coming to us. The
fault is in ourselves, We are lazy, or
shiftlees, or vicious. Let us stop preaching

Let us put up the shutters
Let us stop trying to induce
people to subscribe for Watson's Magazine
or any other reform publication. There is
nothing to reform. For by the analogy
which this Georgian reformer attempts to
institute, we must all be doves or hawks,
tigers or sheep to the end of the chapter.

f anyone thinks this is a caricature of
what Mr. Watson really says, let him read:

‘A dozen different traits, or combination
of traits, make failure or success in life.
and to say that success or failure, vice and
virtue, good and bad, are the results of en-
vironment and soocial conditions, is as mis-
len.dinf, as a general statement of funda-
mental facts, as to say that the dove and
the hawk, the tiﬁer and the sheep, the
rattleenake and the harmless ‘‘black run-
ner” are the results of environment.”

and agitating.
and go home,

There is much that is amusing in Mr.
Watson's screed. To Yrint all these curios-
ities of reasoning would require more space
than we can give to them. When the
Single Taxer objects to the fencing in of
great areas he is told that ‘‘to put up the
fenoe was heroic work, and to keep it up
was as just as heroic.” So waa the work of
every highwayman who dominated the
road, of every pirate who ruled the seas.
Heroic work, indeed! Is that the justifica-
tion of private property in land—heroic
work, not justice, nor equity? And notall,
nor any great portion of these fences were,
as Mr, Watson seems to think, composed of
actual barb wire. They were legal fences,
paper titles giving the right to exclude, and
originating often in fraud and chicanery.
They condemned part of the population to
pay tribute to the other, ‘‘Some men nat-
urally lead; some naturally follow,” says
Mr, Watson. Are some men born, natur-
ally, rent payers and others rent receivers?
‘‘Some men were born tired,” says Mr.
Watson, sapiently. But there is no means
of identifying the new born infant as being
born naturally a landlord or naturally a
tenant, There is no such distinguishing
birth mark. As thereseems then no means
of identifying him as belonging to either
class, why not be just to the new comer,
and declare in our laws that he shall have
an equal opportunity—that all infants shall
be born landlords, or, what may amount to
the same, equally tenants of the State ?

‘We know men differ naturally and physic-
ally. But we know that they do not differ
with respect to the need of land. We know
that deprived of the use of land they are
helpless—that permitted the use of land
only at the option of others—they are the
creatures of those who control the only
means by which they can live, Mr. Watson
has discovered that men differ naturally in

wers mental and physical—will he tell us
if men differ naturally in this—that eome
men must own land and that othcrs mu:t
pay tribute?
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Mr. Watson quotes approvingly the plank
of the People’s Party which says that
“there should be no monopoly of land for
speculative purposes.” But the plank is
meaningless. Either it wishes to condemn
land monopoly or speculation in land,. We
may conjecture whether it eondemns only
speculation in monopolized land—or mo-
nopolized speculation in land—or if it
wighes to understood as condemning
only such speculation as includes large
areas of land, or—but why pursue the tor-
tuous inquiry further? It isa plank which
appeals to ‘‘reformers” of a certain stripe
because it means nothing. But if land is a8
Jjustly property as houses or horses why is
speculation in it singled out from speoula-
tion in other kinds of property for special
condemnation? Mr. Wgtuon says he ‘‘sees
no difference in principle between the own-
ership of a cow and the ownership of a cow
lot.” Of course, he does: otherwise he
would advocate a plank to read; ‘“There
should be no monopoly of cows for specula-

tive purposes.'’

Mr. Watson denies that the power of rail-
roads is the power of land ownership, and
this is the way he does it: ‘The thing which
hurts us is that franchise which empowers
the corporation to tax the citizens and the
property of the citizens as they pass alon
the highway.” In other words, the railroa
franchise is the power to tax the user of the
highway, Of course, the highway is not
land. But what is it? And what is the fran-
chise but the title to it—a title to the exclu-
sive use of a piece of land extending in
strips and bounded on each side by rails.
The power of such franchise and the power
of a title to land in fee simple are the
same—the power to tax the user of the area
indicated. ¢‘‘The road which the transpor-
tation companies use could never have in-
flicted harm upon individuals or communi-
ties,”” says Mr. Watson. No, for roads are
not sentient things that can rise up and
smite us, “The thing which hurts is the
franchise.” And all thisleads us to inquire
if after all Mr. Watson is really serious.

The marvel is that this Georgian, who
has been a not unimportant figure in Con-
gress and in one eg\'euidantial campaign,
should have acquired so little real informa-
tion as to the fundamental principles of
economics. Thie generation has had its sur-
feit of showy but superficial characters who
have attracted popular attention by their
volubility, their oratorical powers, or
their glittering promises. We are no sooner
throufh with one than another steps re-
splendent upon the stage. We see one after
another unmasked, but we seem never to he
able to recognize the tribe, The ;lwrocession
is a long one, and we are probably not yet
through with them. Maybe they serve some
useful purpose—as half truths prepare the
mind for the reception of whole truths; and
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these men with their little two penny can-
dles of reform offer us that which is better
than no light at all, Some of us, for whom
the real light is too strong, may even be pre-
pared in this way to look with naked eyes
upon the sun. JosePH DANA MILLER.

SINGLE TAX WOMEN IN CONFER-
ENCE.
WORK OF THE SIXTH ANNUAL CONVENTION.

The Sixth Annual Convention of the Wo-
man'’s National Single Tax League was held
in Brooklyn on May the 20th, the 80th and
the 81st. The sessions were opened by a
business meeting on the afternocon of Tues-
da.dy, May the 29th, in an upper hall at
Edgett's, cor. Fulton St. and Flatbush Ave.
All the various meetings were held in this
building. At the first meeting reports from
various states and organizations were heard,
and two addresses were made. Miss Eva
Turner of Brooklyn spoke on The Block
Kitchen, which started an interesting dis-
cuesion. And Mrs., Isabelle Schindler, of
Fairhope, Ala., gave & most interesting ac-
count of the progress and flourishing condi-
tion of that little Single Tax Colony. This
is the first time that an official woman dele-
gate from Fairhope has been present ata
Convention, and Mrs, Schindler's personal-
ity as well as what she could tell, won
much sympathy. Violin selections by
Master Hugh Aitken enlivened the pro-
gramme for the afternoon meeting.

That same evening the first public meet-
ing was held, before an audience that taxed
the capacity of the hall. Mayor Bird S.
Coler gave a cordial address of welcome,
which was responded to lbf Mrs. Florence
Burleigh, of Philadelphia. Mrs.Burleigh has
a simplicity and directness in her manner
of speaking, and an easy use of popular
metaphor, which, combined with a thorough
understanding of the subject, makes her a
welcome addition to the slender corps of
women Single Tax speakers, The main ad-
dress of the evening was made by Mr. John
Z. White, who epoke for nearly an hour on
“The Single Tax,” Mr. White was in his
very finest form and has never spoken
better here in New York., The audience
followed his every word with absorbed at-
tention. A pleasing musical programme
was given between the addresses.

The following marning—Memorial Day—
a number of delegates and other Single
Taxers met in Greenwood Cemetery, to pay
the customary homage to the memory of
Henry George, by laying a wreath on his
grave. The date for the Convention had
been chosen with a view to allowing dele-
gates from a distance to be present at this
ceremony,

In the evening a banquet was held at
Edgett's at which two hundred diners sat
down. Speeches were made by Mmes.
Belle de Revera, Amy M. Hicks, C. Schetter,
Jennie L, Munroe and Graoce Isabel Colbron,
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and Messra. Alfred J. Boulton, Lawson
Purdy, Frank Stephens and John 8. Crosby.
An interesting feature of the evening was a
little speech made by Mr. Th. Popp, of Elsin-
ore, Denmark, who cameto bring the greet-
ings of the large and rapidly growing body
of Danish Single Taxers.

The following Thursday morning, the
last business meeting was held, at which
resolutions were drawn up, pledging the
League to sympathy with the efforts to
illustrate the Single Tax theory now being
made in Fairhope, Ala.; also showing the
sympathy of the League for the various
campaigns for Municipal Ownership of
natural monopolies ; for the campaign for
equal taxation and limited franchises now
going on in New Jersey ; also for the gov-
ernmental investigation of the trusts and
railroads now being carried on. Further-
more, the League desires to state in its reso-
lutions that it regards the successful legis-
lation on the matter of separating land
values from improvement values, as a dis-
tinct gain in the direction of just taxation;
also that, as the Single Tax can be secured
only by legislation, therefore, as a woman's
organization the League endorses equal
{glitical rights for men and women. The

ague also indorses the initiative and
referendum and follows with lively sym-
pathy the progress of the Bingle Tax cause
in other countries. The officers elected to
gerve during the following year were:
President, Mrs. Minnie Rogers Ryan, Brook-
lyn; 1st Vice-President, Mrs. Jennie L,
Munroe, Washington, D, C.; 2nd Vice-
President, Dr. Florence Leigh-Jones, Brook-
lyn ; 8d Vice-President, Miss Charlotte O.
Schetter, Orange, N. J.; Rec. Secretary,
Mrs. Kate E. Freeman, Brooklyn; Cor,
Secretary, Miss Eva J. Turner, Brooklyn;
Treasurer,Dr, Mary D. Hussey, East Orange,
N. J.; Auditor, Mrs. Florence A. Burleigh,
Philadelphia, Pa.; Executive Committee,
Mrs. Isabelle Schindler, Fairhope, Ala., and
Mrs. Augusta Pomeroy, New Haven, Conn,

The success of the Convention was undis-
puted, and great credit is due the hostess
organization, the Brooklyn Woman’s Single
Tax Club, for its work in perfecting the
arrangements. It was decided to hold the
Convention next year in Orange, New
Jersey, on the three days immediately pre-
ceding the date of this year’s meetings,

Peoria, Illinois, is fortunate above other
cities in possessing a right, the enjoyment
of which was provided for some years ago
by its governing Council. That right is the
g-ee use of the assembly room in the City

all building, where Socialists, Single
Taxers and representatives of other ‘“‘isma”
are accustomed to meet. Peoria also has a
building owned by the city which seats
5,000 and which can be had for a merely
nominal sum providing no admittance fee
is charged. hy should not every city

ossess a similar convenience instead of
ing obliged to pay an excessive rent for
hall hire, or to depend upon private benefi-
cence in the few cases where such accomo-
dations have been so provided ?

News—Foreign.

ENGLAND.

JOHN PAUL GOES TO ENGLAND TO EDIT LAND
_ VALUES—INSTRUCTIVE EXAMPLES QF LAND
VALUE TAXATION FROM GERMANY.

Again I am in the happy position of being
able to send good tidings of the Single Tax
movement over here, In spite of the op-
position of the landed interest and the pre-
judice of the uninitiated our cause is mak-
ing headway. A leavening of the political
Jump is slowly but surely taking place. In
the Houee of Commons itself there are some
800 members favorable to the taxation of
land values, and of those there are at least
80 active supporters,

Mr. John Paul, the able editor of Land
Values, is about to leave Glasgow and take
up his residence in London. He will edit
the paper from there, but the change rea.ll{
means that he will be in a position to loo
more closely after our interests, by keeping
our Members of Parliament and politicians
in closer touch with the various Leagues
throughout the country. This important
work is one for which Mr. Paul's tact and
abllity eminently fit him, and we are look-
ing forward to the results with pleasureable
anticipation, It will mean that Leagues
and branches of Leagues in all directions
will be able to enjoy the advantage of hear-
ing first class speakers, and so feel them-
selves efficiently assisted from head(}uarters
in the arduous, though interesting, labor of
educating the public.

As showing the trend of public opinion,
the New Age, a democratic review of
Politics, Religion and Literature, in an
article on municipal Government, etc.,
goes on to eay with special reference to in-
fant mortality that ‘‘overcrowding, stress
of labor, ill-requited toil—all the result of
land monopoly—are among the most
efficient causes of the mischief, and there is
but one effective remedy—the taxation of
land values. This would cure the evil as
far, at all events, a8 it is economic, And it
would vastly help the moral reform which
is necessary. too.”

In another part of the same paper the fol-
lowing also occurs: ‘‘It is gratifying to find
that the Government is making the inquir-
ies into this subject promised early in the
year by Mr, Asquith. The Colonial Secre-
tary has asked for information from New
Zealand, and presumably, Australia, also.
We have no doubt the response will be
highly interesting and instructive, Mean-
while information comes from another
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uarter, A parliamentary paper, issued

uring the week, contains translations of
Prussian official documents telling of the
introduction and results of a scheme of as-
sossing real estate on the basis of market
value for local purposes. The report states
that ‘practical experience hasconfirmed the
view that this principle of valuation,
in many instances, especially in districts
with ra{)idly increasing population and con-
currently increasing ground value has had
the effect of materially decreasing the
burdens of those entitled to considerate
treatment by enabling a heavier assessment
to be placed on those capable of bearing it.’
That is good; but the regort goes on, ‘In
large towns, developing suburbs, and in in-
dustrial districts, where there is a great
demand for building sites, speculating in-
duces owners to keep suitable plots out of
the market; and in such cases a high taxa-
tion of such land is caloulated to counteract
an unhealthy increase in price,” The con-
tributions obtained under the new system
have been, it appears, just what we should
expect—uviz., in some cases fifty times as
izreat as those under the old. In one case

and oot built upon paid only 3 per cent. of
the local taxes on real estate. Under the
new system it paid 864 per cent. and this led
to a diminution of the proportion assessed
on buildings from 97 per cent. to 6314 per
cent., * * The basis of the assessment
as we have pointed out is the market value
of therea) estate * * * andeveryowner
of real estate is called upon, under penalty,
to give the necessary information in writ-
ing, though the assessment authority need
not be bound by it.”

Surely in the face of such evidence as
this the landless multitudes of these Islands
have only to mark, learn and inwardly di-
gest the facts of the case to see clearly their
grand o?ortunity of breaking through
once and forever that thraldom under
which they have remained so long en-
slaved.

FRED. SEIRROW,

Keighley, Eng,

GERMANY.

GREAT PROGRESS IN THE EMPIRE—SINGLE
TAXERS PROCEEDING DIFFERENTLY BUT
QUITE AS EFFECTIVELY A8 IN OTHER
COUNTRIES—LEGISLATIVE ADVANCES IN
OUR DIRECTION IN MANY MUNICIPALITIES.

