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A WORD OF INTRODUCTION.

Seventeen years have passed since M. Heary George and
myself had the debate of which a verbatim report is reprinted in
the following pages. We Social- Democrats have made great pro-
gress since July, 1889, but events have not marched so fast as we
‘all hoped at that time, The strange lack of logical faculty among
the mass of Englishmen, their love of petty compromise, their
admiration for personal success achieved at their expense, their
inability to conceive or accept any high ideal as worth striving for,
have headed back the progress of our great cause in this island.
Now they are exhausting their last possibulity of error in the shape
of Labouriem without a programms, and political independenca
without 2 bass, We have, therefore, good reason o hope and
believe that the advance towards Sau:ia!-Demecracy, which iz so
marked a feature of Continental sgoiety in the twentieth century,
will become more and more rapid during the next few years oven
here,

In view of the fact, however, that great efforts are being made
at the present time by really well-meaning and benevolent capitalists,
and by others who are neither well-meaning nor benevolent, to
divert the attention of the working classes from a serious attack
upon their worst enemies, to a bootless campaign against the land-
lords alone, in the shape of an agitation for a single-tax upon what
they call land-values, it has been thought advisable to reproduce at
full length my arguments against the principal champion of that
nostrum. The suggestion for republication was made by my old
and intimate friend ard co-worker Henry Quelch, whose services to
the great cause of International Socialism for nearly a quarter of a
centliry, as speaker, writer, editor, and organiser, have shown that
an able English workman, having no social or educational advan.
tages to start with, can, if loyal to his principies, and true to himzelf,
gbtain a high and well-desarved reputation throughout the civilised
world as a formidable leader of the disinherited class to which he
belongs.

Henry George has been dead some years.  His “ Progress and
Poverty ™ is already almost a dead book. But the effect it produced
in 88r on both sides of the Atlantic will never be forgotten by
those who were in active political life at that time. George's book
was = curious instance of the strangs fact that atiractive error
sometimes does more to instruct than sober trath, Intelligent
-people - who eagerly read © Progress and Poverty,” with its Tight"

pleasant style, could not remain satisfied with ts superficial cop- = -
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clusions, and were almost forced to go forward to Socialism ; though
they unght shrink back, as most of them did, when they discovered
whither they were rentally drifting.  Henry George, therefore,
acted quite unconscicusly as a valuable propagandist for ideas
almost sntirely in opposition to his owa.

1 kpew George well.  Whea he and his family first came to
thic couniry they stayed for some weeks with my wife and myssli.
1 then had numerous privaie conversations with bim in which 1
learnt how strangely limited his capacity was. Itamazed me to find
that he was quite anable to see an inch beydnd his land-taxation
theory,  Capitalism and competition remained almost sacred for
him. He showed this, I think, maost clearly in the discussion
between us published in the ¢ Nineteenth Century.” [t was
this also which so terribly misled him in affer years and brought
him into political counections which Yis friends could not but
deplove.  He was essentially a good, earnest, simple man, possessed
of no profundity of thought, but with a delightful character, who
was wholly unspoiled by his phenomenal literary suceess, and
believed that he was working as effectively as he certainly was
tionestly for the benefit of his fellow-men. Marx, talking to me
of Henry George’s book and his confiscation of rent proposals,
ceferred fo the whale of 1 as * the capitalists’ last diteh,”  Let vs
hape he was right ; for the ditch itself is neither very wide nor very

- deop, and looks even less difficuit to lsap to-day than 1t did at the
date of the St James's Hall Debate.

There is only one point in the debate to which I think I need
call attention, though it doss not affect my general argument.  The
ereat factory-farms in the United States have not played the part
in American agriculture that was anticipated by Marx and his
followers twenty years ago. The combination of capital against
the frechold farmers has been made on the nexi plane, with the
trustified elevaiors, creameries, paeking-towns, mortgage-banks, &c.
The farmers remain owners of the land, but they obtain little more
than the remuneration of agriculiural labourers in return for endless,
exhausting, and anxious toil. Our comrade A. M. Simons of
Chicago bas brought all this oot admirably in his © American
Farmer.”

H. M. I
Londou, July 76k, 1506.
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Single Tax v. Social-Democracy.

WHICH WILL MOST BENEFIT THE PEOQFLE?

e .

:

A debate took place between Henvy George and Ho M.
Hyndman, in St. James’s Hall, Lopdon, oo Tuesday, July 2od,
188g, on the ** Siagle Tax versus Social Democracy @ Which will
most benetit the people?” Professor 1D 5. Beesly oceupied the
chair.

The Cuaipman @ (& will perhaps conduce to the good order of
this discussion i 1 inferm you of the condiiions or regulations
witich have been agreed upon between the parties. The object of
the discussion s the proposal of . Henry George for a single
tax, and it has therelore been arranged that he should commence
by explaining that proposal of his, byt what he will say will be
only in the nature of an exposition, and ten mimites only will be
allotted to him for that purpose. He wili then be followed by
Mr, Hyndman, who will take hali-an-hour ; after that Mr. George
will reply for twenty minuies fo make up bis hall-an-hour.  The
remainder of the time will be divided in this way :(—BEach of these
two gentlemen will take first a peried of twenty minutes, and then
a period of ten minutes, My George having the last word,
That will make up two bours. [ am gquite aware that it would
be out of place Tor me to cccupy vour time, as you have come
here to hear these two disputants, and noi te hear me. More-
over, although it is usual gt the meetings which are held here for
the chairman to be appeinied because he holds strong views in
respect to the subject to be broughi hefore the meeting, and a
v speech is naturally expecied {rom him, we are aot
heve for that purpose to-night.  We are here 10 have a discussion
on which no vote is to be taken ; so it would be evidently out of
place i 1 were to show any partiality by arguing one way or other
at the coounencement of the debate. 1 shall endeavour to dis-
charge my dutics as fairly and as impartially as possible, and 1
have no doubt T shall receive every assistance from this meeting.
{Hear, hear.) We have here, no doubt, a great many who
sympathise with Mr. George, and a great many who sympathise
with Mr. Hyndman ; but there are also, no doubt, a great many
whe have not made up thelr minds at ali, and who are naturally
seeking to be informed. 1t would, of wourse, be impossible to
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prevent alt expression of feeling, but I trust we may expect that
the two parties will attempt to rival one another, not in the loud-
ness of their expressions of approbation or disapprobation, and
still less in the length to which those expressions of opinion are
kept up ; because you will see very eleardy that if there were to be
anything of that sort it would add considerably to the difficulties
your chairman will he under s carrying oat the arrangements
that have been agreed upon,  (Hear, hear)  There appear belore
vou to-night two very able men, hoth thoroughly well acquainted
with the subject which thu are going to das(,us% ; both of them
completely familiar with its discussion.  We shall 1E1cr(,.f{>m have,
I feel sure, a mosl imteresting and instructive debate. 1 am
looking forward to that, and you are alse, and; therefore, without
wasting vour tme any longer, 1 will call upen Mr, George to open
the discussion.

My, Hexiy Grorck @ As W the injustice and wrong of present
social conditions, the parties who are here represented to-night
both agree.  We hoth agree, moreover, as 1o the ead to be sought
--------- a condition of things in whichk there shall be opportunities for
work for all, leisure for all, a sufficiency of the necessities of life
for all, an abundapce of the reasonable iuxuries of life
for all. {Hear, hear.) We difier as to the means by which that
end is to attained.  Mr. Hyndman styles himsell a Social-Derno-
crat : I a Single Tax man. Let nie state why we have adopted that
name and what we mean by #t.  Looking over the civilised wUrld
to-day, we sec that labour nowhers gets ity just dues {Hea
hear.)  We see there is everywhere a Irmm of unemployed ldbuur
We see all the phenomena that are called sometimes over-produc-
tion and industrial depression ; we reject as superficial the theory
that this is caused by there being too many people ; that this is
caused by there not belng encugh work; that this is caused
by the multiplication of labour-saving machinery. We say
that until human wanis are satisfied there can he no such

thing as over-production—{applause)—that  until  all  bhave,

enough there is yet plenty of work. (Hear, hear.) We trace
the cause of all thes¢ phenomena to one great fundamental wrong.
We ask what work is, and we see that what we call productive
work is alteration in place or in form of the raw material of the
vmiverse that we'eall land.,  We see that man is a land animal ;
that his very hody comes from the land ; that ail his productions
consist in but the working dp of the land ; and that land to him
is absolutely necessary ; and we behold everywhere the phenomena
of which 1 have spoken.  We see everywhere that this element,
indispensable to all, has been made the property of some. (ilear,
hear.)  To that wrong we trace all the great social evils of which
we complain to-day, and we propose to right them by going to

the root and removing that wrong.,  (Loud d‘[}pldllst} it is’