To fully understand the development the
rinciple of taxing land values has taken in
Eermany, it is necessary to get acquainted
with some of the leading features of our
national life.

It will surprise a great many to learn,
that the system of home rule ie scarcely
anywhere more developed than in Germany,
and that our towns, boroughs and villages
enjoy a degree of self government which

will be difficult to match in any other
country.

Each of the 26 federal states has its own
parliament, each province itsown diet, each
county its council, and each ‘municipality,
down to every small village, its represent-
ative body with full powers to levy taxes
within certain limits, and these are so lib-
eral that in Prussia, each municipality has
the right of taxing land values,

As in ancient times all land in Germany
was considered common property, woc
have many towns and villages which
through centuries have stuck to it with
great stubbornness, and which now enjoy
the benefit thereof by being free from any
other taxation. There are some places, like
Freudenstadt in Wurttemberg, Gernsheim
in Hessia, Hagenau in Elsas, where people
not only pay no taxes, but get something
into the bargain.

Besides most of ourstates ownlarge areas
of wood lands and agricultural estates.
From these Prussia alone derives an income
of about 30 millions of dollars, and as al-
most all railroads are state owned propert{,
leaving a yearly revenue of about 150 mil-
lions, Prussia can boast of being one of the
very few states which have no public debt
in the general meaning of the word; i. e., &
debt without assets. The revenue from
state owned property far exceeds the inter-
est on the public debt.

Considering this, and further that the
majority of our municipalities control the
traction service, gas, water and electrio
power supply, in fact everything that bears
the character of a monopoly, it is evident
that the Single Tax movement in Germany
has to follow different linea than in the
United States and England.

In the United States you still have the
huge struggle before you of solving the
question of the railroad and other traction
monopolies; we have pussed that stage long
ago; in England they have to fight for the
power of the municipalities to tax land
values: we already have that power. There-
fore our main object is to teach people to
make uee of it.

Now as freehold property is the predom-
inant feature in German land tenure, and as
the country is divided into innumerable
small holdings, it is evident that our pro-
posal to shift taxation from labor to ground
rent would meet insurmountable opposi-
tion if we should advocate any radical
measures, Our mode of procedure therefore
has been to introduce the thin end of the
wedge and try to convince people of the
folly of the principles hitherto followed and
to induce them to give the system of taxing
land values a fair trial.

8o far more than 880 communities have
started to do go, beginning slowly with 3 to
4 per cent, upon the capital value of the
land. and so it happens that voters are al-
most unanimous that a juster basis of taxa-
tion has been found than heretofore. We
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do not overrate this success, but we also do
not underestimate it. Abuses in taxation
that have grown up through centuries can-
not without great hurt to many be eradic-
ated:gr a single measure, but can only be
push back by steady and persistent
counteraction.

Knowing the tedious character of this
process, we have meanwhile introduced
and are advocating another action. Arguin
that it will take some time to regain part o
the ground rent of the past, and that it
therefore would be well to save at least the
ground rent of the future, we are propagat-
ing the idea of taxing the increased incre-
ment apart from the tax on land values,
and so far the following not unimportant
t.wnshave introduced this measure: Frank-
fort-am-Main, Cologne, Essen, Dortmund,
QGelsenkirchen, Hanau, Nauen, Kreiiznach
and Weissensee, whilst Berlin is at this
moment discussing the question.

To show the mode of procedure, I quote
Cologne as an example:

10 per cent. of increment is free from
taxasion,

10 to 20 per cent. increment is subject to
a tax of 10 per cent.

20 to 80 per cent. increment, of 11 per cent,

30 tO 40 . " ‘o la 1]
and 80 on up to 25 per cent. maximum.

Improvements made by the owner and a
transfer fee of § per cent. may be deducted,
as well as 4 per cent, interest on building
sites (the latter a measure we do not ap-
prove of),

For the purpoge of hitting speculators in
landed pro[;)erty harder than bona fide own-
ership the tax is only levied in full, if the
- transfer of property falls within a term of 5
years, If from 5 to 10 yearselapse between
purchase and sale, only two-thirds of the
tax has to be paid, and only one-third if the
act of purchase dates back more than ten
years.

Of course, this is also a very mild form,
but it is a inning, and the combination
of this tax with that on ground values has
had one great advantage. While hitherto
people valued their sites as low as possible,
in order to avoid the land tax, they now
complain of not being assessed high enough,
80 a8 bot to fall within too heavy a tax on
the increased increment when they sell out,
By this also the municipalities have the ad-
vantage of gaining on both sides.

The fact that the power of taxing land
values rests with our communities, is also
of great avail to the propagation of Single
Tax principles, because In every town
where this new mode of taxation is mooted,
our friends have a splendid opportunity of
explaining the justice of our cause and of
the Single Tax principle in general, as well
as extending the circulation of our liter-
ature.

Thus it is, that public opinion with us is
already to a great extent permeated with
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the consciousness of the paramount im-
portance of the land questions in public
aﬂ"g‘}l;
en the Prussian government proposed
to build a canal, Ieag'ugig the Rhigle with
the Elbe, we urged it to do 8o on Single Tax
rrinciplee, 1. e., not only to expropriate the
and necessary for building the canal, but
also the adjoining lands, thus securing to
the nation the full advance in land values
sure to follow upon the construction of this
important waterway. By this mode a reg-
ular Single Tax colony would have been
formed right in the centre of Germany, and
if the whole scheme has not been realized,
we have at least succeeded so far that the
Prussian Diet has empowered its govern-
ment to expropriate such lands as it should
deem necessary to acquire to check the
land grabbers, and wherever it should deem
roper to do so in the public interest. Now
it will depend upon the executive how far
this exPropriation scheme will be realized.
A public petition just forwarded by our
League, urging the government to make use
of these powers as amply as poseible, has
been signed in a short time by more than
75,000 people of all classes.

Also other German governments follow
on similar lines. Thus Wurttemberg has
declared all untouched deposits of mineral
salts public property, and the Duchy of
Anhalt has put a tax on mining rights of
$1 a year for each grant of 4,000 square
meters, 8o as to force peo%l: either to make
use of their grants or to abandon them.

In Switzerland they are contemplating
the wisdom of declaring all water power not
yet used public property.

Thus everywhere our ideas are spreading.
Large corporations have of late joined our
League as corporate members, such as
worﬁmen’e unions, clerk#’ unions, etc,; even
whole communities of the old imperial city
of Vienna,

These rapid strides have been chiefly made
since we laid less stress upon propagating
our theories than upon showing what they
mean translated into dollars and cents. Of
course this means more work in detail, and
sometimes it may appear that the achiev-
ments are insignificant, as indeed they are
when compared with our great final aims,
but we must not underestimate the value
that lies in slowly educating public opinion
upon all these small occasions, touching
people’s personal interest with new ideas
and changing the tendency of fiscal laws.
For as a wise man said, there is no force so
mild and at the same time so strong as a
tendency,

Upon this background the Single Tax
movement in Germany muet be judged, and
I trust that further details from here may
not be uninteresting to your American
readers, notwithstangin g the difference be-
tween your and our way of procedure.

A. PoHLMAN,

Potsdam,
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RUSSIA.
MOSCOW.

I know your readers will be interested in
the land movement of Russia, as I observed
it. A distinctive Single Tax movement
there is not, though there are Russian Single
Taxers, as evidemced by the fact that
George’s works have been translated and cir-
culated in Russia.

In Moscow I tried to find a gentleman
whose address had been given to me by a
member of Count Tolstoi's family, who told
me that he was interested in the Single
Tax. I foundhim, but could not do very
much with him, as he did notspeak suffi-
cient French or German. He told me that
they had printed and distributed among the

asants many thousand of the short tracts

y Henry George. Mr. Nicolaiff who is a
reader of the Review, had unfortunately
left Moscow for a long journey. He is the
translator of ‘‘Progress and Poverty' and
other works of George,

Mr. Gorbanoff Paradoff, the name of the
gentleman talked with, told me that the
revolutionary socialists were working for the
abolition of private property in land, He
gave me the address of some leaders of this
Barly in Petersburgh, and I went there,

ut did not find them. As I could not read
the Russian language I tried to learn from
the G:rman newspupers in Petersburg what
was gcing on in Russian politics. Summing
ug what I have learned from this source
the situation in Russia is as follows: The
_leading party in the Douma (though not the
majority) are the Constitutional Democrats,
This party is demanding principally a consti-
tutional reform such as would make Russia
a modern democratic state. But this party
is also advocating a far-reaching reform
of the land laws. Besides this party the
most influential group is the ¢ Labor-
Grange,” a body of Emanta and laborers,
whose watchword “land and liberty”
(semlya i volya). This party is laying more
stress upon social reform, especially reform
of the land laws, but is somewhat reac-
tionary on constitutional questions.

A group of the party of Cosstitutional
Democrats has elaborated a scheme for
solving the agrarian problem, whose chief
features are:

The land belonging to the state, the
crown, the church, to monasteries or to
private proprietors shall be expropriated
except under certain conditions. The pro-
prietors are to be compensated according
to the normal productiveness of the soil,
not according to the rent.

This land is to be handed over to the
State, which in time shall rent it out to
those of the peasants who have insufficient
land or no land at all. The land shall be
given to those in private possession, but
not as private property.

In the meantime the Douma has already
begsn to discuss this proposal. It is prob-

able that that body will not hesitate to ac-
cept very radical measures, as these would
secure it the favor of the peasants and the
large majority of the people, and make it
thus impossible for the government to resist
the Douma on other questions. As the
Countese Tolatoi remarked to me, the Rus-
sian peasants are determined to have more
land, and if the landed proprietors will not
ive it them voluntarily, they will take it by
orce.

The representatives of the peasants in the
Douma are told by their voters to get them
land, or not to return to their homes. In-
deed the demand of the people is so strong
that even the reactionary parties do not
venture to oppose it. Even Count Heyden,
the leader of the conservative party in the
Douma, declared himself in agreement with
the demand to expropriate the Crown-8tate,
Church and private lands to satisfy the land
famine of the peasants, In the answer,
which the Douma has given to the Imperial
Address with which it was offered, it is
declared as follows: “The recognition of
the needs of the country population (peas-
antry) and the passing of the necessary
legal measures will be the next task of the
Douma. The most numerous class of the
population of the Empire, the working

ntry, is awaiting with impatience the
satisfaction of their present land famine
and the first Douma of the Russian Empire
would neglect its duty, if it did not
pass a law for the satisfaction of this
most urgent need by expropriating the
Crown, State, Church, and private lands
for this purpose,”

The address containing this passage was
nearly unanimously sgreed to, only five
members refraining from voting.

Of course, the organs of the well-to-do-
classes are denouncing this as robbery,
a8 a violation of the sacred privileges of
grivnte property, as impossible, etc., etc.

hey are prophesying the ruin of Russia,
they declare that the Russian peasant is
too lazy to work the ground. But that the

t has been mercilessly robbed and
exploited and kept in ignorance and brut-
ality for centuries, they forget to mention.

When I was talking about this question
to the editor of a German-Russian news-

r he told me that the idea of a
““Rneoht” (hired laborer without land and
without means of subsistence) was quite
foreign to Russian thought. Happy Russia !

GUSTAVE BUSCHER.

THE WORK IN PHILADELPHIA,

Since the close in April of the Sunday
evening meetings, open air meetings have
been developed gradually until at this time
they are held every night at the City Hall
Plaza. Rain has interfered with many of
these meetings, but they are steadily gain-
ing in attendance and interest. Post cards
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are distributed through the audiences which
are bringing in from 25 to 30 applioations a
week for literature, which is furnished free
of charge.

The Economic Lecture Bureau which
was established here last winter with
Harold Sudell as manager, succeeded in
getting eighty-five lecture engagements for
its lecturer, Frank Stephens, who never
fails to interest and instruet his audiences.
He has, in heaped and overflowing measure,
all the qualifications of a brilliant speaker
and is thoroughly earnest and a master of
his subject.

A wide variety of audiences have been
reached, churches, schools, university
classes, young men's Christian associations,
as well as a number of bodies who deal reg-
ularly with social questions.

The Bureau is very much encouraged
over the result of its work in this new field.

W. L, Ross.

COMMUNICATIONS,

IS THE PRESENT STATUS OF THE
MOVEMENT SATISFACTORY?

Editor Single Tax Review :

One could not fail to be struck by the
glowing appeal for love—the love that suf-
fereth long and is kind—which is made by
Mr. Guetav Biischer in your April issue,

Any movement must be founded in love
else it must fail. Human love and sym-
pathy always attracts unto itself the quiet
unnssumix;% forces that ultimately lead to
victory, istory is replete with instances,
The revolution of 1776 and the anti-slavery
agitation in this country had their begin-
nings in the breasts of unseltish men whose
hearts went out in sympathy to their fel-
lows. The faith of Jesus has been kept
alive and spread to the ends of the earth
})ocause of His message of brotherhood and

ove,

Contrary to Mr. Biischer, I believe that
our movement is gaining and must win be-
cause it is founded on the eame firm found-
ation. Henry George applied the principle
of human brotherhood, not alone to the re-
lation of individual with individual, but he
pointed out that it must also govern men in
all their social and collective relations, It
was George who said : ““That we should do
unto others as we would have them do unto
us—that we should respect the rights of
others as scrupulously as we woufd have
our rights respected—Iis not a mere counsel
of perfection to individuals—but it is the
law to which we must conform social insti-
tutions and national policy—if we would
secure the blessings of abundance and
peace.” To my mind Single Tax men and
women are imbued with this love. The ac-
ceptance of our philosophy makes of them
altars upon which a vestal fire seems ever
to burn.

Our distinguished friend is right in point-

ing out that the apparent su ccess of Social-
ism is due to the fact that it also is founded
on human sympathy. Therein lies its dan-
ger. Socialism in its final analysis is econ-
omically unsound, and must ultimately be-
come the antithesis of democracy, yet from
the fact that it is taught with such fiery zeal
and such unselfish devotion to the cause of
the oppressed—because it awakens a class
conscivusness among the world’s disin-
herited, and bears to them the message that
they can secure their portion of the fulness
of the earth—it must gain friends and su

porters on every hand. It behooves us the
more to accept Mr. Biischer’s warning and
reveal that vestal fire of love and sympathy
with those whom the world has wronged,
which is the real test of any philosophy.

I do not think our progress has been
slow. How long, from the time of Martin
Luther to the last act of the great In-
quisition, was the world struggling to
gain religious freedom? How many lives
were lost, and what untold misery did our
ancestors suffer that we might serve God
as our conscience dictatea? Because the
Brogresa was slow did our fathers falter?

id they not struggle on for centuries
against the most bitter and vindictive op-
position until at last the cause was won ?

‘When the idea of political freedom found
lodgment in the hearts of men the same
bitter strife arose. The Russian mujik
whose house is being burned by Cossack
supporters of tyranny to—day, is stiil fight-
ing in this cause. Because the way is
long and the progress slow does not deter
him, nor did it deter our fathers, Victory
was assured though it required centuries
of suffering to achieve it.

A little more than 25 years ago a prophet
stood forth to declare that while we had
secured religious and political freedom, yet
were we enslaved because we did not
the greatest of them all, industrial freedom
—the right of access to our first great inher-
itance. He pointed out the way it could be
secured, Of that way Mr. Biischer eays:
“The principles of our cause are so simple
as to be intelligible to every child of sound
understanding.”’ Simple though it be, and
easy of application, the great world of
vested wrong attacked it with all its might
and vigor, By insinuation and innuendo
they attempted to becloud it and beat it
down. Although it was the most funda-
mental reform the world has known, yet in
this short time it has spread to all corners
of the earth. It is being partially a%plied in
several countries—Manitoba, New Zealand,
Scotland, Australia and many of the Amer-
ican States—the great nation of England is
demanding it in a modified form at once—
writers, thinkers, speakers, great souled and
unselfish men, are spreading its gospel of
human brotherhood abroad. It is Truth,
and it i8 winning the battle over Evil more
quickly than that battle has ever before

been won. E. G. LE STOURGEON.
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THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE OF THE

SINGLE TAX.
MRS, GOLDZIER RENEWS HER EXPLANATION.
Editor Single Tax Review:

Christian Science is a method of healing
human ills by Truth and Love,

Single Tax is a truthful and lovin
method of economics which will heal nﬁ
Foverty and sicknees, and hence all crime,

or more crime is caused by poverty than
any other way. Human beings are natur-
ally good, but the fear that their patural
wants may not be satisfled makes them sel-
fish, and selfishness causes all other sins.

Under the Single Tax no one would be
afraid that he would not get all and more
than he needs. A living could be made so
easily that no one but a crank and faddist
would think of accumulating a lot of wealth
that neither he nor his heirs could enjoy.

Vast fortunes esould not be made; but
even if they could, they would not hold the
present power of dominion over less fortun.
ate beings. The power in vast fortunes to-
day is the fact that what one holds the other
is deprived of. Under the Single Tax this
would not be s0. As land is the source of
all wealth, and as no one would be able to
have more land than he was actually using,
much land would be free, and no matter
how much wealth one man owned, others
could have just as much by making it ous
of land.

Only when land, the source of wealth, is
monopolized and held out of use is the sup-
ply limited,

Single Tax would tax landlords out of ex-
istence. There would be but one Lord, and
that, God, all his people acting as His agent
—His Son.

We no longer worship gods many ; it is
time werid ourselves of lords many, espec-
ially landlords many ; that can be done by
taxing the land to its full rental valus. All
a man wants the land for, is the rent, If
the rent does not go to the man but to the
State, the man will not care for the land.
He will only take so much as he needs to
live on, or what is necessary for the ap-
plication of his labor and capital.

God is Lord of a'l, even of the land, and
there should be no lesser lords—no land-
lords.

Christian Science is Christian and so is
the Single Tax,

Christian Science is scientific and so is
the Single Tax,

Things equal to the same thing are
equal to each other ; hence Single Tax is
equal to Christian Science.

A sum is equal to all of its parts. But

if you omit some of its parts there is no
sum,

Christian Science is equal to Single Tax
and all its other healing qualities; but if
you leave Single Tax out there is no
Christian Science left, but only a very in-
adequate religion.

Single Tax without any other part of
Christian Science contains enough Principle
to carry the Children of God to eternal
Life and happiness. But the other part of
Christian Science is so beautiful that we
want it too.

We want and can have all, but first and
foremost is the Bingle Tax, for it gives us
the earth which is the manifestation of God
from whom all blessings flow.

*Whom" has for its antecedent ‘-earth”
or “God,” just as the reader feels at the
particular time of reading. But for the
sake of the reader who has learned that
all is God and there is no matter, I will
add since there is no matter, the earth is
not matter, but Spirit manifest; which
makes Paunl's quotation understandable.
“In God we live, move, and have our
being.?’

JurLia GOLDZIER,

PRIVATE PROPERTY, WHAT IS IT?

Editor Single Tax Review:

The discusesions that have beeun going on
in the last few numbers of the REVIEW re-
garding the question of private property in
land have been very interesting to me.

Some of your correspondents appear to
think that the Single Tax idea is to allow
the land to remain as private property, or
in private ownership, while its rental value
is appropriated etg the State. The Single
Tax is interpreted as a tax which will not
destroy private property in land, when its
rental value ceases to be private income.
This is equivalent to saying that the rental
value of land and the land itself are two
distinct things. This is surely an error. We
cannot separate the value of a good thing
from the good iteelf, when a productive
good ceases to have any income value to the
individual user. Bo far as he is concerned
it ceases to be Froperty. If we abolish the
rental value of land, wholly or in part as
private income, we abolish to the same ex-
tend land as ‘‘private property.” In other
words—when the state levies a tax on land
values, it taxes the property itself—the tax
is paid in property.

thab I wish to call your attention to is
this. I think that your correspondents
misunderstand what the term ‘‘private
property” really means, because, if we look
at tgee meaning of that term as consistently
defined by the Single Tax Economics, we
will see that land is not really private prop-
erty at all. We will see that because land
being of such a nature that no part of it can
be privately or exclusively owned by any
individual, it cannot be private pro’Ferty
any more than it is private wealth. To be
sure, the common every day meaning of
the terms ‘‘private property” and ‘‘private
wealth” is ¢ Anything whatever that can be
bought, sold, exchanged or devised, and
*where value can be expressed in terms of
money;’ and this includes land; but we
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know how Henry George treated that defin-
ition when speaking of the term wealth. So
let us take our cue from Mr. QGeorge, and
just see what the terms “private property,”
*'public property’’ and ‘‘common property’’
really mean.

‘When we are buying property or goods,
we are not buying mere material things
such as soil, wood, stone or iron, made up
into certain forms, We are buying utilities
or material services. Some special forms of
matter that have been ‘‘moved, combined
or separated, or in other ways modified” so
ag to admit of the natural power they pos-
sess being directed to the advantage of man.
The function of goodscan consist in nothing
else than in a giving off, or rendering up,
or putting forth—or to use the terminology
of physical science—the passing of energy
into the satisfaction of a concrete want,
‘We value and desire and possess goods only
on acoount of the utility or usefulness that
are expected from them, and the material
itself from which they are made form only
the bodily shell. It is the utility of a thing
that we buy and sell, and not the mere
labor-form, and the market value of a util-
ity is the social estimate of the services
which the good will render. It is not mere
physical matter we desire, it is utility, or
material services, Utility is the basis of
value. physical property is merely the form
—the bodily shell, as it were,

80 when we speak of the valueof a thing,
we mean its utility or usefulness, and this
is real property. The real meaning of
property then, is the material services
which the goods possess, or which fit them
to eatisfy human desires. These utilities
are the completed goods ready for the con-
sumer, and they bave embodied in them
certain material services which are cen-
tributed from three different sources,
namely—(1) Services rendered by the in-
dividual (those of them that workzl. (2)
Services rendered by Society through gov-
ernment; and—(8) Bervices rendered by
nature, These three factors co-operate in
producing commeditiea or utilities, and no
one of them can produce anything in mod-
ern saciety that will satisfy human desires
without the assistance of one or both of the
others, And it is a law of nature that each
of those whose services are required in
forming utilities should receive their just
share of the joint product and in proportion
to the services rendered. Nature demands
that every atom which it contributes shall
be returned to it. And it is also a law of
nature that each of the other factors should
receive theirs. That share of the product
that remains with the individual is his own
private property, and that share which is
retained by the State is public property, and
the services rendered by nature in the form
of matter and natural forces, such as grav-
ity, cohesion, resistance, sunshine, air and
moisture—the whole combined into unity—
is common property. Common to both
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society and to the individual, freely ren-
dered. Common to all and special to none.
These natural forces cannot possibly be in-
dividually and exclusively owned, because
nature is unity and not divisible. Land
cannot therefore be individually owned be-
cause it is common to all and not special to
any. No one can fence in a piece of land
and say ‘‘this part of nature is special to me
—exclusively mime from the zenith to the
center of the earth.” Where is the divid-
ing line? If the planet Mars should cross
the boundary line it would come within his
title-deed. A part of material nature can-
not be se ted from the whole, being as
‘‘one in the many and the many in one.”
Nature cannot be individualized. But the
rent of land is the product of society; and
balances the value of the servics which
society renders.

Tae product that is embodied in rent is

ublic property, and no person can right-
ully cFa.im even a fraction of it, Private
property, on the other hand, is the product
of the individual. Farm improvements,
houses and implements, consumption goods,
in fact whatever he has produced and re-
ceived by rendering his services, are his
own private property. When, however,
certain persons claim portions of the land as
their ‘‘private property” and demand a
share of the product for the use of it, they
are receiving products for which they have
rendered no services. - And to say that it
is just to allow these men a share of the pro-
duct as payment for the services rendered
by nature, is to recognize them as creators
of nature. Those products received by the
landlords are taken from the laborers.
Society, through government, demands and
must receive its share of the product, and
if that share does not come in a natural
way, it must come some other way.

As to a title as private owner of land, it is
not necessary for one to have a title as pri-
vate owner in order to secure ownership in
the improvements, All that is necessary is
a title to the improvements and this will
include the warranty of possession in what-
ever form they may exist inspace. And
this is all one is entitled to providing he
renders to society full payment for value

received.
H. N. McDoONALD.
Toronto, Canada.

PROPERTY IN LAND.
LETTER FROM JOHN Z. WHITE,
Editor Single Tax Review:

The question has been asked me, what
Mr. George meant when he said: “If
private property in land be just, then is the
remedy I propose a false one; if, on the
contrary, private propertg in land be un-
just, then is this remedy the true one.”

In the same line of thought, on page
884, he said : ‘‘as nature gives only to labor,
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the exertion of labor in production is the
only title to exclusive possession.”

Again on the eame page: ‘‘When non-
producers can claim asrent a portion of the
wealth created by producers, the right of
the producers to the fruits of their labor is
to that extent denied.”

On page 401, he said: ‘‘Neither on the

und of equity or expediency is there
anything to deter us from making land
common property by confiscating rent.”

On yage 826, he said, in italics: ‘* We must
make land common ty."”

On page 408, he says: *“1 do not propose
either to purchase or to confiscate private
property in land.”

On the same page, again in italics, he
said: ‘It i3 not necessary to confiscate land;
it is only necessary to confiscate rent.”

In his preface to the fourth edition of
Progress and Poverty, dated New York,
1880, Mr, George said: **What I have most
endeavored to do is to establish general

rinciples, trusting tn my readers to ca
urther their application where this is
needed.” In the same, he said, ‘It has
been impossible to treat with the fullness
they deserve many of the questions raised.”
any quotations to hike effect may be
made, but as if to end the matter, he said,
on page 403: ¢ By leaving to land owners
a percentage of rent which would probably
be much less than the cost and loss involved
in attemptin% to rent lands through State
agency, and by making use of this existing
machinery, we egay, without shock or jar,
assert the common right to land by taking
rent for public uses.”

And further on same page, he said, speak-
igf of land owners: *‘Let them continue to

1it their land.”

Finally, page 404, he said: ‘‘In form, the
ownership of land would remain just &s
now., * * TForrent being taken by the
State in taxes, land, no matter in whose
name it stood, or in what parcels it was
held, would be really common property.”

These quotations seem to be a sufficient
answer to the question asked. ‘In formthe
ownership of land would remain just as
now.” In essence landlordism would be a
thing of the past, for the essence of land-
lordism is the legal power privately to ap-
propriate rent,

Those who refuse to perceive the differ-
ence between form and essence, will not be
able to defend Mr. George against the
charge of flat contradiction—even more
than one. He said repeatedly that he would
take rent in taxation, He also said he
would leave land owners a percentage of
rent. He repeatedly declared ﬁrivate prog-
erty in Jand to be unjust. He also said,
*Let them continue to call it their land,”
and *'In form the ownership of land would
remain just as now.”

1f, however, we accept his work as an en-
deavor ‘‘to establish ienera.l principles,”’
and also prove waorthy of the trust he placed
in his readers; that is, to perceive the valid-

ity of those principles and *‘to carry further
their application where this is needed,” we
will haveino difficulty in arriving at the
conclusion that by the words “private prop-
erty in Jand'’ Mr, George meant the legal
power privately to appropriate rent. Also,
that by the words ‘‘common property in
lang," e meant the public appropriation of
rent.

The words ‘“‘private property in land”

bave two meanings, One meaning is, the
legal power privately to appropriate rent.
The other meaning is, the legal power ex-
clusively to possess land in perpetuity.
. The first power is the essence of landlord-
ism. It wasattacked by all the force George
poseessed. Thesecond power is landowner-
ship, and this George did not attack, but on
the contrary said, if his plan were adopted,
would “continue just as now.,”

_Land ownership is the legal power exclu-
sively to possess land in perpetuity. In the
absence of a wise use of the power of taxa-
tion landlordism inevitably will be inciden-
tal to landownership.

An individual may possess land in per-

tuity without resulting harm to any one;

ut the private a %ropriu.tion of rent is
surely accompanied by injustice,

The value of land has nothing to do with
the validity of itstitle. If a man holds title
to a parcel of land of no value, he is never-
theless a landowner,

In the sense that George used the words
I believe in ‘‘common property in land”’ in
what seems to me to be a technically accur-
ate use of the words. I believe in private
ownership of land. Ownership comes before
rent appropriation. If the legal power
exclusively to possess in perpetuity is land-
ownership, George did not endeavor to
abolish private property in land. If the
legal power privately to appropriate rent is
landlordism, George did attempt its over-
throw—and his attempt is proving to be
successful.