perfectly clear that we are all here with equal rights to.the use

“of the uhiverse. We are all here equally Llltlt_i(,d to. the use of E
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fand. How can we secure that equal right? Not by the dw;dmg
up of land equally ; that in the present stage of civilisation is
uiterly impossible. Equality could not Le secured in that way,
nor could 1t be maintained.  The ideal wav, the way which wise
men, desirous of according to each his (qu‘;l right, wonld resort
to in & new country, w outd be 1o treat the land as the property
of the whole, to allow individaals to ross aned 1o use it, paving
to the whole a preper rent for aoy superiority in the piece of land
they were using. (Hear.) The ideal plan would allow eVery
man who wished to use land {o obtain it, and 1o possess what he
wished to use so long as no one else wished to use it, and if the
land be so superior that more than one wanted &0 use ity a proper
payment according to s saperiority should he made to the com-
munity, and by that community used for the common benelit.
(Hear, hear.y Whether it would be better wherever circumstances
change, to change the vent every vear ; whether it wounld be hetter
fo secure payment at a fixed M:ul 1m A ((*1‘!41!3 time ; there may
be some differences of opinion.  In my opinion it would be better
to adopt a flexible svstem which would allow a change every
year. Now if that were done, if the land were let out, those
using i paying its premimm &dlu(‘ io the community, it would
amount to precisely the same thing i, instead of ¢ ﬂlnw the pay-
ment rent, we called it taxes. A rose by any other name would
smell as sweet.”  In an old country, however, there is a VETY
great advantage in calling the rent 1 tax. In an old country
there is a very great tdnmt.ugc w omoevieg on that line. People
are used to t_hv pavmeni of faxes. They arc not used to the
formal ownership of land by the community, and to the letting of
it out in that way. Therefore, as society 1s now constituied, and
in our communitics as they now exist, we propose 10 move towards
our ideal along the line of taxation. (Hear, hear.} If we were
to take the rent of land for the community, one of the first and
hest uses which would be commended to us would be that of
abolishing all taxes that bear in any way upon prediction, or in
any way hamper Industry, or in any way Increase the price of
those things that people wish to use and can use without injury
to others, Therefore, ss bringing in the idea of aholishing these
taxes we call our measure the ’valv Tax. {(Hear, hear.} We
would abelish all taxation that falls on mdustry, and raise public
revenue 1)3 this means, and move ¢ our end, the taking of the
full rental value of land for the use of the ‘commaunity, in this
way. This name, Single Tax, expresses our method, not our
ideal.  What we are really is liberty men ; what we believe in is
perfect freedom.  What we wish to do is to give each individuai
m the community the liberty to cxert his powers in any way he
pleases, bounded only by the equal hiberty of others., ({Applause.)
We would abolish all taxes, and begin with the most important
of afl monopolies, the fruitful parent of lesscr monopolies, that
monopoly which disinherits men of their birthright, that monopoly
which puts in the hands of some that element absolutely mdx‘s—
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pensabie to the ase of all; and we believe not that labour is a
poor weak thing that must he coddled or protected by Govern-
meat.  We believe that labour is the producer of all wealth—
{applause)~that all Ixbour wants s a fair field and no faveor,
and, therefore, as agamst the doctrines of restriction we raise
the baoner of liberty and equal right in the gospel of free, fair
play. {Loud cheers.)

Me, H. M. Hywpwman : Meo Chairman, {riends and Tellow-
citizens,—In rising here to-night to oppose, as a remedy for the
evils ol our present society, that proposal for a Single Tax which
Mr. George has just laid Befove you, I shall first of all commence
by stating those peints in which we Social-Democrats—and 1
stund here as a revolytionary Social-Democrat—(applause)—agree
with Mr. George. At page 20 of Mr. George’s book, " Progress
and Poverty,”” yon will find these words : © That wages, instead
ol heing drawn from capital, are in reality drawn from the
product of the iabour for which they are paid.”’ Very true.
So say wo; and we say consequently the profit which ennves
regults from the unpald fabour of the worker emploved by the
capitalist.  (Applause.) 1 say we agree with thal statement of
Mr. George's, and wo draw from it that inevitable deduction,
Secondly, we agree with him in this @ that the increase of the
population is mot the cause of poverty—{cheers)— and  that
Malthus, as Mr, Geerge has most ably and claborately shown, is
entirely wrong.,  Thirdly, we agree with him that the remedies
proposed for the present siate of things, those which find favour
at the present time, cconomy in goveraments, limitation of
Tarnilies, better education for the working olasses (which simply
means better wage-slaves for the capitalists), greater industry
by the workers {which simply means an increase of production Tor
the capilalists to take and the landlords to shave), theift and tem-
perance.  Thrift because, under present conditions, as ¥r. George
would admit, mere thrift cannot change the conditions under
which the mass of the working popufation and many of the
middle class have to suffer.  Even temperance will not abter the
economic conditions in which the people live. It may be an
individual virtue ; it may be an individual advantses © bt it will
not make the wage-stave less a wagesi, . #%r tenant
of Ircland less at the ajerey of the cw {Hear, hear))
Trade unions will not atiain that chject. There Mr. George and
I would agree. Co-operative societies which, at present, are
merely for distribution, more general distribotion of land by way
of peasant proprietary, are alse remedies which are useless under
the present condition of things.  That takes our {riends who sup-
port Mr. George a very fong way, as 1 shali presently show,
Then, fourthly, that the tendency of the times is towards pro-
duction on a Jarger and Jarger scale,” with lfarger and larger
capital, alilke in agriculture and in manuiacture.  That vour will
find laid down in © Progress and Poverty,”” 1 think, and in

=
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“ Social Problems ™" at page 100, The consequesnce of that |1
shal call atiention to.  Fifthly, that the tondency of wages at the
present time s to lall in proportion to the amount of wealth
created by i.h(j workers-—that as wealth nereases wages becoeme
# less proportion to the amount of wealth so created. Further,
Mr. George says that he is in favour of collective ownership and
(‘,()H{,‘(‘"f,i\'{:’Ill‘(i{'iaﬁ'(_‘i‘}I!l‘!]1 of monopoiles. Now, t sav all this taken
togethor bring s us avery long way on the road to that Social-
]_J<_:n'\.<“>f.':ruf‘.}' ‘v\']’lli‘h_w as a matter of fact, I am here to champion
as the delegate of the Social-Demacratic Faderation, (Applause.)
Wherein then, do we differ: Fivst, that @ rise in rent in z:(j)umr"
where the capitalist system of production cxists reduces the rate of
wages. 1 say that 1t doos not, say that rent does not reduce the
wes o coutitries where the capitalist swstem of production pre-
vads 1 that reot only reduces the rate of w “ies i quite exceptional
ir. George

arcumstances. [ do not deny that reat reduces what
. owhat the cottier tenant propricior can get out of the

MY

calls wages :
soil of Ircland.  But the condition of [reland is not the condition
of America, noc the condition of the majority of countries. It is
an exceptional condition, and in this exceptional condition, ne
doubt, rent reduces that which the worker retains out ot the t‘:oil
Secondly, that reat absorbs all the difference between w:m{:% and
Fhu total woealth produced as that wealth increascs,  That, “v‘;'c s:i"v-
15 1ot s0, wnd you have only got to look around vou in this couniry
o see thafﬁlta 15 ot 500 Figures and facts wil prove it unmis-
takably ]htrdlv,‘ that the {axation of land values up to their
ion of rent namely, and the equivalent reduction

Imit, the confis
would benefit the people. T maintain that it would not. That
too, competition can be other than harmiol : we hold that con
petition 1n itsell is harmtul.  "Hear, hear ) Turther, Mr, Georese
docs not propose 1o naticnalise the land,  We do. (FHewr, h{;*;x?,]
Mr. George proposes this.  He siates on page 164 of © Propress
and Poverty,” " It is not necessary to conliscate land @it ish(fjll‘i’;
neecessary io confiscate rent, to abolish all tauation save that upon
land \:;ilu_(_'.-»;.'_' Apain, we contend thai the monopoly of land is
not the chiel cause of indusirial depression at the present time—
not the chief cause.  Now why, then, agreeing so {ur with Mr.
George as we do, why is it that we S¢ sial-Democrats should in
the country and in London oppose him, and that 1 should he
appointed on this occasion to debate with him upon this siubje 7
Be ause, Mr. Chatrman, we have arvived at a point U.-'lk'f.i’{,‘ social
questions are the questions of the day—(applausel—and w.]'u;.z'r;‘
political questions are becoming more and more insignificant ev !]‘Y:
Ejn This is due i great part to My, George's own exertions.
Pherefore, it is absolutely necessa ry that we should proceed upon
a true and scieatibic basis in order that we may achleve as an
orgamised democracy those resolts which we hoth are atming at
( 5‘3.13;11111‘1;4:(3‘) I say that the rent of land—the merease of the rcni
ot land does not lower wages. It has not ldwered them in
America. Wages in America and in Australia have got fallen as
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the rent of land has advanced. (Hear, hear.y I can speak con-
fidently in relation to Austealia, especially in Victoria, where,
since the enactment by the working classes of practically an eight
hours law, wages have risen relaiively to what they had been,
and, therefore, the increase of vent in that country has not lowered
wages. In the early days of California, with which Mr. George
is acquainted, no doubt wages were nominally exceedingly high,
but the real wages, the purchasing power of wages, arc higher
to-day in America than they were twenty or twenty-five years ago

in various trades. Mr. Arnold Toyabee, with whom 1 was

acquainted, went very carefully into this matter, and although he
took au dilferent point of view {rom me his statements have never

been controveried.  He maintained that the rise of rent in various

countries in no case reduced wages in those countries as wealth

increascd.  But we need nof, as a matter of fact, go from
Eungland in order to discover that.  Between 1878 and 1888, as
we are all perfectly well aware, the rent of land fell considerably

in Great Britain, but while reat has {allen 25 per cent., can anyone
say that wages have risen to the same extent? (Cries of No.”")