If, then, we alter the wording of the
question in accordance with Mr. George'’s
continually expressed thought, we may state
its meaning thus: *‘If the private appro-
priation of land rent is just, then is our
cause unjust.”

JOHN Z. WHITE.

FROM JAMES W. BUCKLIN.

Editor Single Tax Review:

The interesting discussion of the question
of ‘‘Private Property in Land’’ in the col-
umns of the Review arises, I believe, not
mainly from differences in principle, nor
even from differences in policy, but from
different uses or meanings of the term
“Private Property in Land.” Until the
meaning of the worde used are clearly de-
fined and agreed upon, a continuance of the
discussion may be productive of harm
rather than of good.
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A clear, definite meaning of the term
“land” in both its legal and popular sense,
is, at present, very difficult, owing to the
use of the term ‘‘real estate,”
land and improvementsare classed together
in legal and popular phrases, so long will it
be difficult for the general public to geta
clear meaning of the term ‘‘Private Prop-
erty in Land.” Single Taxers, however,
ought not to be confused thereby.

So too, the words *‘Property in Land,” as
generally used, includes exclusive posses-
sion. or rather the right of exclusive posses-
sion, which right of possession may justly
be either public or private.

Property in land may, and frequently
does exist, however, entirely independent
of the question of possession. Ome person
may have the legal or equitable possession
or right of possession, and an entirely dif-
ferent person ma'{ be the legal owner
thereof. True the legal right of ownership
and the right of possession are frequently,
perhaps generally, vested in one and the
same person, but they are nevertheless dis-
tinct and separate rights, It is perhaps
owing to the fact that these two distinct
and separate rights are generally vested to—
gether, that property in land is often care-
lessly assumed to mean either or both of
these rights. To avoid confusion, however,
in the discussion of questions of the right-
fullness of private property in land, all
questions of possession, or the right of

ossession, must be excluded, leaving at
18sue only the question of ownership or the
right of ownership. What then does the
term ‘'Private Property in Land” mean?
Not the right to own the improvements or
the personal property on a piece of land, for
such rights frequently belong to tenants or
to other owners of personal property or
improvements, Nor does property in land
coneist in possession or the right to the pos-
session thereof, the right to the exclurive
possession being frequently vested in ten-
ants, employees and others. In such cases
the tenant, employee or other person
having the right of exclusive possession,
would have both the equitable and legal
right to exclude even the owner of the fee
therefrom. No one denies the rightfuliness
of private possession.

Iconclude, therefore, that ‘‘Private Prop-
erty in Land,” as the termis generally used,
and as used by Henry George, does not in-
volve the question of who owns the per-
sonal property or imgrovements thereon,
nor a question of who has the possession or
the right of possession thereof, but who
owns the rent. The essence of privale prop-
erty in land 8 in the ownership of the rent,
all (gweatiom of possesgion being merely sec-
ondary, When this fact of the real nature
of private property in land isclearly realized,
then many of the apparent differences of
your correspondents are harmonized, or
their inaccuracies made apparent.

If it be true that private property inland
really consiste in the private appropriation

So long as’

of rent, and that no question of possession
or theright of possession is involved, then
all Single Taxers must admit, as Henry
George alleged, that private property in
land is unjust; for the rentof land is clearly
a public, not a private creation,

A question of policy, however, remains.
Now, as always, ‘‘honesty is the beat
policy.” If private property in land is un-
just, and private possession just, we should
on proper occasion so declare, By denyinp
the justice of private property in land
believe fundamental forces may be aroused.
Still as the term “Private Property in
Land” is 80 commonly misused, as above ex-
plained, our opponents and others whodo
not carefully discriminate, are liable to be
misled. In denouncing private property in
land we should therefore use proper discre-
tion and explanation,

We need not hope, however, to avoid the
bitter opposition of ignorance and greed by
the politic use of terms. In Colorado, for
illustration, we made the fight as a tax
reform. The bitterness and strenuousness
of the opposition to our Constitutional
Amendment in that state, seemed utterly
inexplicable to many of the Socialists and
others, but to those who had considered the
matter, nothing else was expected. Whether
the Single Tax be urged as a tax reform, a
labor reform or aland reform, it must meet
and ultimately evercome, bitter opposition.

I am not one of those who believe our
cause will be materially advanced by any
one policy rather than another. It has been
demonstrated that the public mind of the
American people is not yet prepared to
adopt any part of the strictly Single Tax
programme except perhaps the municipal
ownership of municipal utilities, and even
on that question public opinion is not fixed
or stable, Nor is it the Single Tax principle
that owners of such franchises and rights
of way are to becompensated therefor. The
majority of the people want private prop-
erty in land and other graft to continue, in
the hopes that some day they may them-
selves participate in the spoils. When
another great industrial depression shall
spread over our land, when millione of men
are idle and little children are hungry, then
perhaps a majority of the people will realize
that for them there can be no advantage in
graft; that while the few can rob the many,
the masses cannot successfully rob the few;
that justice and not graft can alone solve
the problem. TUntil that time comes, the
work of education along democratic lines is
the only real road of Single Tax progress.
Different conditions will doubtless call fora
vast variety of 'Folicies on sundry occasions
and places, he occasion will generally
develope theright policy. But the Georgian

hilosophy being the science of the natural
aws governing all economic relations, it
follows that no economic queation can arise
upon which light cannot be thrown by the
well informed Georgian. In the present
state of ourorganization, we must leave to
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individual workers all questions of policy,
except in 8o far as it misrepresents funda-
mental principles, For that reason I believe
that Mayors Johnson and Dunn, Congress-
man Baker, Louis F, Pest, the Sin&l’eTax
Review, the leaders of the Fairhope Colony,
C. B. F’illebrown, and many others are each
and all pursuing the best policy under the
circumstances. A Single Tax doer, nota
Bingle Tax isser, produces results. I always
regret, however, to hear anyone, especially
a Single Taxer, allefo that private property
in land is just, for I think such a declara-
tion is simply a misuse of words,

James W. BUCELIN,
Los Angeles, Cal,

DEATH OF HAMLIN RUSSELL.

The late Hamlin Russell was born in
Philadelphia in 1862. During his varied
career he has been employed in many
capacities, but chiefly as a newspaper man.
He was Railroad Editor of the Cincinnati
Inguirer for three years; five years Railroad
and,Financial Editor of the St. Louis Repub-
lican, and for twelve years reporter and
correspondent—at different times—on the
Philadelphia Inquirer; Council Bluffs, Iowa
Nonpareil; Minneapolis, Minnesota, 7ri-
bune; Grand Forks, North Dakota, Plain
Dealer; El Paso, Texas, Times, and other
Western papers, He was the only news-

aper correspondent who accompanied

eneral George Crook on his memorable
campaign (1883) against the ApacheIndians,
Chief Geronimo and his band from Willcox,
Arizona, to a remote point in the Sierra
Madre Mountains in Mexico. The expedi-
tion consisted of ten officers, fifty cavalry-
men and two hundred Apache Scouts.

Since 1886 he wasin the employment of
The Whitehead and Hoag Company, New-
ark, New Jersey, where his great execu-
tive ability and business resources were
much appreciated and will long be missed,

For sometime before hisdeath he suffered
from a painful illness, which he battled
with a fortitude that was heroic and char-
acteristic.

By the death of Mr. Russell the Single
Tax has lost one of its ablest and most de-
voted advocates. He was converted in St,
Louis in 1884 and since that time has been
a missionary of the Gospel of Henry George.
In a letter to National Single Taxer, in
1897, he says: ‘I was all fight right from
the start,” and it can be truly said he
was ‘‘all fight right to the end.” Over
twenty years of reading, study and investi-
gation only deepened and strengthened his
conviction.

He was a man of great individuality, of

uick perception and gifted with a wonder-

1 memory. He had traveled all over the
States and seen life in a vast variety of
phases. His reading was wide and deep. In
character he was the soul of hospitality,

absolutely devoid of false pride and affecta
tion and possessed of a sense of humor that
was delightful. His conversation was in-
structive, racy and interesting. His Pastor,
who knew him intimately for nine years
truly said that ‘*he had a genius for friend-

ship.”
J. KELLY.

DEATH OF CLARENCE A. MILLER.

The death of Clarence A. Miller, the well
known attorney and Single Tax advocate,
of Los Angeles, Cal., is felt as a grievous
loss to the host of personal friends and also
to those who knew of his worth as a public
spirited citizen. His sterling integrity and
his habit of doing what he believed to be
right regardless of consequences stamped
him as an unusual man.

From an acquaintance with Mr, Miller,
extending over twelve years, I never ceased
to be impressed by his love of justice, which
nothing could swerveoralter. As an ex-
Eonent of our principles it is doubtful if he

ad a superior. His public expositions of
the Henry George doctrinealways convinced
any clouded hearer, though the latter
might be slow in letting it be made public.

Another of our captains is gone. But we
should redouble our efforts to hasten the
day when justice as he plead for it through
the Single Tax shall prevail throughout t%e
country and the world.

RarLpe Hovr.

DEATH OF JOB REED.

Job Reed who died last month at Leth-
bridge, Alberta, N. W. T., at the age of
sixty-five, was born in Somersetshire, Eng.
He was left an orphan at an early age, and
was compelled to make his own way. He
passed through the strenuous days of the
Corn Laws, and observed with eager in-
terest the campalign that ended in their

re?eul. .

n spite of being compelled to make his
own way, he studied much, and later
taught school in England for several years
and followed the profession of a tutor for a
short time on his arrival in America,

In 1882 he went to Canada and made his
home in Lethbridge, and settled down to
the occupation of a farmer. It was not
until 1897 that he read ‘‘Progress and
Poverty’’ and became a Single Taxer, since
which time he has been an ardent cham-
pion of the doctrine. His death removes
another of the devoted disciples whose most
eager bope wastor the triumph of the move-
ment to which the future civilization must
look for its saving prinociple.

The Socialist says that the government
boss would be better than the individual
boss, regardless of the fact that the root
of the evil consists in the necessity for
working for any boss.

The Standard, Sydney, Aus,
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TOUR OF JOHN Z. WHITE.

John Z. White spoke at St. Louis, Mo., on
April 6, It was a very well atitended meet-
ing at which the Bingle Tax was nearly
unanimous. Some little opposition devel-
oped but nothing of a serious character.

On April 7, at Cleveland, Ohio, Mr, White

ve the last lecture of a course including
%:nest Howard Crosby, J. W. Bengough
and Rev. Herbert Bigelow. There was
quite a lively time after the talk, developed
mostly from questions by gentlemen of
seeming socialistic inclinatione, Epbraim
is wedded to his idole,

A like course was conducted at Detroit,
Mich., the last appointment occurring on
April 9. A very good audience assembled,
and much interest was manifested. Detroit
is developing great public spirit. This is
largely owing to the persistent work of
Messrs, Ingram and Howarth, two thor-
oughly capableand successful business men,
who nevertheless clearly perceive the ten-
dency of our times.

The next evening was given to a visit to
Ferris Institute at Big Rapids, Mich. Mr,
Ferrir, the president of the educational
center, is an energetic and capable map; was
candidate for governor of the state on the
democratic ticket. He is one of the strong
determined men who intend to rescue our
land from the debasing grasp of moncpoly
—and be knows how, The large hall of the
institute was fllled, and the poetulates of
the Single Tax position were presented to
keenly attentive minds.

The institute at Valparaiso, Ind., was
visited, and although a lecture on Burns
had been advertised, B0 many desired to
hear about the Single Tax, that the author-
ities decided to change the subject. The
audience was a large one and seemed to en-
joy what is sometimes thought to be a d
argument, Everyone seemed to be well
pleased with the alteration of the pro-
gramme. The popular schools are gradually
becoming g ground for good crops of
independent thinkers, and this is but a

relude for independent action. When the

istory of our time ehall be written lovers
of freedom will say, God bless the school-
masters, Let us hope that some high class
professors will be included.

Small meetings were held at the Fine
Arts building in Chicago, at Palos Park,
I1l.,, and at Mansfield, Wis, A short talk
was also made at the high school at Mans-
field. The principal gave some very inter-
esting figures showing the enormous con-
centration of wealth,

On the third of May, John Z. White spoke
at Brown University, Providence, ode
Island, on ‘‘Sources of Municipal Corrup-
tion,”” Some of those present seemed dis-
appointed because the Single Tax was not

made more prominent, However, as the
cause rather than the cure was the subject
advertised, it is thought best to confine this
address to the inevitableness of monopoly
in human society; and to the fact that this
advantage will surely inure to individual
advantage if not in some way publiclf- ad-
ministered. If the value of monopoly be
allowed to go to private pockets, individuals
will struggle for its possession—and in the
struggle will violate both human and divine
law. This hablt, being once found, will
continue until there is nothing so holy that
it w‘illl not be sacrificed for commercial re-
ward.

The Normal School was visited and the
puﬁils seemed to enjoy and appreciate the
talk on ‘‘political economy.” The subject
sounds heavy and uninviting, and is 8o as
presented by most of its professors. It is
not so of itself, however., Itis known as
the dismal science, and pupils seem to won-
der why a man deliberately chooses this
matter as a topic on which to discourse. In
reality political economy is full of promise,
of joy and peace. Its professors have given
it a black eye which it in no way deserves,
Ricardo, for instance says: ‘‘ A tax on rent
would discourage cultivation, becau:e it
would be a tax on the profits of the land-
lord.” If the poor landlord could not get a
fair profit from his land, of course he would
not permit its use. Ricardo did not tell us
where the owner would get tbhe coin to
placate the tax gatherer, but little matters
of that sort don’t worry the professors.

On May 4th, a half hour was given to
“Burns” before the English high school.
The school is large and seemed more inter-
ested in a (as generally understood) literary
character than would reasonabl antic-
ipated. The real force of Burns’ character is
shown in his grasp of political and religious
fundamentale. His teachings in these re-
spects have been allowed to become all but
forgotten.

In the evening a non-partisan caucus was
held in the Cumberland town hall. The
purpose of the caucus was to make self-
government more real and evident, and of
course, in like degree, less vague and uusub-
stantial. To this end it was proposed to
name candidates for the United States
Senate. Mr, White was invited to speak.
He complimented the meetingon its object,
and expressed the hope that such organiza-
tions would continue until local self-govern-
ment became the fully established custom
throughout our whole country. The ten-
dency to discues, and the seeming deter-
mination to con.rol, public monopolies—
now in private hands—was referred to, and
the audience then demanded an explanation
of the Single Tax ductrines, As a result the
talk became an extended discourse. The
caucus closed with a hearty note of applause
to the speakers,
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The class in political economy at Brown
University was visited. A bright lot of
young fellows, who were in no way adverse
to hearing accepted notions opposed. The
law of diminishing returns was ‘‘treated”
by the speaker, as a ‘¢ psychological” af-
firmation of the worn out Malthusian doc-
trine. According to this “law” a given
amount of labor (or ‘‘dose” of capital) ap-
plied to a given parcel of land will produce
given wealth, uble the labor ?or the
‘‘dose’’) and the product may be more than
doubled. But if this doubling be continued
a i)oint must be reached when there will be
a less product per laborer (or ‘‘per dose”).
‘We ask is there not un increase up to a cer-
tain point? If so, may we not call it the
law of increasing returns? Why is the
ultimate decrease, rather than the present
increase, emphasized ¢t Why is it not made
clear to the boys that there are not people
enough in the world to treat more than a
very small portion of land to the aforesaid
‘‘doses ?* Why do not our professors ex-
plain to the boys that it is possible to give
each human being in all the world two feet
by six feet of surface and yet bury them all
in the State of Rhode Island and still have
one-third of the State unoccupied? The
boys anjoyed the hour’s talk., There will
be no trouble about the boys understanding
political economy, and thereby becoming
Eood citizens, when the world is willing to

now the truth or in other words, to be
free,

‘“Public Ownership’’ was discussed before
the British Club in the evening. This club
is a vigorous and growing society. They
mean to do things, and to that end are not
only willing but anxious to learn things and
80 are not nervous as to whether or not cer-
tain questions regarding property rights be
fully and freely discussed. e Bannerman
victory appears to have stimulated lovers of
freedom the world over. The British Club
of Pruvidence looks good to a plain west-
erner,

Oun Sunday, May 6, an address was given
at Paine Memorial Hall, in Boston. The
meeting was largely made up of what is
sometimes called the radical element, but
was very encouraging because of the fact
that these same radicals are beginning to
make precise discriminations, a sort of
activity we trust our conservative friends
will emulate.

In Wesleyan Hall, the Methodist ministers
were visited, and after a somewhat unprom-
ising beginning the hall filled, and the
interest increased, until, at the end, many
questions were asked. We were really sur-
prised to discover that the Single Tax had
much earnest support Our friends of the
church are learning that the second com-
mand can be very largely obeyed through
the agency of public functions—a fact that
seems heretofore to have generally escaped
their notice. The ancients made idols with

their hands, We seem inclined to make in-
tellectual idols. Still a justice of our State
Supreme Court proposes a constitutional
convention to revise the United States doc-
ument. Virtue still livee—even on supreme
benches, All of which indicates that
preachers and lawyers are breaking long-
established habite—the world moves.

The Scotch Clan at Hyde Park was visited
and addressed on the subject of ‘‘ Robert
Burns.” They were to some extent sur-

rised to find a ‘‘foreigner” who urged to a

uller realization of the sterling worth of
their great poet. They were frankly told
that for a century they had been lauding
Burns to the skies, while steadily refusin
to accept his ideals. Until very recently
Scotland has sent to Parliament only repre-
sentatives of those classes who felt the full
power of Burns’ attack. How many gen-
uine champions of the cause of Honest
Poverty has Scotland sent to Parliament
during the past one hundred years? How
many opponents? Count 'em,

The Citizens’ Association of Quincy is
made up of the active members of Quinoy’s
very select population. Quincy has all the
modern attachments of civilization, and if
to be thoroughly civilized is to be aristo-
cratic, then is Quincy most intensely aristo-
cratic. These gentlemen are evidentl
highly cultivated. It was a pleasure to uﬂi
to them, They said it was a pleasure to
listen, Being cultivated, they undoubtedly
know the desirability of truthfulness. The
problem of taxation was shown. Some
present absurdities were exhibited. Some
of these absurdities caused laughter. Many
questions were asked—but, in spite of good
nature, cultivation, etc., these questions
were practically all devoted to hiding the
truth contained in Carnegie’s claim, that
what is one man’'s privilege is another man's
right. America professes to love freedom,
Scotland claims to revere Burms. Neither
appears to comprehend the nature of the
thing adored. America’s notion of freedom,
like Scotland's idea of Burns, seems to
strongly resemble the idolators concept of
deity—very woodeny.

On the next day the high school of Brook-
line was visited,. Here was to be found the
true American. He (and she) had not yet
learned that there was something in the
structure of our American life that must be
concealed. We must not tell the truth, be-
cause our society is itself a lie. Therefore
to tell thetruth is to put oneself at outs with
one’s neighbors—and that is bad form. Bad
form is the unforgivable ein, But as the
pupils were not yet sufficiently cultivated
to grasp all this, we had a most pleasant
session and they will not be in the least ad-
verse to looking into the dismal science.

At Worcester, Mass., a very good meetinﬁ
was held. Mayor Jobn T. Duggan occupie
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a seat on the platform., Prof. A. Gordon
Webster, of Clark University, preeided.
The initiative and the referendum was first
considered, after which the public owner-
ship of public utilities was examined. The
initiative and referendum, or direct legisla-
tion, is securing an increasing share of pub-
lic attention. This is ve‘g likely the result
of a more rational method of presentation.
Many a cause has been lost, or at least
greatly hindered, by the ill-advised methods
of its most earnest friends, The American
principle of government is that the people
as a whole are sovereign. If so they surely
not only have the power but the duty to
exert tge authority of sovereignty when
need arises. How can this be done to-day?
Elect legislators and congressmen; then
governors and the president; then oourts in
the states; then wait till federal judges die.
‘What sovereign ever tolerated a similar
series of interferences with the expression
of his power—without being ridiculed?
Initiative and referendum are simply well
tried methods whereby actual power may
be realized. The appeal from the chair on
a point of order in ordinary parliamentary
procedure is the referendum. Making a
motion is the initiative. Without these two
forms how could any society control its
officers? How can the American feople
control their officers without like forms?
They cannot. In relation to public owner-
ship the good people of Worcester are much
interested. Slowly it is becoming evident
that our ferocious struggle for private gain
is certain to defeat itseif, Poverty is con-
tained in the forces which make for pro-

ess, Our peopie would not believe George.

ey prefer the procees referred to by Car-
lyle. He said‘‘facts,” if we do not heed them,
will make us feel them bye and bye, We
are surely feeling facts if there be any truth
in the beef report, or if the price of coal be
not mere illusion. Men exert force as in-
dividuals, either alone, orin such volunta
association as they find to be effective, Also
they do, and must exert force as a society,
that is, all the people occupying a given
territory must act together in regard to
some matters, These are nece acts of
sovereignty. If we ignore this fact, Carlyle
says, we will be made to feel it. The whole
problem now confronting the American
people is, the legitimate versus the illegiti-
mate exercise of this necessary sovereign
authority. The magor said he agreed with us.
Mr. Webster eaid he did not intend to en-
dorse any position, but he proposed to ex-
amine every position. Papers gave lengthy
report.

The Twentieth Century Club of Boston is

8 body worth meeting. Mr, C. B, Fille-
brown presented a paper on the effects of
taxes on property of different kindse. This
¥3Yer was 80 illuminating that no one could
ail to appreciate it, unless he made a sim-
le clerical error, as is often done in book-
eeping. Mr. Fillebrown’s wit is of the

variety known as humor; while full of fun,
it hurts no one—it helps some. Mr. White
followed, and a number of questions were
asked. These were answered and after ad-
journment some waited on the speaker and
said their understanding of George’s pro-
goeals was much clearer than ever before.

uch admission was aocepted as compli-
mentary to George. The notion that George
was merely advocating the violent conflsca-
tion of private gropercf' is gradually giving
way to a saner idea. It is now quite widely
realized that he was really concerned to
stop rather than to inaugurate the confisca~
tion of private property.

A society in the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, known as ‘‘Kommers,” in-
vited a presentation of Single Tax notions.
They areabright, alert lot of youngfellows.
The season was late, many members strug-
gling with preparation for examination. As
aresult attendance at luncheon included in
above invitation was small, but that interest
was excited was made pia.inly evident by
the questions that followed the address.

On Bunday afternoon a lecture on ‘‘The
Dignity of Labor’’ was given before the
Y. M, C. A, at Pawtucket, R. I. The audi-
ence received somewhat unusual views with
a very fair spirit. The Y, M. C, A. is des-
tined, with many other societies, to be even
more useful in the future than it has been
in the past. The leaders of this society said
the gave much food for thought.

In the evening ‘‘Henry George aud His
Dootrine” was presented at the Bell Street
Chapel in Providence. This is an endowed
society, and is liberal in thought. The
pastor will be with us as soon as he becomes
familiar with economic literature.

The Baptist ministers’ meeting was at-
tended on the following morning. Ex-Gov,
Garvin also attended. The ministers were
in no way antagonistic, and had many
questions to ask. The gathering was of
course small, but it is believed that these
occasions are fruitful.

Inthe evening a meeting at Sharon, Mase,,
was attended, and here we met one man
whom nothing would satisfy. Meanwhile
he had no pesition of his own.

Spoke at the High School at Southboro,
Mass., on the following afternoon, and be-
fore the Board of Trade of the neighboring
city of Marlboro in the evening, The latter
meeting was presided over by the Mayor
and was attended by most of the prominent
business men of t{e city. The city is de-
voted mostly to the making of shoes. It was
really surprising to perceive the favor with
which our gospel was received. The larger
part of the banqueters were inclined to ac-
cept our general ideas, and were closely
attentive to explanations as to their detailed
application.
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‘“The French Revolution” was given be-
fore the Radical Club of Providence, R. 1.,
on the followin? evening. It was a pro-
nounced sucocess in the opinion of all those
present. The feudal lord's power wasshown
to be identical with that exereised by our
modern monopolist. Freedom from mon-
opoly as a result of rational taxation is now
as when proposed by Turgot, the remedy.

The Boston University was visited next
day, and an hour occupied before the clase
in political economy. The class evidently
alppreciated Bingle Tax economics, Atten-
tion was called to the fact that men make
food, clothing and shelter—therefore they
know how—therefore again, the processes
can be examined, and a oconclusion as to
them be demonstrated, In short, the un-
certainty that obtains in economic literature
is absurd. This was a new idea to the class
—maybe to the professor, At the same time
we can pray earneetly for the time when all
educators will favor freedom as does Prof.
Baldwin., Absolutely no strings were tied
to the speaker. If the class did not receive
the Single Tax g:la 1 the lack cannot be
charged to Prof, win,

A meeting was held at New Bedford and
another in Morgan Memorial Building, in
Boston, before the Total Abstinence Guild,
This closed our work for the time being in
Boston, and the season was cloged by a
Eeries of meetings in and about New York

ity.

A talk was made before the Women's
National Single Tax League, then in session
in Brooklyn. The women were more than
kind in expressing appreciation of the oc-
casion.

On Decoration Day exercises are an-
nually held at the grave of Father McGlynn,
For this year A, J. Boulton and John Z.
‘White were eelected as speakers. The
grounds about the grave were fllled with
people and it is really inspiring to see the
gathering of Father McGlynn’s old and
tried friends as well as those who have
learned to love his memory without having
known his charming personality. The oc-
casion is one on which to preach McGlynn’s
goepel, which we all know included the

ingle Tax without excluding anything
that is good and true.

The Board of Trade at Ridgewood, N, J.,
was visited and addressed. It is encourag-
ing to find 80 many business organizations
and schools that are no longer afraid to
hear the truth. The Board gave the most
careful attention and seemed favorable to
our conclusions—though they were cau-
tioned to do nothing hastily.

A return trip to Pawtucket, R. 1., was ar-
ranged for the purpose of appearinlg before
the Business Men’s Association. This was
a fine meeting. The plain fact of monopoly

—and ita basis in unfair law—is becoming
plain to all. Once this fact is generally
affirmed, the end will be in sight,

A small meeting at Nutley, N. J., was
held. A very fair one was held under the
auayicee of the Civics Club at E. Orange,
N.J. The Independence League at Har-
lem Casino in New York City was ad-
dressed, The Men’s League at Irvington,
N. J., proved to be good ground. ey
voted the address to be the best they had
heard on economic matters. That's why
they are appreciated, A small group was
met at Tarrytown, N, J., and a large meet-
ing addressed at Ossining, N. Y, The lat-
ter is a branch of the Independence League
which is being formed through New York
State and bida fair to cause the politicians
to sit up and take notice. Another meeting
was held in Flatbush (suburb of Brook-
lyn). Also at the Seventeenth District Mu-
nicipal Ownership League in Brooklyn.

At Trenton, N.J., a fine meeting was
held. The asseesors of the city were in at-
tendance and asked questions. Everyone
seemed highly pleased—save one socialist
who was evidently of a melancholy temper-
ament, The burden of the world was on
him—and he wanted the ‘‘tools.” He was
advised to secure to all men the equal op-
portunity of making them.,

An unexpectedly meeting was held
at Rochester, N. Y. The Independence
League is visible at this point. Our iood
friend, J. M. Campbell, is still at work here
—and where Campbell is there will the
Single Tax gain.

THE NEW PRESIDENT OF THE WOM-
EN'S SINGLE TAX LEAGUE.

Mrs. Minnie Rogers Ryan, who was elected
President of the Women’s National Tax
League at its recent convention in Brook-
lyn, N, Y., was born and educated in Del.
phi, Indiana. Her father, William Rogers,
for many years an ardent Single Taxer,
came here from England in ’59 and in ’61
enlisted, and fought through the war that
thﬁ c(:lurse of chattel slavery might be abol-
ished.

Her grandfather, Robert Rogers, was one
of the radicals during the yeurs that pre-
ceded the repeal of the ‘““corn laws” in
England, and many times went into hiding
for weeks at a time to escape arrest, for
having written songs which became popu-
lar, and which were uncomplimentary to
the ** powers that were.”