Certainly not.  Yet according to Mr. George's law, if rent has

fallen wages ought to have risen. 1 ask the working men here
present, have they risen? (" No, no.””) Then again between

1850 and 1878 reat vose enormously in England, and during that
same time wages rose—the purchasing power of wages. {Hear,

hear.) Therefore, the very basis of Mr. George's argument,

namely, that rent rises when wages fall and falls when wages Fise,

is not borne out In this country, not horne out in America, not
borne out in Australia.  What then becomes of his argument
as laid down in *F Progress and Poverty 77 But te go larther.

Mr. George proposes Lo confiscate rent.  (Hear, hear.)  From our
point of view, as Social-Democrats, we have no objection to that
—mot at all.  (Laughter and * Hear, hear.””)  Confiscation, as we
contend, is going on to-day—(applause)—the confiscation of the
well-heing, the health, and the very life of the people by the
landlords and capitalists. Here I may point out, Mr. Chairman,
that so far from my holding any briei to defend the landlords,
such as the Duke of Norfolk, Lord Salisbury, the Duke of West-
miinster, the Duke of Sutherland, and the other great landowners
of this country, I sincerely hope that we may yet have the power
to upset these monopolists and other monopolists, and to really
nationalise the land of England. {(Applause.) I am not here
under any circumstance whatever to defend the landlord, but {
want to get at him-—{laughter}—not merely to confiscate rent, but
to take the land for the people and to organise production upon
the soil. But, says Mr. George, the taking of cconomic rent
—-the taking, that is to say, of land values—will produce a very
serious effect. What is the amount in England?  For, after all,
we are arguing in England. I ever 1 have the good fortune to
goto New York, 1 shall be happy to argue with Mr. George there,

‘But we are arguing ai present in England,” and what s dhg
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economic rent of Togland? ¥t is taken at about £60,000,000 &
vear, which I admit is a large sum.  Mr. George savs tax that
rent.  Tale it and apply it to what?  ©Mark, he has not proposesd
to apply that sum to building better dwellings for the peoplé
for 1.lsa-iflprm'1_(hng of better parks and open spuces, or for the
better éducation of the people; be has proposed to apply these
Abo,000,000 1o what?  To the reduction of the general faxation
apon industry.  Now to whom would that general taxation 50
taken off gor 1 say that it would go without a ]){":nu}"\:- wortls
of deduction into the pockets of the great capitalists of this
country of ours. (Loud cheers and eries of N “To whom
else would it go? Mr. George docs not propese fo interfere
w:.th competition,  Mr. Georgs says that cowmpetition is a right
thing, that the man whoe bas exceptional faculties onght to rise
upon the shoulders of his felows. (A voice © *° Hear, ﬁmr."’) 1t
they arc foolish enough to bend under the hurden 0 n-mi:h the
worse for them. (Hear, bear) So say pot we. We say that
competition for profit produces more degradation than any form
of production the world has ever seen.  He leaves mm;;etiﬁon
untouched.  The labourer who goes 1o the Tactory or dockyvard
gates now begging for work would have o go to the f{ii]t(')l‘}; g;ati*;:
under the same conditions if the Single Tax proposals were carried
cut. I mamintain that the miserzble wage-slaves would be in
;?remscly the same state ten vears hepce alter rent had been con-
hscated as they are at the present moment, and that the '(;tﬂv
people who would benefit would be the Rothschilds, the Barings
the Chamberlaing, the Mundellas, and such people who pile :—:i_[;
great fortunes out of the workers of to-day. (Applause.} Very
well 3 that would be so, and 1 challenge contradiction upon it i
ask how can the Single Tax be a remedy?  What is the I"{“AS(B;'! of
this terrible number of unemployed, the existence of which we
both deplore? Mr. George says it is on account of the fand not
being taxed.  But mark here again, he dees not propose to relieve
the land of rent.  He simply proposes to transfer that rent to the
Siiatc, and, therefore, the man who desires to co upon the iand
will hz}x-’e to go upon it with & deduction for the Iﬁxrpnse of gf-ztt-inrr
upon it precisely the same as he has to-day. He does not proti
pose to -I’Cli(‘.i'\"(:i kim from rent, and 1 do not say that under
;:(Jmpa;utson }at 1} just tI’Jnat ke should. But how is the labourer
to get at the land? To-night Mr. Georee has t 5 ths
he ;—L m favour of a vearly ;:;51‘qﬂﬂi‘xut(i‘f()l}if:dhL}F Iugd o th'd't
L 3 3 sme 51 dand, 1 o 0ot mes-
understand him.  Now, there happens to be upon this platform
to-night an Indian gentleman who could 12l you the resull of an
annual assessment of land in India where the very proposal which
My. George has laid before you is in operation.  The land in
Madras was nationalised in accordance with My, Georee's views
a}lci was assessed annitally to the amount of its full rental value.
'i‘h_e result was such an enormous increase of poverty tliat the
Governnient in India was absolutely obliged to give it up as a

 complete failure.  {(Hear, hear.) As I am upon the subject of
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India, I may mention ihat Mr. George does me the honour at
page 106 of * Progress and Poverty 77 1o quote some articles of
mine that I wrote some years ago, pointing out the execessive
poverty of that country. But how does that excessive poverty
arise?  ln India the land is taxed in precisely the way that Mr.
George propo Tae {ull sconomic rent of the land is taken
to the amount of £722,000,000 O #£,23,000,000 & year, anid is the
sheet-anchor of the taxation of lndia—{appiause)—und yet there
is no such poverty in the world as in our great and glorious
Ewmipire of India. (Cheers and applause.)  There is, therefore,
some other reason than the monopely of land for this, excessive
poverty, and, siagular to say, Mr. George notices it and then
passes it by, That reason is the draining of produce {rom that
country ; the taking from the people that which they produce
ander pressure for capitalist drain.  We say whether you con-
fiscate rent or whether you do not, this appaliing poverty would
remain so long as vou left the capitalist system untouched,
(Cheets.) Now then, therefore, ©say that Mr. George’s remedy
i just as hopeless as any thal e dencunces. The income of
England is  variously esthmated,  but il I take it from
£,1,200,000,00, 1O Li1,300,000,000, 1 aeither overstate it nor
understate it.  The total amonnt of wages which is taken by the
working ¢lass is varicasly cstimated.  Dialke it at £ 300,000,000 ;
others take it at £400,000,000 to £ 500,000,000,  The economic
rent of land ks taken at 460,000,000, which I believe is consider-
ably over what it is. (Hear, hear.) Add that amount to the
total ameount paid in wages, be it £ 300,000,000 of £1500,000,000,
you will still have many hundreds of miflions left bhetween the
amount of the reot and wages added together and the total income
of the nation. (Hear, hear.) To whom does all that go? My
George would not deny that most of it goes to the shareholders
in the railways, the sharcholders in the banks, the sharcholders
and owners of the great instruments of production. Those are
the men to whom that great difference goes, and 1 say if Mr.
George taxes the rent, whatever it may be in this country, it leaves
those hundreds of millions untouched, and the condition of the
working population will remain precisely the same as it is to-day.
(Hear, hear.) Therefore, cur object, as Soclal-Democrats, is not

mere burden-shifting.  (Hear, hear) We do not particularly
g ) A5 Y.

hate landlords more than capitalists, or capitalists more than
Iandlords.  The alligator and the crocodile, it matters not which
it is from the point of view of those upon whom they feed.
{Laughter.) e wish to get rid of both, and what we are aiming
at is the aholition of the wages system—{hear, hear)-—and that aim
can only be accomplished by the abolition of private property in
the means and instruments of production including the land.
(Hear, hear.) Mr, George agrees with us that capital is rolling
up ints larger and darger masses, aud i he would only ook at
home in his own country he would find that that is ome of the

accompanied by the horrors it has been, but being historically

principal reasons of the number-of the upemployed whom ie

~
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himself has seen around in the streets of San Francisco, as ©did
mvsell in 1870 on the Sand Lots. The great factory farms are
directed and worked 1t may he by zoo nmen the summer and
ten in the winter.,  Where do the 4 They are a body of
men discharged to find fabonr where they ean. A new machine
iz introduced into any department of indusiry which ought 1o be
useful and beneficial to the whole community,  The result under
present conditions is that men are thrown out on the streets as
pnskilled labourers, while greater wealth is produced with {ewer
hands, and the capitalist alone beacfits by that monopoly which
the machinery gives him.  Applause.]  Mr. George savs in some
parts of his works that he is in favowr of taking over all mono-
polies by the State.  Very well, then, The State, if controlled hy
the people, is not, thercfore, such a hidecus enemy after all
{Hear, hear.) The State to-day controlled by the landlords and
capitalists is an enemy (o the whole people, and I maintain that
even the middle olass themselves and the wellto-do are stunted
in their facultics and their power of enjoying life by the miserable
system we have to labour under,  (Cheers.) U, then, this con-
centration of the means of production in fewer and fewer hands, if
the rolling up of capital into larger and larger masses, venders it
more and more impossible Tor an individua] man 1o come to
the front, as Mr. George savs in °° Social Problems 77 it does ;
then, as a matter of fact, you have to deal with these larger and
larger growths of capital cven before vou touch the jand.  We
Soctal-Democrats do not claim to be filled with any divine affatus.
We do anot helieve 1o any utopia come down [rom above,  But
we build up our ideas from the facts we see under our eyes fvery
day. {Applause.) What do we see af the present time?  We seo
that in this very capitalist system, which, based on the devil-take-
the-hindmest Tor the many and economic harmonies for the fow,
the capiialists are cativg up one another, and that the pres
system means monepely in every direction. You have the s
“ring,” vou have the copper ' ring,” this ~ ring 7’ and that | and
especially on Mr. George’s side of the Atlantic. Such “rings ”
are heing organised every day, not 7 rings 7 in relation to the land
only, but ‘frings ™’ in relation to every department of manuo-
facture. {Hear, hear.) These rings crush the worker far more
than the jnitial monopoly of the land.  (Applausc.) Further than
this, we see that it is impessible under present conditions speedily
to nationalise or communaiise that which has not already passed
into the company form. 1 do noi say that in countries where you
have the communal system still surviving, as for imstance in
Russia, it may not be possible to pass direct inlo a higher and
more elevated form of it. But here, in this country, circums
stances are altogether different, and industries must pass through
the company form. The present systemn need not have been

=

incvitable it is working out its complete evolation, At the
present moment the capitalisi class has procliimed its own hanic-
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ruptcy.  The landlord, after all, in this country, and even 111I

America, is but a sleeping partner in the process of expropriation
which is carried on at the expense of the workers. {Cheers.)
If you kill the sleeping partaer and leave the active one at work
what the better are you? (Hear, hear.) We sav look at the
facts around you. Lok at the great railway organisations. This
15 not a question of the wages of superintendence.  The mMAnAger
of a rallway is paid at the outside £ 3,000 or 474,000 a year ; the
manager of the Loadon and Westminster Bank is paid at the
outside L3000 of £4.000 a year; the managers of the coal
companies, as of other things, are paid at the outside a few
thousands a year. But those who never superintend anything,
those who can roam arcund the Mediterranean sup{::‘infendir;sj
nothing, but consuming an enormous deal, take the lion’s share,
Then I ask you this, Mr. Chairman and [ellow-citizens, sven from
the ethical point of view il you are going, as a matter of fact,
to tax income from land, why not tax income from all robbery of
labour? Why not put a stop o that confiscation of labour which
makes the mass of the people mere slaves in the hands of the
few? Social-Democrats assert that the poverty and misery to-day
are the necessary result of the capitalist system, and if Mr.
George's Single Tax were applied, our principles would have to
be taken into consideration before one human being who works
for his living would be in any way benefited.  These principles
which 1 advocate are spreading throughout the length and breadth
of our land, not mervely as a result of our agita{i—on, not merely
owing to the misery and poverty that exists, but in accordance
with the natural evelution of society, and when they triumph, as
they most assuredly will, the establishment of S(}Ci}ll»Dmnocracy
will give the fullest outlet to every man and womap, | say that
Mr. George as he stands on this platform is a reactionary and
not a revolutionist. {Cheers.) I say that we should combine
together in order to work for the co-operative organisation of
society in which the railways, the mines, the machihes, which at
present dominate the worker, shall he the handmaids of labour,
awd where labour shall have its fuli reward, and the mental
capacity, the physical power, and the health of the people their
full development—a condition of things now easily within our
reach, but such as the world has never yet seen. {Loud applause.)

Mr. Grogrck: Mr. Hyndman states that rent does not reduce
wages—the increase of vent—and he citeg England and the United
States {or that.  He tells us that in the United States waces have
not fallen as the rent of land has increased. He has reierred to
“ Progress and Poverty,” In- % Progress and Poverty,” 1
altempted to do what is indispensable and necessary to anyone
who would think clearly upon these subjects, to define my terms.
I have, in the first place, never stated anything more than that

the increase of rent produces a tendency to the decrease of wages, . E
and by wages in all such parts as that, I mean ‘that propertion: -

‘i value in the United States, so e
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which goes to the labourer.  Money wages may increase of may
decrease, hut even measured In the absolute amount of things
that the Iabourer can get, wages may increase or decrease
without- the proportion  beisg  affected, In the Uni
States as a fact, with the rise of land values everywhere we have
most exactly seen the decrease of wages as a proportion.  Further
than that, while in some vocations trade unlons have raised
wapes as they have raised them here, the rise has never been
comimensurate with the improvement in production and the in-
credsing wealth ; and while land everywhere has been increasing
erywhere have we become
accustomed to what a few years ago we knew nothing about—
the tramp and the pazuper. (Hear, hear) Mr. Hyndman says
that rent in England amounts to but £eoooo,0o0. He is surely
thinking of agricultural land.  To-day in England mining rent
and rent of city and town lands 1s much greater than the rent of
agricultural land.  (Cheers.) We put the rent of Great Britain
to-day at from £ 50,000,000 10 £ 200,000,000 per vear. We
propose to iake that for the benefit of the whole community
instead of allowing it to go, as it does now, into the peckets of
Is not that a change that ought to amount to

individuals.
something?  (Hear, hear.) But that mere transference is but a
little of the good that will result. What we aim at is not so much
the taking of rent {or the use of the community as freeing the
land for the use of labour. (Loud cheers.) Mr. Hyvadman savs
that if reat were taken and taxes abolished the labourers would
be knocking at the factory gates and the gates of the doclkyards
as they do now. They would not.  (Hear, hear.) With taxes
on land values, with taxes on economic rent from' land, whether
it was vacant land or the site of a factory, or pleasure ground or
farma, would compel all over this countrv the *‘dogs in the
manger * to let go thor grasp.  (Hear, hear and cheers)) [t
would give opportunitics by which labour could employ itself.
Mr. Hyndman savs that he speaks of labour as it is in the great
cities here in Ingland to-day, not as it is among the cottiers of
Scotiand or the small farmers of Treland.  Evervwhere the social

‘organisation rests on these men. Open the land to the little

fabourers of Ireland; open the land to the crofters of Scotland ;
open the land to the agricultural labourers of your own English
counties, and how many men would be knocking at the {actory
gates?  (Applause.) Where do those men come from?  They are
driven off the land. (Hear, hear.} 1 myself have scen a family
evicted in Treland, and that same family in a manufacturing town

Cbegging for work at any price.  (Hear, hear) Open the land.

There is enough of it; and that is alf that is necessary to do.
Mr. Hyndman speaks of India as though the Single Tax were
in operation . there, I heard that the other night from Mr.

- Samugl Smith, and it did not surprise me, but it does sieprise me

to hear it to-night from Mr. Hyndman, who, in 1878 and 1879
wrote a4 seties of articles in the " Niseteenth Century ” that® fully
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expluined Hw ause of the poverty of India. {Hear, hear.} -DOC{S
the Single Tax admit of a salt tax®  Lven if the tax on land in
India woere what we mean by cur proposal we do not say that
given the Single Tax there can be no other evil, any more than a
- man whe beleves in temperance wou Hdd de 1y that the peopte mwhi
be temperzte and vet be oppressed. It is oot the value of l.!h,
land that is taxed in Jodia; 1t 15, a5 My, Hyndman has shown,
the caltivator. It is as Seymour Keay showed in his series of
articles  afterwards, not the wvatue of land, Dot the rvot, who
s 50 heavily taxed that whea he pays his ta
the caroings of his wife and children to supplement his own—

{shame)— o taxed that he declires that the Suevey Department

of the Indian Government is nothing but o scientific instrument
for sguecxing the last drop ol sweat oui of the ryot; so taxed
that he savs i the most rack-renied peasants of Ireland were to
g0 there they would find i three suooths that the Little finger of
the Anglo-Indian Goverament was more than ihe loin of the Irish
landlord.  {(Hear, hear.) We say that all # s necessary 1o do
ix to give men thetr natural rights. Wa say all it is necessary
ie do is to open the land 1o labour.  (Hear, hear.) I do not take
the same view of labour that cur friends of the Social-Democratic
Federation do. They seem to have taken holus bolus the
arguments of the old political economists who were writing for
the purpose of proving that the poor vou must always have with
vouw. (" Nol7h They seem to have accepted as a natural law
that the actual wages of Jabour are merely what the lahourer can
subsist on, Fhey seem t(a have given (Lqmﬂl the first place in
the order of production.  Capital does not come first.  Land and
labowr are the only two absolutely necessary factors to the pro-
duction ol wealth. 4 Capital is the child of labour
excrted upon land.  (Cheers.)  Give labour access to land and
it will produce capital.  ive labonr access to land  and
the power of the capitalists to grind the masses must disuppear.
{(Hear, hear ) What does that power come from?  Merely from
the fuct thai moen ace vaable 1o employ themselves upon the land.
tt is the poverty of the lxbourers, not the wealth of the capitalist,
which 1z the evil to be removed.  Mr. Hyndman quarrels with
competition. (Hedr, h(‘?l?'.\J He wanis to abolish it, but to
abolish competition would be to abolish freedom.  (Loud applause
and cries of Y No, no. ’“) {How can you abolish competition except
by saving 1o man, " Thou shalt oot ?  How can you abolish
competition save by preventing men from doing w lmi they have
A |3La’1(rt vight to do—(" No, n0,” and hear, hes and what
1t s for the interest of the community that they s}mul{l dao?  Wh
to-day, what are the priceances that the working classes everv-
where justly complain of 2 The restriction of competition. it s
monopoly, and monopoly simply means the resiriction of com-
petition.  (Hear, bhear)) How is competition to be abolished?
We have a Jmht to ask the Social-Democrats what they propese
to o, and how they propese to do i, All 1 can find in their