Though only well into her ‘‘ teens” when
she moved east with her father’s family, it
was not a year before she was an earnest
Single Taxer, Always of a quiet, thought-
ful disposition, and having spent her child-
hood where there was ‘flenty of room for
all—none very rich, and none very poor, it
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was appalling to see amid her new surround-
ings the two extremes of abundant wealth
and abject poverty.

A copy of the Standard fell into her
hands a short time after her arrival, and
that, followed by a reading of ‘‘ Progress
and Poverty,” showed both cause and cure.
With the blood of a radical stock in her
veins, it is no wonder she took up with so
much enthusiasm this work of reform.

Mrs. Ryan was one of the charter mem-
bers of the Brooklyn Women's Single Tax
Club, which was organized in 1890, and was
its secretary for a number of years. In 1903
she was elected president, and served three
years.

For eight years she served the Brooklyn
Single Tax League as treasurer, and is at
present treasurer of the Stuyvesant Politi-
cal Equality League, and one of the Di-
rectors of the New York City Federation of
‘Woman's Clubs, a8 well as a member of the
Woman’s Trade Union League,

She was a frequent contributor to the
New Earth which recently ceased publi-
cation, and for several years conducted a
letter writing corps, in conjunction with E.
B. S8winney of Brooklyn.

No opportunity ever escapes her for say-
ing a word for this great reform, and
among New York club women she is known
as ‘‘that Single Taxer.”

Until April 8rd, 1900, this young woman
was known among Single Taxers as * one
of the Rogers girls,” but on that date be-
came the life partner of Thomas P. Ryan, a

oung man prominent in Trade Union and

ingle Tax work. A unity of interests drew
them together and theirs is one of the few
ideal marriages. One little daughter has
blessed the union,

Mrs. Ryan and her associates on the new
Board have already held several informal
meetings and are laying plans for a cam-

aign of propaganda work during the com-

ng year.

Her election as President of the Women's

e was a recognition of years of de-
voted work, and no wiser selection could
have been made.

It will be noted by the readers of the com-
- munication from A. Pohlman, our German
correspondent, that the Single Tax move-
ment in that country is not anti-govern-
mental. The Prussian ministry is itself
recommending to the municipalities the
taxation of land values. It may yet be
found to be an efficient weapon in the hands
of the government against the socialists in
a country where the latter have won their
most notable triumphs. In Germany, rather
more than elsewhere, even though it be the
bome of Karl Marx, the immense vote

lled in the name of socialism includes not
only the hardened state socialists but hun-
dreds of thousands of uncertain radicals and
amiable and restlees liberals,

ECONOMIC AND SPECULATIVE RENT.
HOW THE SINGLE TAX WOULD
RELIEVE LABOR.

(For the Review.)
BY C. B. FILLEBROWN,

It has occurred to me that there are a
series of specific topics to which Single
Taxers might Eerhaps give profitable
thought among themselves, looking to the
greater strength that comes to any move-
ment from mutual, as well as fundamental,
understanding.

One such point is raised by Mr. Springer
in the April SINGLE TAX REVIEW, a8 it relates
to the comparative merits of the ‘tax re-
form” presentation and the “land and labor”

resentation, If it is true thatthe Single

ax is not likely to find easy acceptance as
a direct solution of the labor problem, may
there not be gmctical and moral gain in
urging it upon labor as a tax question ?

Mr, Springer thinks the labor solution is
literally to be found in access to remt by
taxation, rather than in access to land. Mr,
Buell also in same connection remarks that
‘‘ There is no problem of land reform, but
there is a vi roblem of tax reform.”

Progress and Poverty is a cumbersome book
for the average student, because it goes into
a profound and exhaustive diagnosis of land
and labor and cognate conditions—a scope
which is so wide as to be rathera hindrance
to propaganda work, which concerns itself
with immediate application of the remedy.
Did not Mr, George himself set us the pace
to be followed when in Book VIII, Chap. 2,
he says: ‘‘We may put the proposition into
practical form by proposing—To abolish all
taxation save that upon land values,’’ thus
declaring his own estimate of the remed
as being a question of tax reform. Book VI
of itself ap to be a working formula
for the problem of the whole book, easy be-
cause following the line of least resistance.
‘Why not let the question assume naturally,
and at once, the form that it must in-
evitably assume?

Another point regards the position often
expressed, or innocently implied, that rent
despoils wages, and hence is the robber of
labor, Mr. George in Progress and Poverty
appears to make uniform use of the term
rent, not as denoting economic rent, but as
including with economic rent speculative or
monopoly rent, agreeing with himself to
disregard taxation, as for the time not ex-
isting, while treating the division of produc-
tion into rent, interest and wages. For in-
atance, when Mr. George says, Book III,
Chap. 8, “That tbe increase of productive
gower does not increase wages is because it

oes increase the value of land., Rent
swallows up the whole gain, and pauperism
accompanies pro%:'ess.”

Passages like these need to be read with
critical care, Of course all the rent that
labor can expect to be relieved of by the
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Single Tax is speculative or monopoly rent,
nothing can relieve it of economic rent, and
the full measure of relief to labor would
seem to be the speculative portion of rent
plus all other present taxes, except those
taken from rent.

This theoretical lightening of the burden
of labor may find good illustration in Boston
figures,

ESTIMATE OF BENEFITS TO LABOR.

The users of the land of the
City of Boston pay in Ground
Rent (ten millions of which is
taken in taxation), . .

Let us “‘guess” that one-fifth of
this amount is speculative
reut, or . . i 5 ‘

Boston users would then pay
for use of the land, only .

They pay also in State and Local
Taxes upon improvements,
Buildinge, Personal Property
and Polls, . . . . 10,000,000

This amount taken from rent ~—7——
would leave a surplus of . $80,000,000

Boaton doubtless spends from
loans and other sources, . 10,000,000

‘Which, if raised by taxation, a8 ———
it ought to be, and taken from
rent, would reduce the sur-
plusto . . . . .

Let us guess again that the Na-
tional Import Duties and In-
ternal Revenue Taxes, includ-
ing their unintended effects
are approximately treble the
actual governmentrevenue or
$17 per ca%ig:. They would
smount for Boston to another

$50,000,000

10,000,000

— ——

$40,600,000

$20,000,000

10,000,000

Leaving to land owners, . . $10,000,000

These figures indicate the almost gigantic

roportions of the factor, ground rent, in
1ts sufficiency to meet all reasonable costs of
government,

The relief to labor wrought by the pro-
cess of transfer of all taxes to rent, as above
specified, may be estimated as follows :

Relief from Speculative Rent, $10,000,000
¢ “ Local 000,

Taxes, ,000,
“ ¢ National Taxes, 10,000,000
Total,  $40,000,000

$68 Per Capita, or $340 Per Family,

If any one has a definite notion of the
comparative maguitude of the speculative
elements in rent, it would be interesting to
see an estimate worked out. Comment is
invited.

“A man who has rented the old New
York Club site, corner of Fifth Avenue and
Thirty-fifch street, New York, will pay $4,-
000,000 rent for a twenty-one years’ {ease.
If this calls for comment let the reader make
it."—Nashville American, April 25, 1806.
The Single Taxer will make the comment.

SINGLE TAXERS ARE PARTISANS,

EXTRACT FROM ADDRESS DELIVERED BY FRED.
CYRUS LEUBUSCHER AT THE JEFFERSON
DINNER OF THE MANHATTAN BINGLE
TAX CLUB A YEAR AGO. NEVER BEFORE
PUBLISHED.

I reiterate that we are intensely partisan;
nor should we be ashamed of being g0, That
pioneer Single Taxer, the ablest writer on

ublic questions living to-day, Louis F.

ost, glories in being a partisan, In his last
published book he says: ‘Partisanship is
not a badge of servitude; it is a test of de-
votion to principle. The principle may be
wrong; but according to his understanding
it is right. There can be no devotion with-
out partisanship. Neutrality, which isonly
another word for non-partisanship, may be
observed by the indifferent. To the devoted
it is impossible. In the great conflict of
mental and moral forces no one can be
neutral. He must take sides or get out of
the fight. And if he takes sides under the
influence of his brain-cells instead of his
birth-marks, he can afford to smile at the
wheezy complaints of innocuous non-par-
tisans.”

In this brilliant epigram Post hits the
nail squarely on the head.

The partisanship that is rightly con-
demned is that which arises from heredity or
prejudice and not that which arises from
thought or purpose. If a man is a Repub-
lican because his father was one, he is a
partisan ass. If, however, he is a Republi-
can because he has convinced himself by
processes of thought that imperialism and a
protective tariff are right and proper, he is
a partisan philosopher., We condemn the
man who isa Catholic or a Methodist because
his parents belonged to either of those re-
ligions before he was born, but we honor
the sincere Catholic and earnest Methodist
who are such because to them their religion
is all in all.

One ﬁzeat characteristic of our cult isthat
it founds its philosoPhy on the bed-rock of
fundamental principler. This superiority is

enerally conceded. The protectionist, for
nstance, is most superficial in hisreasoning,
which is based largely on expediency. Even
the freetrader, when he is that and nothing
more, bases his main argument on the laisser
Jaire theory. The Single Taxer, however
goes down to bed-rock, to the land, and
builds the superstructure of hisargument
thereon. The Single Tax is the only school
of economic thought that differentiates
clearly between natural opportunities and
the products of labor. Nine men out of ten
do not see the inherent difference between
a building and the land upon which it
stands, Even Baer, the great Baer, to
whom “God in His infinite mercy’’ has
given the coal lands of Pennsylvania, and
who 1 understand is a believer in Btate
rights and in free trade, even Baer in a
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speech last week saw no more reason for the
people, through the government, interfering
with the management of his coal mines
than for interfering with a private manu-
facturing concern. Apart from the reason-
ableness of their argument and the justice
of their cause, it has often struck me that
civilization owes a debt of gratitude to
Single Taxers for bringing back clear think-
ing on abstract propositions. I venture to
ng that if a half dozen college graduates
who had been through a so-called course of
political economy were pitted, in an argu-
ment, against an equal number of mechanics
well grounded in the doctrine of the Single
Tax, the latter would carry off the palm for
clean-cut analysis and precision of reason-
ing. Beginning with the kindergarten, and
up through the university, there have been
so many fads crammed into his noddle,
that the average modern so-called educated
American has but a superficial and diletanti
knowledge of any subject. This habit of
hastily acquiring but a veneer of knowl-
edge, has made his intellectual processes
sluggish and slothful; so thatit tires him to
reason deeply and clearly, I repeat, there-
fore, that thie age owes much to Henry
George and those that have accepted his
philosophy for again habituating the world
to keen analysis and precise reasoning,

Another thing that differentiates the ad-
vocates of ‘‘our cause” from other partis-
ans, is that we have a definite programme
and are not afraid to face the conclusions of
our own premises. Contrast the Single
Taxer with the protectionist. The Repub-
lican keynote is the protective tariff; but the
leaders of that party, overwhelmingly tri-
umphant as they are now, dare not admit
that the logic of their premises is the ab-
solute prohibition of imports. If the do-
mestic manufacturers of four thousand
articles should be encouraged by a tariff
which makes it expensive to import any
similar goods, why should not a tariff be
levied on articles that are not manufactured
at all in the United States, thusencouraging
Americans to start such manufactures?
Why not make the tariff so high that
nothing at all will be imported, so that all
revenue must be raised by internal taxation?
‘Why not go to the bitter end, Mr. Roose-
velt, and honestly admit that if the funda.
mental idea of the protective tariff be that
no goods should be imported that would in
any wise compete with home manufacturers,
why not, I repeat, Mr. Leader of the Repub-
lican party, pass a law utterly prohibiting
the importation of any goods whatsoever ?
This would be the logic of the premises of
the protective tariff argument.

The Democratic party also lacke the cour-
age of its convictions. It prates feebly of
tariff reform and even sometimes plucks up
enough courage to demand a tariff for
revenue only. When however, Republicans
declare that logically Democrats are free—
traders, the accusation is branded as a
slander, Democrats miserably fail to em-

brace the opportunity afforded them of
being real men by accepting and glorying in
the appelation of free-trader. The American
people, inoculated with the virus of protec-
tion, will at first vote against them over-
whelmingly if they declare themselves in
favor of free-trade ; but at the same time
they will respect them for their honesty.
After becoming familiarized with the idea
of freedom, this respect will turn into love.
For the American people love a sturdy
manly man, one that sticks to his principles.
Why was Parker so badly defeated? Be-
cause he stood for nothing. He was
neither ‘‘fish, flesh, fowl nor good red
herring.” He tried to ape the Republicans
without being one ; and the people decided
that if they had to vote for a Republican
they might as well choose one who was
willing to call himself such. Does anyone
think that if Parker had come out flat-
footed for free-trade he would have re-
ceived fewer votea than he did? The Lord
knows he could not have gotten much less
of a vote than he did,

The Socialists—ah, there you have men
who are rot afraid of their horses. They
want a co-operative commonwealth, and
are not afraid to say so, though most of
them admit that it would have to be
brought about gradually, Were I a
paternalist instead of an individualist I
would unhesitatingly join the socialistic
propaganda, for only thus could I preserve
my self-r t. Being an individualist
however, where shall 1 find my home?
Some would reply with the anarchists, the
antitheses of the socialists; with them you
will have free-trade and free everything
else, including free love. There would be
some force in this reply if human beings
were angels. I must confess that at one
time I was much impressed by the anarch-
istic philosophy. Not of course by com-
munistic anarchism, which is a misnomer
for what is really socialism, but by what is

known as ?hiloeophical anarchism. The
ignorance o ple on economic questions
is appalling. suppose that if the fifteen

million voters in the United States were
asked to state the difference between an
anarchist and a socialist, at lease fourteen
and one-half millions of them would reply
that there is no difference, Of course this
intelligent audience knows that they are as
far apart as is the north pole from the
south pole. The socialists believe that
everything should be under the govern-
ment, while the anarchists contend that
there should be no government at all.