s he has 1o take
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platform that goes to the sooml guesiion §s this * The pro-
duction of wealth to be regulated by society in the commeon ia-
terests of all its members,”  {Cheers.) ' The meuns of produc-
tion, distribution, and exchange to be declared and treated as
collective or gommon property.’”  (Hear, hear.) They propose
io take everything—{laughter and hear. hearj—mot mercly that
which belongs of oatural right o all men equally—namely, the
fand—>but (31«,0 that which 1))* aatural right belongs to the man
who has produced it. (Hear, hear)) How ave they to get pos-
session of 117 By buying it or by taking 117 I by taking i, it
5 a big job.  (Hear, hear and laughter.) 1 by buying it, what
are you doing but taking the capital from the masses in order
o give it to ihose people whom you now say hold the capital?
You say the nation onght to abolish competition.  Why you could
not abolish competition without subjecting man o the worst form
of tyranny—(Iear, hear and ** No, no )—and without stopping
all progress. It 1 where competition Is not permitted that there
is stagnation. (Hear, hear) It is the competition of manufac-
turer with manufacturer that leads o the adopiion of Inveniions
m manufacteres. Tt is the ¢ *Ompctition of steamship owner with
steamship owner that gives you those grevhounds of the sea. It
is the competition of producer with preducer, 1 is  the
compeiition of  tradesman  with  {radesman  that Dbrings to
such a city as this all that is necessary te supply its wants,
{Dhssent, and cries of " Order ”’ and cheers.)  What we want is
full competition.  (Hear, bear.) What we want to do is to
abolish monopelies, and it is to these monopoties, and not to the
earnings of capital; that the great fortunes to which my opponent
has alluded are due.  What are the causes of these big fortunes ?
In the United States, go wherever you please, vou find that the
great element is land ownership, It is a great mistake to think
that the only landlords ave those which pose as such,  To-day, who
are the great owners of the Irish estates?  Not so much the Irish
landlords as the Lnglish banks and iossnrance societies, {Hear,
hear)  Take owr JTay Gould, the most cump;w()m example of a
great fortune made outside the rise of land values. He made his
Brst stride by getting hold of a piece of land and taking advan-
tage of its vise in value, and he is to-day the owner of millions of
acres.  He made his money in what? In a public franchise
that we would aholish.  dMr. Hyndman speaks of the compara-
tively smail amount of reat and ihe great amount of capital
What does he count as capitai?  Capital is a real thing. Capital
15 something  produced by labour from land.  Public debis
are not capital.  Franchises are not capital.  Look to-day what
is included as capital to swell those figures showing how much
greater capital s than land {}wnushlp There is your public
debt. Docs that represent any capital?  If it were wipetdl out
to-morrow, would there be one jota the less _"1pi1';1 in this country ?
There are such companies, ag that in conncction with the pr tm‘mcr
machine that is now heing introduced. They have a maelum_




13

iy

poerhaps  worth £ too, and they propose to capitalise it at
4100000, What is there there?  Not capital ; but the exped
tation of future profits, So it is with the great mass of thidt
which is vaguely treated as capital. Capital is wealth produced
by labour from land, uwsed again in increasing ibe production
of wealth.  And not only ’MJI it not hurt labour to leave to

capital its full reward, but we must leave to capital its full natural
r(,uard if we would lmu: a progressive community—(cheers)—and
i we would give cach what is his due. (Hear, hear.) What
the labourers have to Bght against is not competition—(hear,
hear and ** Yes ')—hut “the restriction of production to their
injury. Let there be competition all around {rom the highest to
the lowest, fencing in no class against competition. “Aholish
monopoly everywhere, put-ali men on an equat footing, and then
trust to freedom.  In that way we would have the most delicate
system of co-operation that can pmwbh be devised by the wit
of man, The fight of labour is not against capital ; it Is against
monopoly.  Why just think of that state of things when all the
means of production belong to the community and all production
15 regulated by the State, 'wiacn every mdiudual would have his
um]\, his time of work, and everything else prescribed for him ;
when it would be utterly impossible for men to coploy themselves ! '
To abolish competition you must have restriction ; you must call
on the coercive powers of the State. How {,lb(, ArE you going
to do it? Supposing you organise industry in the way our friends
dream of, if any individuals go ouiside of this erganisation and
propose to compete with it, how are you geing to stop their
competition but by coming in with the strong arm Cof the law, and
putting an end {o it? \‘vh\, such a state of society, Jll‘wi{dd of
being the ideal 1o which the Anglo-Saxon u)mmumi\ ought fo
aspire, would be going b to a worse despotism than l.lmt of
ancient Egypt.  (Applause and cries of ** No, ne.”)

. Mr. Hyapmaw : What [ would desire to point out to Mr. Gedrge
in the first instance is that the tramp and the pauper appear
periodically in the United States, and that at these periods of great
depression the rent of land 15 practically permanent. It may rise
steadily as he says it does, but these depressions occur periodi-
cally, and are, therefore, caused not by the rise of rent, but by
some other cause, which I have endeavoured to point out—namely,
this esormenus concentration of the means of production hoth in
manufactures and. agricohiure.  According to Mr. George, the
reni of land is a permanentiy growing guantity, and, theroiow 1
maintain these periodic depressions cannot be caused by that, but
by something which varies, and that variation is the dpphﬂdtlﬁﬂ
of capital to 111:, various Industries. [ will deal with this quiestion
of meriopolies later an, and I will show that this present capitalist
system s necessarily a monopoly—that capital means monopoly.
The means of production dare monopolised by the capitalists, with

U‘

the landlords as their sleeping partners, and those who have no _

other property than the force of labour in thetr bodies are com-
pelled by thai monopely to sell it for practically a subsistence
wag Now 1 am aceused | vy Mr. George of having merely given
the'ngur(: of agricultural rent. This is a mistake on his part.
it is a very remarkabie thing to me that these figures of Mr.
Arnold Toynbee's having been Dbefore the public now for six
vears, Mr, George has aot taken the tronble to criticise them.
Mr. Imnbeff took the greatest pains to get at these figures, and
their accuracy has never been challenged.  According to Lhun the
vent of Jand—which is now very much re du(,Lde\ﬁd‘a at that time
by miltions a vear. Aceording to Mr, Toynbee’s analysis, the
economic rent would not be more than 3o millions out of the
69 millions ; and that is true, because the rest of it is return to
capital invested in the land.  Buat again, Mr ("}tfmg., says that
P left ont the City lands. [ did not do anything of the kind.
The ground rents of ihe cities of Eagland taken in the same year
as | have iaken the agricultural vents, amount to 3o millions a
ar, Those figures are unchallengeable ; H anything, they are
over rather than under the mark. .[%ut1 after all, what does this
difierence in the estimate matter with reference to the present
argument? Say that we take 150 millions more or less to reduce
the taxation of the conntry, what the hetter 15 the worker?
These figures, fo milions or 130 millions, sound very big, but the
important duestion is who gets the moneyr---(hear, hear}—or,
rather, who gets the wealth? because money is trerely the symbaol
of wealth. Whether it be 60 millions or 150 millions which by
means of the Single Tax on land is te be applied to the reduo
tion of taxation in England or America, the capitalist classes will
get the benefit of it and not the workers. (Applagse) Mr.
George says his object 1s to free the land to the influence and
the Ij'ow«::s" of labour. {Hear, hear.) Bat that is exactly what
he does not do. [ Yes, ves.”) It is just as fmpossible {or the
worlker to get upon the land aflter the Single Tax as before.
{*“No, no.” ) 1 say, ©* Yes, ves,”” because Mr. George is going to
exnct the full economic vent; and not only so, but he is going
to exact it every year. There is to be no permanency of tenure,
and nothing to encourage this investment of capital which he is
so apxious to bring about. A man is to be assessed his full
economic rent every vear, so that so far from freeing the land for
the Jabourer 1o get upon it, Mr. George will keep him from the
land more than he 13 kept to-day. {*' No, 50.”"} How are the
unemploved knocking at the dock gates and the factory doors
fo get upon the (md? Na doubt, as Mr. George says, the
moenopolists of land are the dogs in the manger do not deny
that for a moment, and we are anxious to get at them—hbut where