One of the main tenets of the anarch-
istic philosophy is that land should be the
subject of private ownemhir only when it
is occupied and used. This attracted me
more than anything else, es?acinlly while I
was a youthful enthusiast. I soon reflected
however, that to make that theory work
would require perfect human beings. At
the present rate of progress of the race it
miggt take a hundred thousand years before
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it has reached such a state of angelic per-
fection, both in ethics and in knowledge,
that each man will instinctively respeot the
rights of his neighbor. The philosophical
anarchist is of great benefit in acting as a
brake on the modern tendency towards so-
cialism; but as a working theory, his philos-
ophy is not for to-day. With the exception
of my friend, Benjamin R. Tucker, the high
priest of the anarchist cult, I do not know
of a single anarchist who would to-day ad-
vocate tia.t the occupation and use theory
of land should be put into practice at once,
In other words, even the ultra individualist
balks at his own logic.

How different from all these schools of
thought and from all these political parties
is the Single Tax propaganda, There isnot
a Single-Taxer in this room, nor I believe in
the United States, who would not, if he
could, have the Single Tax go into operation
to-morrow. Wae believe sincerely and de-
votedly that not only is this a harmonious
and logical theory, but that it is eminently

ractical and suited to the needs of people

iving now. We say to the ultra individ-
ualist that his occupation and use theory
can be realized through the Single Tax, and
that with imperfect men and women, It
may be that under the Single Tax a few in-
dividuals would be foolish enough to pay
the full rental value of land and then hold
it out of use; but if such lunatics should
develope, what possible harm could flow
from tg:ir crazy actions? The people would
get the full rental value of the land, and the
money thus obtained could be utilized in
improving the city or village and thus add
constantly to the rental value of this unused
land. After a while even a lunatic would
be unableto pay the increasing rent without
receiving revenue therefrom, and would
therefore be obliged to abandon the land to
somse sane person.

“QOur cause” appeals not only to the
mind but to the heart, The appaling misery
in which so large a egeroantage of the
buman race is plunged by dire poverty
must appeal to the compassion of civilized
human beings, who during the last century
have become more and more humane. The
fact that there are somany remedies offered

roves that the conscience of the race has
geen awakened. At first charity was
adopted as a means of solving the problem,
It was soon seen however that, admirable
as is charity, it can only alleviate poverty,
but in the long runm it really acoentuates
poverty. The socialistic dream of a co-
operative commonwealth was next brought
forward, and it numbers among ita believers
millions of earnest and devoted men and
women. Thinking people, however, agreed
with Herbert Bpencer when he said that the
socialistic commonwealth would be slavery
and result in the annihilation of individu-
ality. The rebound landed us in the realm
of anarchism. This was soon discovered to
be the abode of angels and not of erring

mortals, The 8ingle Tax, the happy medium
between these two divergent schools of
thought, must commend itself to the intel-
ligence of the masses. America, it seems
to me, is the place where it must first find
general acceptance ; for not only was that
the home of the prophet and seer, Henry
George, but it is also the home of the most
tender-hearted and hard-headed race that
ever lived on the surface of this globe.
Only a quarter of a century has
since Progreea and Poverty"” was first
ublished ; but the truth contained within
ts covers has reached the heart of millions.
As an organized movement, the Single Tax
may not have made much headway ; but
there is not a hamlet in this land, I venture
to say, where you will not stumble across a
Single Taxer. Not only has it taken hold of
the minds and hearts of the rand hum-
ble, but the highly cultivated, and in some
cases, even the wealthy, admit the truth of
the doctrine. Wherever a reform move-
ment is started, you find theBingle Taxer in
the fore-front. What aretwenty-five years
in the hisbo?' of a great movement? It
took thousands of years for the idea of a
democracy, of a government by the people
and for the %ao le, to develop., Ithink the
progress of the Single Tax in a quarter of a
century has been wonderful and full of
promise.

THE MOVEMENT IN NEW ZEALAND.
(For the Review.)
BY P, J, O'REGAN.

Permit me to send you some news of the
movement from this remote part of the
world, though there is nothing really start-
ling to tell you. The movement to levy
local taxation (here called “rates”) on land
values continues to forge steadily ahead,
and every step gained is certainly irretrace-
able. Recently there have been several at-
tempts ‘in districta where the reform has
been adopted, to revert to the old method
of taxation, but not one of these was suc-
ceseful ; in fact the ratepayers declared by
increased majorities in favor of the new
system. You will understand that this re-
form is necessarily limited inasmuch as the
taxing powers of local governing bodies are
limited by statute, and the Rating on Un-
improved Values provides that, where the
Act is adopted, the rates shall be increased
80 as to produce the same amount of rev-
enue as was raised under the old system.
Still the principle we strive for is affirmed,
seeing that land values are taxed to the ex-
clusion of buildings and other improve-
ments.

The great impediment in the path of the
reformer in this country is our absurdl
high tariff. Perhaps, however, the imped-
iment—to speak with precision—is not the
tariff, but the belief of the majority of the
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wage-earners in protection. There is not
even the apparent justification for that
heresy here that there is in your country,
for, while Americais a vast continent vgu.h
interstate free trade, this country comprises
two lonely islands in the great South Pacifio
Oceap. The electors, however, do not deem
our isolated position a sufficient impedi-
ment to oversea commerce, and hence our
terrific tariff. It is safe to say, however,
that we have gone as far in that respect as
we shall ever go ; in fact the close observer
may see now that both here and in Aus-
tralia, the tide of protection has begun to
ebb. Even protectionists are now demand-
ing a ' revision ”’ of the tariff on account of
the cost of foodstuffs, and the Premier of
this country has promised a considerable
remission of duties on necessaries next ses-

sion., Of course, there are certain ‘“‘inter-
ests” which hope to get the duties affeoting
them incr when the tariff question

comes up for discussion, but I have not the
slightest doubt that the tariff will emerge
congiderably lower than heretofore. The
Farmers’ Union is now a fairly influential
body in this country, and they are opposed
to protection. We may depend on them to
keep the tariff within limits next session,
in addition to which the free trade idea is
making steady headway among the working
classes in the cities. hat I have said of
this countr{ applies to Australia. You
might conclude from the fact that the
Deaken Government there are making pro-
tection a plank for the coming elections,
that protection is gaining ground in Aus-
tralia. Buch, however, is not the fact. The
Labor Party is a growing factor, and,
though there is much heresy in its pro-
gramme, it is no longer absolutely protec-
tionist. On the contrary, 80 many members
are for free trade, that the party is now
trying to make the fiscal question an open
one—to ‘‘ sink the fiacal issue,” as the phrase
runs—but they will not succeed.

Land monopoly is the curse of Australia
—an even greater bar to her ‘)ro 8s than
the drought which periodically es her
oceans of plain, Australian land monopo-
lists have not the redeeming features of the
aristocracy of older countriee—they have
not the refinement and traditional duty to
the poor that_the landlords often have in
England for example. Apart from his
purse, there is nothing to distinguish the
arrogant Australian squatter from the most
commonplace man. He is often devoid of
education beyond the ordinary, and his
wealth imbues him with a contempt for
the poorer classes that makes one shudder
for the future. These, of course, are the
men who are the real gainers by the tariff,
for if protection were out of the way, the
taxation of land-values would scon compel
the asquatter and the citys lator to relax
their grip upon the peoples’ land. Fortu-
nately there are men in Australia, even in
the Labor Party, who realize this fact.

As showing how *‘ the yeast is working,”

I may point out that the new State Govern-
ment of Western Australia has just de-
clared for a tax on land-values for the
‘“twofold object of compelling the smnb-
division of land and providing revenue.”
Again, last year an Act was passed in New
South Wales placing Jocal taxation on land-
values in all shire districts, that is to say,
on all privately owned land outside bor-
oughs, and we are promised the same
measure for the boroughs next session (this
year),

Ap)art from the reduction of Customs
duties, to which our own Government is
pledged, I do not think there will be any
1important legislation in this country during
the coming session of Parliament, but I
should mention that the late Premier Sed-
don officially intimated that next year
should the reduction of Customs duties
make such astep necessary, the Government
will propose an increase in the land-value
tax

There was great rejoicing in this country
among our fellow-workers at the defeat of
Chamber]ainism in Britain; and it is sig-
nificant that the Bannerman Ministry have
recently cabled to our Government for the
fullest information about the working of
land-value taxation in New Zealand. Surel
that would appear to indicate that there is
a strong demand for the taxation of land-
values in Britain?

Permit me through the REVIEW to send
greetings to all our fellow-workers in your
country,

At a recent dinner of the Quill Club of
this city, an organization composed lugely
of the editors of various influential religious
publications, Henry George, Jr., George L.
Record, Corporation Counsel of Jerzey City,
and Recorder John W. Goff, discussed the
growth of privileges, and the remedy.

Recorder Goff told how the injustice of a
tax system under which men were fined for
improving their property was brought forci-
blgoto his attention by a recent occurrenpce,
About a year ago he purchased a small
worn-out faim. He had spent about $3,000
in making improvements of various kinds,
with the result that this year the farm was
assessed at three times the former assess-
ment, Thus the tax officials of the district
in which his farm was located had served
notice that the property owner who allowed
his farm to run down would be rewarded,
while any one who was willing to make
improvements would be called upon to pay
heavier taxes,

The destruction of the poor was their
poverty in San Francisco, as elsewhere. A
press despatch tells us that those who lost
their lives were among the very poor. The
convulsions of the earth leveled the loosely
built brick tenements, and the tongues of
flame reached first the frame dwellings of
the poor.



VISIT OF HON.
ACTIVITY IN TORONTO, CANADA.,

The local Association of Single Taxersare
preparing to do some aggressive work the
coming fall, and are straining every sinew
for the fray. The plan is to roll up a
monster petition asking that the $700 ex-
emption be again submitted to the elector-
ate. There is a great advantage to the
cause in canvassing for petitions as each
one who signs will ask questions and have
the measure explained to him, It is most
likely when the petition is submitted to the
City Council that they will vote to refer it
again to the people, and we are sure that
the result will be similar to the last referen-
dum of our measure which resulted in 8,000
majority in its favor.

he paid secretary hasresigned his posi-
tion in order to cut down office expenses for
the summer and in this way aid the cam-
paign in the fall,

e Toronto brethren are also thinking of
moving in the direction of Majority Rule,
but for the present have their hands full;
but it is almost certain that a direct legisla-
tion measure will find its way before the
public ere long.

Single Tax is progressing very favorably
and even the most conservative minded
men are discussing social reform ; the fact
is they have to be up to the times, and the
local Single Taxers realize the value of seiz-
ing the present moment for carrying on an

effective pro da,
P FrED, B, LAKE,

VISIT OF HON, GEO. FOWLDS.

Mr. George Fowlds, member of the New
Zealand Parliament from Auckland and a
resident of that country for iwenty-one

, arrived in New York on Monday,
yune 25th, while on his way home from the
celebration of his father’s centenary in
Scotland.

Mr. Fowlds was entertained at the Man-
hattan Single Tax Club in the evening. Ow-
ing to the short time, no notice could be
sent out, but a number of Single Taxers
were advised by telephone and by personal

8.
Mr. Fowlds talked for several hours on
the general conditions of New Zealand and
told of the results of the various reforms
adopted there. ‘Invariably,” said he, *‘the
troubles we have had, have been due to the
socialisticand paternalisticexperiments.” He
told of the government's attempt to destroy
the coal monopoly by operating a mine,
but after eighteen months’ operation they
have not been able to reduce the price of
coal and are producing at a loss, the rate
payers making up the deficiency. The
engineers in charge of the mines were
chosen because of their pull and not for their
ability, and they chose land that private
enterprises would have passed over.

GEO. FOWLDS. 57

In the building of railroads, the engineers
have been forced to pay the laborers a
uniform wage no matter what the results of
their work. This has demoralized the
workers.

‘““The railroads cost the government four
times what they would cost private corpor-
ations,” gaid Mr. Fowlds.

Wherever the land value tax has been ap-
plied it has proved beneficial, and none of
the communities that have adopted it have
ever gone back to the old rystem.

In the suburb of Auckland, where the
land value tax has been in effect several
years, the population has increased 125 per
cent,, while adjoining towns where it has
not been applied have increased only in pro-
portion to the normal growth of the whole
country.

Although the Concilliation Court had
settled the wages of mechanics in Palmers-
ton North, when the land value tax was
adopted, it so stimulated building that the
employers began paying more in order to
get mechanics to do the work.

‘“We have no unemployed,” said Mr.
Fowlds, ‘‘and every man that wants work
can find it. Of course New Zealand is a
new country, and not yet developed, so
wages are not as high as might be expected
where opportunities are so plentiful.”

In speari,ng of the education of his people
in economics, he said that there was no
general conception of fundamental prin-
ciples. They had some of the absurdities
of other countries. They held strongly to
thzc{)rotective tariff, although they threat-
ened to put flour on the free list when a
trust was organized. He said they knew
good things when they see them and the
land value tax is one of them,

Mr. Fowlds left for Boston the next day,
and will then go on to Chicago and Mil-
waukee, stopping at Denver to visit Mr,
Bucklin, and in California to see his old
friend, Michael Flurscheim.

WILLIAM RYAN,
Secretary Manhattan 8, T. Club,

WHY LITTLE CHILDREN ARE AT
WORK,

Mr. Will L. Ross, of Philadelphia, having
received from Tudor Jenks, secretary of the
Anti-Child Slavery League, an invitation to
join that scciety, has written to Mr. Jenks
the following letter, giving his reasons for
declining to take part in the work of the so-
ciet{, and indicating the futility of its
methods:

“I have your very kind invitation to join
the Anti-Child Slavery League,

Your purpose in this matter is noble and
praiseworthg. But I cannot agree with
your method of doing away with this dis-
grace to civilization. For many years I
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have earnestly studied social and economic
questions, and have long ago concluded that
the slavery of children exists because of
the industrial slavery of their parents.

The march of invention has long since
made unnecessary a condition so unnatural,
That ten millions of people in the United
States should be condemned to poverty and
millions more to the fear of poverty is a
social crime. It exists because we support
laws which deny the equal right of all to
the use of the earth, We make private
property of the great storehouse of nature—
the coal fields, mineral deposits, timber
lands, the rich plains and fertile valleys,
which, manifestly, are for all the children
of men. We give to individuals and cor-
porations immense values which belong to
the people collectively and then rob industry
for the support of government. We grant
privileges to respectable grafters who dic-
tate the teachings of our public instructors,
so that when Political onomy dares to
make clear the simplest of truths which
run counter to vested wrongs, it is gagged
by those who imagine they profit by this
injustice. .

f a man who earns his living by catching
fish has five out of every six taken from
him by force, fraud or cunning, he will be
forced to put his children to work when
they ought to be at school and is likely to
become debased and embruted. Is not this
true of labor to day? Even our conserva-
tive experts tell us that labor only gets one-
sixth of the wealth it produces.