s the poor dock labourcr, who has nothing but the foree of

lahour in his body, 1o get his tools to go upon this land which js
thus nominally freed? (Loud applqusc) Again, when he gets
there, how is he to mest the u@mpetltmﬁ of the hig fac?oﬁ
farmers? {Hear, hear.) If this competition of which Mr. George
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speaks is such a glorious thing, I should like to know how the
man who is working with a spade on ten acres is L—;oinw to com-
pete with the great factory {armer in Dakota who is W(}ri;:inzg'
100,000 acres with steam ploughs and all the best machinery
{Hear, }1<=:e§1‘:} If Mr. George would only trv competition uﬁd%‘é
those (T()I](ili’.l()}%ﬁ% he would very soon find that it would grind him t'(}
the carth, {*"No.} I have seen it dome, | have sg:’n it 'ﬁw%!f
actually taking place.  When [ landed in America i’]; ].8*0"1:}'1{‘
farmers of the West were then a fairly well-to-do fn'lk“fa;ld I
have seen them crushed down Ly their own (:,{)i'np{’.titiu-ﬁ if-md the
‘oncentration of capital to such x condition that by far the
majority of them now are mortgaged up to the hile. . Mr .{-1‘!{‘01""(::
will say that if the full value of the land were taken vou i“mz?(i
not mortgage their land.  Ask My, Dadabhai Nzlo"rr}jdi Cwho s
on this platform, how the ryots of India mortgage, Thjﬂy mort-
gage their crops when they are upahle to nlwifug':-ia'c the: Tand
Fhey borrow money upon their crops, instead of ‘upﬁon the land,
a_t excessive Yi’it‘i’..‘i of interest, Therefore, 1 sav this sx-'st{?;n Mz‘.’
George is _proposing does not give iree access to the fand, and
t:ha}: even i it did give free access to the land, the eflect of’com«
petition and the concentration of capital would crush out the
small man who went on it with inferior tools, Fﬂrfhl‘r I main-
tain that this competition which My George holds ui') as a thin
o encourage and aim 2t must ﬂ(‘c‘.{tﬁ;saril\-" mean the d(‘:;>‘rzidziti()§
of the mass of the people.  (Applacse.) Mr. Georoe Zayq that
he is surprised that 1 showld talk about Tndia in 11‘1i‘hwavi hé*:'(‘
done. | believe that ¥ bave truiy pointed out what the cause of
the poverty in India is, but 1 have also shown that his remedy
15 applied there, the land being taxed up to its fu[lu(“ﬁ)i’]()rfﬁz‘
value, and therefore there are very much greater t,ausu of: J)(W(‘rtv'
than merely the monopoly of the land. The tand in ifndi'il in the
main 15 owned by the State ; hat the capitalist comes in ;){‘ha-'{-'m{
the ryot and the State and robs him of his pr{)dm‘fi“(m and the
drain of capital to England for interest on cailwayvs and ;0 forth
burd(ins and oppresses the ryot even more than .‘thé Tand tax
I\\‘Ir George says that by natural right vou ought to have the i;m;:]:
I S LA T i s v aring o
1 iety in twe live. We say that we are
here owing 0 a series of causes over which we had no control
w:hatm:(:r.‘ We have to look at the history of this develo ment
of capitalism in England in order to know how fo c<>11£r(5 and
overthrow it. That is the way we look at H—not from fmv
notions of natural right.  We see in our midst a relentless conf(ii(:r
to-day, the result of w]nic‘.h is that the worker !h:{rs bu;,.ha]f tIlJ(;
age Qf the class to \T-'hmh I belong ; and tundreds of thousandé
of children are growing up ricketty and scrofulous hecause yon
fill their heads before you A1l their helfjes. (Af)plausf ) -:I"hé L‘c):rr;
petition we have all around us in every dircetion mast mean th .
degradation of the masses, (Fear, Hear) Co-operation st X
egradal : ) g o-operation such as
we Social-Democrats are striving for would aflord the means

and opportunities for the developmeat of the faculties of each
and all; and this nationad and imigrnaiions] co-operation 15 the
necessary {uture for mankind,  (Loud che 3o 1 am asked what
I have before said that capnal consists of the

capital  is.
means and instruments of production, including the great railways,
shipping, machinery, etc., which men have to use 1o create
wealth, concentrated in the hands ol a ¢lass. Those machines
amd instrianents have come mito existence since the Middle Ages,
and they have pushed in between the landlords and the people.
They came in the firsi instance as an opposition to the landlord ;
capital appears in every instasce in the Middle Ages from the
period of individaal production as the enemy of the Jandlord. It
is the enemy ol the landlord to-day, and what Mr. George s
practically proposing and advocating on this platform s the
monopoly of the capitalist by competition against the monopoly
of the Jandlord by rent. (Hear, hear) What we as Social-
Denmiocrats desive Lo bring about is co-operation in production and
We would accept all those points wherein Mr.
ent time the
Cornpetition

in distribution.
George agrees with us, bhut we say that at the pres
system of compctition is Jalling by its own weight.

has been tried and found a failure in every department, and its
bankruptey has been proclaimed to the world,  (Hear, hear and
Y Ng, ne) The guestion s will Soclal-Diemocracy henefit the
| ord * people  has been used, because 1

people? I am glad the

maintain that it will benctit not wer the working classes but
OT e,

the capitalists and middle classes alsa, whose wterest Mr. Ge
it appears to me, is so anxious {o defend, and who form, 1 think,
the majority of the audience here io-night.  Even they would
be Bargely benehied, oot by the Single Pax which leaves them
still competing with one another for the wealth produced by the
workers, but by the establishment of Sociab-Democracy, and by
the amoeunt of neecessary labour growing less and lesy with every
improvement in machinery, which would leave thom abundant time
o cultivate their mental Taculties and develop their physical powers
without that hideous feeling that every advance they maks Is
made at the expense of their Tellow creatures.  (Loud applause.)
There is a morad side to this which [ cannot deal with fully to-night.
Take the case of the large hody of shopkeepers in this city
who faney they gain by this competition.  Are not our large stores
crushing out the small shopkeepers?  Arc not they as a matter
of Tact at the present moment Injuring the maddle classes?
{ Yes.”") Take the case of the stockbrokers, and the great mass
ol barristers, doctors, and others in a2 similar position; how far
arc they allowed the Tull outlet for their faculties by heing kept
with their noses to the grindstone all their lives for the saké of
bread and butter?  The middle classes of this country do not
realise how much their faculties would be enlarged and their
scope of usefulness increased i this miscrable system of competi-
tion by which they can only gain at somebody else’s expense were
removed.  [Load cheers.) This system which Soctab-Democrats
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are anxious to see is inevitable i i
” h;p; ous 1 s:,(, 1s mevitable, and is coming as we.are talking :
R .lgz; 11 ed ground enormously in England in the five e
i he nmed ground enori B he five years
since | ebated in this hall with My, Charles Bradlaueh, : 1o
gone on from strength to  strengt Lt the presiy e s
gone on from st gth strength untjl at the present time it
o pe,m 1[ ‘,-;Lill)}u Yoy 0\;:11‘15{ movement in the country "v\"';:: ii”(,
that A mean the stunting of men’s { ies. e not
i that It W an mng of men’s {aculties.  Are not
e facul 1);’11;)1‘1 :lréo??ii)tl)opilc stm;tc:d by competition and the mere
ssire at g crush down their fellows? W i) ¢
s b0 ear and crush dow & Hows ¢ ¢ constantly see
bcnfaﬁlt m{ i;:g{u(i)‘flic lrizgu,t. faculties, who might be of imngthn%f:
‘A IeHOwWs In every possible way e
benent 1o o v detlows very possible way, overworked
harmgshed {]](:“? ‘Ia}_’ this very competition which Mr. George
by oreamicing i1 aeorge says that we stunt the individual fac Jties
)]mbam.‘ng the socml forces.  These social Ie &i : ‘«U} o
and are hf:in SO, . ) b fed G 1 Z HCCS Nave Deen
;’_hp {)m-wﬁ;- éf tr)}lgp‘imst_..d to-day, but they are being organised for
bylthé’ ‘-;14'1<)t ‘ }? capitalist class.  The Post-Office is organiscd
on, o the ¢ _ £ 15 erganis
of those (w;ﬁ) 5} (.',d}]’ but for whose beaefit?  Not for thcbbrneﬁt
{\(““Pi‘tjii’ion z ’V\J";).lls. m oAt most certainly, for they work uﬁﬂder
(Hea.r' on }nai}l}} wUrs a day for practically subsistence wages
{Hear, hes . ‘¢ same applies to the railways. Mr. George
i "[;Jgh“ﬁ;;y) (;).} you buy them?”  Does he intend to buy ﬂ-n%';
er. h 10 vou may  conficeain o T AN
is moral to take the rent l:j;_l}lh:-0]1111\5;]<1“511’<-‘511. (e ear)
: the rent ¢ e lanc vithout g it '
do not touch the capitalist hier and iy 0% 3 but
use a vulgar phrase, ** i [
gar phrase, ™ What is sauce 1 : i
the wamdes P at 15 sance for the goose 15 sauce for
: fear, hear.) - If Mr. G ” it is o
vie gunder.” {Hear, hear,) 1f I roolsecorge savs it s immors
oy Et 1)11 1]‘1:,}’ 1([” socialise the instruments of production then1 l;
landlc i’ {'ﬂ“;:; ¥y wnmoral to touch the rent which f'll){: o th
I i P - g ” ' i .3... - -
];it;tori'(d'l {(“'r 0, no " and cheers.) The one is th%‘: e %{;;1 “1:
bs N L "~ S IRt g T T oae 1 ‘ N . > ¢
historical L(;L;is,_s, !ust as much as the other ; the one has grown 1{:
out of the 1p st just as much as the other ; the one means the expr ;
pri of labour just as much as the other.  (Applause.) Ry
say that from the moral point of vi : “‘d e e
sy fhat prom the moral p ob view our duty should be 1
(Hear h("a; g)(znif:yt' of all that which comes from the labour of a‘ho
(Hear, im.ﬁy.idu;n?;nn,h:;;- mturlré o (-;his ohjection about crashing
. ality, how could individuality shed  down
o neeiduality, | could ality be crushed down
when i il twobg::ﬂzf’f](lilﬂ-cm é}]#f;perly applied none need work
n fw urs a day, aad thus all could have e .
more than two hours ; ; could have leisure a
f;polm ‘;tll’ilgf_‘ft?l ilhe_fuﬂ development of their fa(.‘:lltif";:’ Ug{(‘) ‘lfnd
for the mg the powers of man it would give opp tunitios
for ¢ physical and mental development of ma ki (()iPPOEtUTUUCS‘
T Lhe physic levelopme mankind which cz
r(-\p](f;lézdtud-m' no other way. (Applause) It is qaidll;glt(‘in
No fi*]‘ i 0;?11].){,1._1&5)11 b},f_ co-operation would be o s‘t(; '). 1 : ‘0
Nothing o the kind.  (Cheers.)  Why, at the P progress.
talism stops progress.  Electricity” might r 12 e . abr
falism_Stops prog ectneity might replace steam in .
Case it were not for ecapitalism barring the way. ! 2
i{mt!is to-day vou cad see women doing 1 h ]J;] Along the
[ one -[)\7 &3 . A _,\' LS ) - bl WOrk w 'lCh ce 2
petition. Stéam or electricity were it not for this it]famoﬁiﬂg e
petition. T(émlfat;tlon may produace the vessels which Mr 'Gco‘i'rf.
forms the gx vl ounds .of the sea, and which transfer us so sw f%e
oss the Atldntic ; but the inside of tho 5 b never e

.