So long as labor and productive capital
are robbed by privilege, special laws may
keep children out of factories, but the chil-
dren will then be driven to beg, to steal, or
to starve.”

DEATH OF PREMIER SEDDON.

The death of Premier Seddon, of New
Zealand, is a distinct loss to the progressive
movement of that great forward colony,
The advances that New Zealand has made
are due in no small measure to the liberal
open mind of the late premier. Under his
leadership nearly 60 municipalities bhave
adopted the land value tax for local
revenues, and this approach to the Single
Tax has so approved itself in practice that
no backward step now seems possible.

He was hospitable to new reforms, and
New Zealand has embarked upon other ex~
periments in government which the Premier
and the enlightened officials of his adminis-
tration did notregard themselves as justified
in opposing. Some of these may perhaps
be abandoned: others will stand the test of
time. But this is the value of Democracy,
that it must learn by experience, and it is
to the honor of Premier S8eddon that as the
people gave evidence of a desire to test new
theories of taxation and administration no
stupid conservation of an obstructive gov-
ernment was allowed to interpose.
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LEO TOLSTOY,

This is the flrst volume, to be followed
by two others, which recount the life and
work of the great Russian, “Compiled by
Paul Birukoff and Revised by Leo ’l‘glatoy. '
This volume deals with his childhood and
early manhood. Wherever possible the bio-
grapher has allowed Tolstoy to tell his own
story—it is thus largely autobiographical,
and will remain for long the authoritative
repository of the main incidents in the life
as well as the intellectual growth of the
Ruseian novelist and prophet—perhaps the
greatest moralist of his time, certainly one
of the greatest moralists of all time.

There are many books from the perusal
of which one may rise wiser; this is
one of the few which makes us morally
and spiritually better. We are admit-
ted to the intimacy of one whose su
riority even in his early manhood to those
around him—to the aims and ideas of the
civilization in which he moved—is imme-
diately manifest. We become aware of how
much that even the world agrees to call
greatness is really in essence moral—spirit-
ual, if you will. A symmetrical body of
doctrine is not eesen to this greatness;
doubtless flaws may be found in Tolstoy’s
Ehi[osophy, as in that of Buddha, or Mo-

ammed, or Swedenborg. But we feel that
we are in the presence of one whose sense
of nearness to the infinite and whose
boundlees and embracing love for humanity
permit him to look Pityingl upon all its
crimes and sordid follies, and set him apart
from his fellows,

It is of value to our movement that this
man has recognized the truth we stand for.
Maybe he does not apprehend it in its full-
ness and breadth, Thisseems to be indicated
in the importance he attaches to questions
whose solution is really involved in the
adoption of our principles. He is too much
given, it may be, to attacking forms of
privilege when he might apply the axe to
the props which give to the whole system
of privilege its stability. But the value of
his endorsement, his admiration of Hen
George, and his brave words against land-
}ordism, have immense weight, neverthe-
eBs.

This volume does not bring Tolstoy's life
down to the date of its final awakening,
‘We find him still involved in habits of
thought and conduct which left him much
to regret. He still gambled, and showed
on more than one oocasion the petulance
and violence of his disposition, His quar-
with Tourgenef, which came almost to the
verge of a duel, which, in the them temper
of Tolstoy, might have resulted fatally to

Leo Tolstoy. His Life and Work. Vol. 1.
Childhood and Barly Manhood. B8vo. 370 pp.
gric: $1.50 net. Charles Scribner Sons, New

ork.
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one or the other, is little creditable to him.
Yet there were signs of clear moral vision,
of a spiritual awakening. Even as an arm
officer his sense of justice led to quarrels
with his brother officers and serious differ-
ences with his superiors, He had written
much, and his work had obtained recogni-
tion. But though his conviction of the
office of a novelist was an elevated one,
he had not yet conformed his practice to his
Ihigher convictions, All this was to come
ater.

The narrative will be continued in the
volumes that will follow, and they are cer-
tain to be ?uite as intensely interesting as
the one before us, Certainly to those who
believe that—in spite of certain shortcom-
inge and extravagances—the later Tolstoy
ia not only what his friendly enemy Tur-
genef, whose pathetic efforts to®establish
friendly relations with him is one of the
ragedies of their intercourse, called him—
“‘the great writer of the Russian land,” but
the greatest living moralist, whose slightest
word has more potency for mankind than
the proclamations of the Czar, though ac-
claimed by his legions of foot and spoken
amid the thunder of the steeds of his Cos-

sacks.
J.D. M.

A VALUABLE PAMPHLET,

Here is a little book which is an effort, in
the words of its author, ‘‘to examine the es-
sential characteristics of the human frailty
known as race prejudice, and to trace it at
least roughly to its origin.” The silliness
and superstitious basis of negrophobia are
successfully exposed, and the reasoning is
for the most part cogent and convincing
and moves always upon a high plane. Few
phases of the situation are overlooked,
though perhaps the economic basis of race
Prejudice in so far as it concerns the negro

n the South is not given its real import-
ance. The failure to examine more fully
this phase of the subject is perhaps respon-
sible for the allusion to Henry George, Jr.,
as ‘‘small minded” because he ‘“advocates
opening the doors of the United States to
white races alone.” This is evidently a
somewhat sweeping allusion to Mr. George’s
views respecting Chinese immigration. 8
Morton must be aware that Mr, George's
position on thisTpoint is not a matter of race
prejudice, Though we may differ with him,
we must recognize that Mr. George bases
his opposition to Chinese immigration on
the ground that—under existing conditions
—such an influx of the yellow race as might
result from unrestricted immigration would
serve to further intensify the economic
struggle, and make more difficult the effort
for social betterment by multiplying those

The Curse of Race Prejudice. By James F,
Morton, Jr., A. M. Paper, MAF%V Price, 25 cents,
Published by the author, est 143d street,
New York City.

racial distinctions which Mr, Morton de-
plores. We will not denr here that perhaps
this position is susceptible of refutation, but
Mr, Morton does Mr. George a real injustice
in his valuable pamphlet by failing to indi-
cate the grounds of the latter’s opposition
to unrestricted Chinese immigration.
J. D. M,

Years ago when Dr. McGlynn pointed out
that there need be no fare charged on street
railways owned and operated by the city,
since these Eublic advantages add to land
values, and the cost of service could then be
more cheaply collected by an increased tax
upon land rent, just as the cost of elevator
service in large office buildings is added to
the office rent instead of being collected
from each passenger, much cheap wit was
expended by the metropolitan press in ridi-
cule of the suggestion, Yet here comes
Dock Commissioner Bensel, of this city,
who says it is only a question of time when
no fare will be charged on ferries owned
and operated by the city. This for the rea-
son that it will help to build up the city,
and, of course, at the same time provide an
increased fund from which todraw upon
for the cost of public services, How fast
these politicians learn! They learn much
faster than the mewspapers, for the Com-
mercial Advertiser, affecting to regard this
as a perilous acknowledgment, says: ‘It is
obvious that the same reasoning that su
ports free ferries would support free sub-
ways,” Quite so,

In this connection the fo]lowing para-
Fraph is interoating. It is cited from a
ittle monthly publication, Sanitary Pro-
gress, issued by the N, O, Nelson Manufac-
turing Company:

“8t, Louis has been excited over getting
a new free bridge for the city. As one
result of this agitation, the Bridge Terminal
Association has reduced considerably the
transfer; charges., This reduction has al-
ready boomed the price of real estate.
‘What the railroads give up, the land-
owners will take.”

A colgy of the latest issue of the Single
Tax REVIEW rests upon Count Tolstoi’s
reading desk. So reportsin a {tivate com-
munication a recent visitor to Yasnaya Pol-
iana,

FROM AN INTELLIGENT YOUNG
INDIAN.

Extract from private letter written by
William A. Scoti, twenty years of , @
descendant of the noted Indian C'hie?tgin,
“Billy Bow-legs."”

¢I have been studying Single Tax a little,
and I am an enthusiast. I believe it’s the
thing for everywhere and fits everything,
and it will be a force some day, or at least
ought to be.”
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PERSONALS,

Joseph Leggett writes us that our San
Francisco Single Tax friends were hard hit
by the disaster that visited that city, but,
he adds, ‘““while most of us are cast down
we are not discouraged, It has, I trust,
moved most of us to more strenuous en-
deavor in the great cause for the triumph
of which we are all laboring.”

In a sketch of Geo. Foster Peabody the
N. Y. Sun of May 6th, says:

““Although a banker and financier and on
the directorates of many great corporations,
he was the intimate friend of Henry George,
and is to-day an admirer of the Geor
theories, and is on close terms with Bingle
Tax men whose theories he would, if he
could, put into effect. He is the friend of
John D, Rockefeller and of 1da Tarbell, and
both have been honored guests at his house.”

Ernest E. Coleman, of Peru, Indiana,
sends us a sample postal card which can be
purchased in quantities at the rate of §2
per thousand, on which are printed seven
pertinent questions, the correct answers to
which involve a confession of faith in the
doctrines of the Single Tax,

. Rev. John M. Davidson, pastor of the
Fourth Unitarian Church of Brooklyn,
preached on A'Pril 20th on “The Justice of
the Single Tax.

Amoniethe delegation which visited the
Illinois Legislature at Bpringfield in the
interests of a direct primary law, were such
00d Single Taxers as Western Starr and J.
, Cadman., Mr, Starr was one of the
speakers,

Our readers will be glad to know that
Mr, Max Hirsch has recovered his health
during his visit to Europe, and is probably
by this time on his way home to Australia.

Robt, W, Moulton, writing from Anoka,
Oregon, says: ‘‘Oregon is fast coming to
the front as a reform 8tate. Several im-
portant constitutional amendments were
carried at the election on June 4th.”

The Peoria (Ill.) Star of June 17th, con-
tains a lengthy sketch of a veteran abolu-
tionist and Single Taxer resident in that
city, and the picture it paints in conclusion
is worth reproducin%‘:
years he and his wife have

“For fifty
R‘lt?dded down life’'s highway together,
oy have faced storms of opposition and

have never blenched. Both of themare re-
markable characters in the fact that they
have faced every reform from the begin-
ning of the ﬁght over slavery to the contest
over woman's suffrage, temperance, free
thought and every other question that has
agitated the public mind for the last fifty
years,

Hiram has been as bold and outspoken in

his political views a8 in his religious belief.
He left the republican party after having
devoted the best years of his life to itls
service, because he feared that it was given
Ep to its idols, The powerful appeal of
enry George won his sympathy, and he
embraced the cause of the Single Tax with
passionate ardor. He did not wait for the
slow evolution of opinion, but was willing
to see it put in operation now and here.
Now, in the evening of his days, he sees
thered around him an affectionate family.
e is rich in the esteem of his friends and
of the public, and he is reaping the reward
of a temperate life. Ina serene old age he
has nothing to regret and he looks forward
to the future without fear, blessed with
eternal hope. Such a life is its own highest
reward and we congratulate Hiram Brown
upon having achieved the nobleet aim pos-
sible to man, a career without stain, a con-
science void af offense, a character above
reproach, We hope thathe will have many
years of usefulness before him, for no man
deserves it more.”

George L. Record, who as Republican
Corgoration Counsel, has made a good fight
with Mayor Mark M. Fagan, of Jersey City,
nfa.inst the corporations, and who is spoken
of as a successor of Mr, Dryden to the
United States Senate, is at heart a 8ingle
Taxer, ‘though of the Nicodemus order.
It is to be hoped, however, that he will be-
come U.B. Senator. It is long ago since
New Jersey has sent to the upper house of
the National Legislature anything but a
pliant railroad puppet,

James W, Bucklin, from whom appears
an article in the current issue, has been in
Los Angeles, Cal., for the t six months
for the benmefit of his health, which is now
much improved.

James P. Cadman, of Chicago, in a letter
to the REVIEW, suggests the concentration
of Single Tax forces in Oregon, where they
have the iniative and referendum, to secure
local option in taxation in the counties. He

ints out that South Dakota also has direct

egislation, but no large centres such as
Portland, where the evils of land monopoly
are 8o keenly felt.

‘We have received from Alfred Broadbent
(press of F. R. Henderson, Manchester
and Philadelphia), six little brochures: a
Festus Treasury, a Treasury of Love, a
Treasury of Consolation, a Norman Gale
Treasury and a Lowell and Emerson Treas-
ury. These little vest pocket volumes of
about fifty pages each with delicately de-
signed stiff covers, are sold for ten cents
each, and they are well worth the money.

The Manhattan Single Tax Club has re-
sumed its summer out of door meetings at
125th street and 7th avenue on Tuesday and
Friday evenings,
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WHERE DAVITT FAILED.

Commenting upon the death of Michael
Davitt the Cork County Eagle has this to

‘ZM is well known, he was the father of
the Land League, and had he adhered to the
true meaning of the motto of that associa-
tion—**The Land for the People,” —the soil
of Ireland would to-day be mnationalized,
for the proper meaning of the word people
is the State. Had he adhered to this doc-
trine—a doctrine he at one time advocated
with wonderful power and enthusiasm, side
by side with Henry George, the name of
Davitt would never perish, inasmuch as
that he would have secured justice for every
man, woman, and child in Ireland, and
procured for his country the highest posi-
tion in statecraft and prosperity. As it is
now, unfortunately, the Irish land question
must be fought over again, for a just land
tax will, un oubﬁedl{, be established, a tax
that will secure to all their God-given right
to the profit of the earth, thus raising up a
fund for the development of the country’s
natural resources, and so lead to universal
proeperity—a change which will compel all
to work, as there will be no resting-place
grovided for the idle, In writing thus, there

no desire to take from Davitt’s worth as
a patriot and politician. His losing the
grasp of land pationalization could only be
attributed to one of those errors which
flesh is heir to.”

MiISPRINT.—In Spring number, page 81,
in Michael Flurscheim's article, line 14 from
below read ‘‘ decrease "’ for ¢ increase,”
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