L

{Laughter and applause.) 1 sav, 1o

se vessels is never segn 5
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I wonder he should have put it lor-
ward here as an instance ol the progress of mankind, when the
o which produces the City of Paris, New York,
her vessels of the kind has produced degradation
condition of the men in the stoke-
Let Mr. George stand up for the
stokers who run these grevhounds on the Atlaniie, and whose
miserable condition will not be relieved by opening to them the
tand which you are going to rack-rent up to its full value.
(Cheers.) 1 am glad the discussion has been narowed to the
question ol competition which M. George champions, and ©o-
operation ot all which wce champion. I am glad that on this
platform we have the flag of Single Tax put up as against the red
fing ol Social-Democracy, which 1 am here to champion to-night.
{Applanse.) b, Mr. Chairman, have not the slighiest fear as 1o
the future ; I kaow on which side the victory will be. ¥ can heay
the measured tramp of the millions of people as they march
behind our flag to the glovions vietory which will emancipate the
whole human race from the bondage of capitalism. (Enthusiastic

cheers.)

by millions of our people.

very compelitio
Umbria, and ot
in our cities, and the miserable
holes of those very vessels.

My, Georee 1 will reply as well as T can serintim 1o what My,
Hyndman has advanced.  As 1o Mr. Armold Toynbee's figures, 1
have never thought it incumbent on me to analyse any figures, 1
dm not disposed to attach much importance to figures, and
especially to the figures of professed statisticians. {Hear, hear.).
1 can find figures and figures until 1 cannoct rest to prove con-
clusively to the satisfaction of those who get them up that every-
body is all right, and that there is nothing whatever to complain of;
that wages are good and have been steadily advancing for a long
time.  Whether the rent is Jarge or small is not ol mmporiance o
the principle. ¥ would take e t—always meaning by rent £cono-
mic rent—ior the commimity because it belongs to the community.
{Cheers.) 1 would not abolish it 3 1 would exact it from anyone
who used land wherever it was used, because that is the only way
in which all can be put upon an equality. (Heat, hear.} 1 you
are to leave to the man who gets possession of a piece of land
in the centre of London the whole rent you give him an enormous
advantage over the man who for his purposes, to get his land, has
to go to some out-of-the-way district or up to the Highlands of
Seotland. (Hear, hear.} The importance that we attribute to
this taking of vent is that it s not merely taking that much from
a source fhat will not restrict industry, will not oppress labour,
will not hamper production ; but it will make mere landownership
utterly valueless. {Applause.) By taking the rent we make it
unprofitable te hold land in expectation of future increase in s
value:  (Cheers.) We make it impossible to extort from the
worker o monopoly rent. {Hear, hear.) We make it impossible
for preat landowners 1o liold vast tracts of land—which their
“feflow citizens ‘would be glad to make frizitful—in idleness or for
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purposes of pleasure,  {Loud cheers.) Tax land vadues up to the
full and what would you have? The land that bas no value, that
is 1o say, the lapd that two men de not want to use could be had
by labour, not merely without price, but withount 1ax.  The selling
value of land would be desiroved, and all that the user of land
need pay would be a price amounting to the special advantage
that he had above his {ellows by the poss

don and use ol a
particalar picce of land. Mr. Hyndman asks who is to supply
the tools,  That is & striling ilustration of how the Socialists
simply take the old dicta of sueh political economisis as Ricarde,
McCulloch, and so on. Just as they used to say that labour can-
not be employed unless there is capital 1o cmploy it, and capital
must therefore restrict the cmplovment of labour because labour
cannot support Jtsell save upon the proceeds of past labour,
which is capital, so do the Socialists now say that labour cannot
go on land and make any use of 1t withouwt capital.  (Mear, hear.)
That Is mot the fact in the first place. {UCheers.) Who was
the capitalist wheo supplied the first man with tools?  (Hear,
hear and laughter)  And to-day what would be the effect of
opening the land to labeur? Ameong the unemployed there are
very many men who could get some amount of capital; there
is hardly any man who can sce an opporiunity ol making a profit-
able use of his powers whp cannot obtain some capital.  (Inter-
ruption and cries of ** Order.”)  How is labour to got the land?
How has labour got the fand when it was muoch further off ¥
Irish labourers have gone some 3,000 miles across the sea, and
then in many cases 1,000 miles Turther west, by saving oo by
borowing—some member of the family bas gone across, and their
carnings have constituted an emigration fusd for the rest of the
tamily.  That great emigration has heen going on all these years,
not by capital supplicd by the Government, hut by capital earned
by the strong arm of labour. (Applause.) The whole develop-
ment of the United States, the whole developiment of every new
codinirvy, proves the fallacy of this assertion that labour cannot
employ itsell without capital, and proves the fallacy of the asser-
tion that the opening of land to labour would do nothing to
improve wages. Go e a new country where laid is free; go
into a country where the price of jand is not vet high, and there
vou wilt find no such thing as an unemploved man ; thers you
will find no such thing as a man begging for emplovment as
though it were & boon. (Hear, hear)) What has the deteriora-
fron i the condition of cur farms been caused by? Not, as Mr.
Hyadman says, by any exploifing power of capital, but by the
monopolisgtion of land, and by the taxes fevied on industry.
{Hear, hear,) What do these gr iarms come from? They
came {rom the great railroad grants.  (Hear, hear.) They come
from the system permitted under the land laws of the Unijted
States, under which single individuals have taken hundreds of
thousands of acres. And from the same canse come the mort-
gages on the farms. Wherever the farmer gocs he finds the

w
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speculator shead of him; he finds the land already taken up,

and he must cither start with capital and pay a large sum for
{ 3 1 M - e = - " - ey oy :_
the purpose of getting virgin soil to cultivate, or he must mortgage

his Tabour for vedrs,  That is what he does.  (Hear, hear.) The
great cause is in the high purchase price of his land, ;zm:;ti ihit
is why times have been getting harder in the _Ihnt.{\(.ln E tdtﬁ"?
Then 1 am asked, how can a man using zz’spfa‘(‘l-iz c(_)rni)(rﬁejuit}
the great machinery ol the 5000 acre farm? 1 bdjs", ‘ai !(::dit,f} n
can do ; he can make a lving, and a good living, oo J.nﬁ \ en
men can make a good lving themselves they will not xa-‘i)!:li for
anything less thaa that for any capitalist. {Loud cheer ) th-tlrfs
s in capital wo power to oppress labour (];1[311:21‘1. 1?'.’ Inm(; he:
employer of labour; labour is the employer of (33.9;'(({." ‘.‘»5;
plause,)  That s the natuval order ; labour came l.}t:‘mr!.:‘ f.:iilfi ‘11:
could be; it is labour produces eapital; there is no péi‘:t!(,\.l. 15
capital that can properly be styled capital “.ﬂmt Iabour }um_nl{i;u
heen exerted to produce.  {Hear, hear.}) (ive labour land i e “
it get it on equal ferms ; secure to the lahoarer the ra.r\a{ard 0{ h;:s
exertions, and the distinction between the fabourer and the capi-
tatist will pass away. With the increase the wages Gi‘lz?};(.'}%ir;
if there be great organisations of capital they must ne ssarily )]el,
co-operative organisations In which labour shall have lih“ ful
share and its full right.  (Applause.)  Mr. H_)in(hngm speaks of
the history of the development of England. What 1s the hi;ﬁt{)t}f
of the development of Hogland? Tt is the gradual SGpPression
of the common rights—the gradual making of private property out
of what was originally recognised as common properiy. (1 ’1.1!’,
hear.) It is the gradual taking of the land of England from the

whole peopie, and making the class originaily {enants ._T.a'ndl»
cwners.  (Hear, hear.)  The long series of usurpations was !mc}lly
consummmaied by a no-rent mantfesto, by which the ]and(m'nmg,;
class threw off the vents thev had agreed fo pay for the\us{: of
land, and put thon in indirect tuxes upon labour. ({hurs)
What we propose to do is to go back the same way. (‘;ﬁfqhﬁt :*m
single tax men would do would be 16 go hack M’mlthc 01» b}«stfijln_‘,
to bring i back in @ way adapted to our fime, t0 ;.fac‘f)gxaist.?
ot hall-heartedly, but fully, that all men are equa]iy eui.ltied to
ihe use of the land, and its correlative that each man is absolutely
entitled to that which his labour produces. Applause.) Now we
have heard a good deal to-night, as we always do whenever our
Socialist friends talk, a great deal about nationalising all thc
instruments of production, a great deal about miaking C,;]_plfg;ﬂ _thp:
property of the State, and about organismg 1:1bj(mr by the ‘k.tatci
but 1 have pot heard to-night, and 1 have vet to hear, af .an‘}‘
practical steps in this direction. {l;fcar, hf})af,) l-lnlx:f_ do t}u,}
propose to begin, and what will be involved: I'{er? i;i{mf;: say,
te interrupt for one moment, that I have never made any j.ljin?r
position to confiscate the railways. What T propose to ta e s
the rent of land for the use of the community ; what i propose
to take for the comununity are all valuable franchises; but I
would take nothing thai is the product of labour for the use of
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the community without paying its owner its full value. MNow,
1o take all the instrumeats of production will involve a good deal.
(Hear, hear.) The instruments of production comprise not merely
the railways, not merely the ships of the steamship lines ; they go
down to the axe, the spade, and the other tools of the individual
workman, and to the stock of the storekeeper. Ave you going
to take all that? (*VYes) It is a big pb. {Langhter and
applause.) Has it ever happened in the history of the world that
the men who had nothing tock cverything from the possessing
elusses 7 Never. And when it is taken, what do you propose
to do with it. (* Use it.”} To use it under Governmental

directions, and to have a Government official or a bhoard at ihe
head of every vocation ; lawyers, doctors—1 suppose no lawyers
would be needed—down to milkmen, costermongers, and boot-
blacks. Now what does fhat mean? We are told it is all io
he managed in the interest of the communiiy--—the  whole
people—but is that the histocy of such organisation?  Does
not organisation always mean a concentration ol  power
in the hands of a few? Do not you men who helong,
as 1 have belonged, to a political organisation, know that
always the dendency is to the management by a few?

Is it not always true that when things are left o the vote of a 'f

farge number of people that a few designing men always have the
advantage? Here is an example of Government dix oling pro-
duction : under the plea of directing production, of controlling
exchange, vou had a system called a protective tariff—we in the
States have it still.  The wisdom of the people freely expressed
by means of manhood suffrage, endeavouring to so direct industiy
as to henefit the whole people, and what has been the result?
A system of utter robbery and spoliation ; a system that has given
to such men as Andrew Carnegie mcomes of five millions of
dollars per year, and has driven our ships off the high seas; a
system that has been used by every corrupt influence to add 1o
the wealth of men who are willing to spend their money for
corrupt purposes. (Hear, hear.) Think of what vould be the
result if you were to apply that system to all industry. {Ap-
plause.) You speak about organising an industrial army ; the
organising of an army always means tyranny ; it means that a
man must be put in the ranks as a machine, and must obey
arbitrary authority. Do you think that there is less tyranny
hecause men claim to act in the name and by the authority of the
people than without it? Not at all. Do you think that there
is any virtue in any party, or any ‘men, or any system of Goverrn-
mient attempting te do things for the benefit of the whole?
{(* No.”} Why, we know that in the United States that there

can be a tyranny of majorities just as bad ag the tyranmy of :

despotism. = My time is up. . {Loud applause.}

Mr, Hywomaw : I maintain that Mr. George bas not dealt 3
my arguments at ail. I contended that the system he is-p
posing—namely, taxing land up to its full economic rent, wo d
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not give the people access to the soil. (Hear, hear.} 1 con-
tended that the difficulty of their getting upos the land would
be every bit as great them as it is now, because they would
have to pay to the State in taxation the full amount they now
have to pay the landiord. I pointed out further that even if
they ot on the land the competition which would he brought
to bear against them by heavier guns than their own, hy better
tools in the shape of steam pleughs and the like, would gradually
but surely grind them down to the condition in which they arce
to-day, Not one of those points has Mr. George answered.
(Applause.) Mr. George says that in new couniries where land
was obtainable unemploved men were not to he found. I can
only sav this: that I have seen the strects of Sydney crowded
with unemployed men with fots of land all arcund them, and [
have seen identically the same thing in Melbourne, and identically

_the same thing in San Francisco. (Hear, hear.) How is 1% that

Mr. George does not deal with the bmpoverishment of those
farmers—not those who have o get on the land, but who are
alteady on the land, and who are beaten by the competition of
cheaper production on 2 larger scale. Mr. George has not shown
you, Mr. Chairman, nor any man or woman m this hall, thai
if the economic rent of the land of England, be it 6o millions or
150 millions, were taken and applied to the reduction of taxation
that the peeple of this country would be benefited in any particular.
1 say he has never met my argument in any shape, way, or
description, that the capitalist class would pocket every sixperice
of the difference, and that the people of this country would not
be henefited at all, 1 would ask vou to mark this, that Mr
George both begins and ends this debate, so that he cannot say
he has not had a fair opportanity. I have only a few minutes
in which to answer him and cannot go into the question as fully
as Ishould like to do, but T will try to make the best of the short
time at my disposal, Mr. George says that I have put before
this meeting to-night no practical proposals. 1 owill deal very
rapidly with what we do propose. We propose, as I said before,
to organise labour on the soll.  We are Just as much ia favour of
the taking away of private property in land as Mr. George s,
aid in a much more effectual way. We propose to organisce
labour on the land in co-operative farms by means of the. com-
munes and county councils under the control of the whole indus-
trial community. Again he says, ** How do you propose to act?”’
Well, by way of palliatives to the existing evils we would shorten
the hours of lahour by law in every emploviment where it is
possible to do so. On the railways and tramiways and in alf
Government rdepartments eight hours might be made the normal
waorking day, which would give the people more leisure fo com-

. hitie, think, and understand how it is they are expropriated at

¢ present time. We would have free education and free meals

- our schools in order that every child might be educated--not
merely: instructed in the three R’s, but educated—and in order
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that their physical condition might rise o the level of their educa-
tion. (Loud applause.) Then as the proper housing of the people
is of the greatest importance, we would have hesithy buildings
erected by the communes, munk ripalities and county eouncils to be
it at rents to cover the cost of construction and manienance
alone, {Cheers.) Farther, we would take this unemployed
labour of the working clagses and srganise it under Srate and
communal effort, and when [ speak of the State 1 do not mean
the State governed by the landlords and gapitalists, but ihe State
organised under the contsol of the whaole industrial community.
{(Iear, hear.) Then as regards the radways we say they should
belong to the community—the prganised indistrial community 4s
a whole. Br. George says,  How arc you going to take them?”
Well, friends and fellow citizens, by vote if poss ible, by force if
necessary.  (Loud cheers.)  And precisely the same thing applies
te reat. How are von gaing to take the rent? By vote if
possible, by foree it necessary. {Aapplause.)  The rallways are
now organised by directors on behal { of corporations which have
neither souls te be damned nor hodies to be kicked ; we maintain
that they should be organised under ihe whole community, which
will then be a democratic industrial community, no jonger domi-
nated and dictated to, but able to turn out the present directors
whe trample upon them and to pui in those whom they can Con-
trol. (Cheers.y  Then there arve the mines which at this present
moment might just as well be organised by the workers, they
themselves electing their own dircetors.  (Hear, hear.)  The same
thing applics to the factorics. To-day you have the most complete
organisation of the workers in production and the maost terrible
anarchy in cxchange.  We sec oot manulacturers throwing out
as many boots as they possibly can on the market for the sake of
profit—not for use.  (Hear, h ary Then when they have in this
way hrought about a glut in the market, they throw the men out of
employment, and you have men and women going without hoots
becduse, forsooth, there are too many hoots ! {Loud applause.)
There are men going hatless because there are foo roany hats, and
coatless because there are too many ooats. {Cheers.) We would
restore hy the co-operation of all, m a State not dominated and
dictated to by the capitalist and the landlord, hul fn an organtsed
industrial community, order in place af this chaos which at the
present moment is prevailing ali over the civilised world,  (Cheers.)

This is what we would do, and the things we arc proposing the
men who come into office are forced to carry out. My master o

political economy at Cunbridge, the late Henry Fawe

tt, one of
the most vigorous champions of individaalism and non-interfer-
ence, was ohbliged as an admnisfrator to kick himself downstairs
as a pelitical cconomist. When heshecame Postmaster-General,
he was forced to introduce the ow ‘rol of the State i connection
with the Savings Banks and in other similar measures. Why ?
because it is necessary for the State to come in 10 organise this
miserable system of monopoly which the capitalists have cngens
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dered ; they themselves are obliged {0 hring in laws to limit
their own robbery. We contend that i it is noogssary for the
apitalists it s Still more necessary for the lebourers {Hear,
hear.) 1 have very little time, but I have tried 1o present before
vou what it is that we would bring abeut.  We would bring about
5 real beneficial co-operation in place of the hideous * devil-take-
the-hindmost 7 competition which now exists {Applause.) We
woudd substitute for the system where some men work 16 or 17
hours a day, one where all men working but twa hours a day
wealth shall become, as Robert Owen said, as plentiful as water.
I have enough patriotism left to hope that this country wil take
the lead in this great movement. {Loud applaus e.) Here is the
centre of capitalism, here the commercial world has s nexus.
(Hear, hear.) Tyler and Ball and Cade and Ket and More and
Vane and Blake and Harrisen, those are the names of the men
of the past who will be the heroes of the future. {Cheers.) The
Chartists, too, and Broaterre O’ Brien and Ernest Jones and the
rest, with Lhe great Robert Owen. (Renowed cheers.) i
look to the other side of the Atlantic also, T see that the men
who broke down negro slavery, Lloyd Garrtson, Wendell Phillips,
and their friends, were bat a despised tew, who nobly struggled
and fought on until at Jast their day of triumph came as ours is
surely coming.  (Enthusiastic chee ) We have a greater cause
even than theirs @ we are fighting for the emancipation of the
workers throughout the whole wilised world.  (Applause.) 1
do beseech yon to read our lierature, study our principles, and
then endeavour to help us to bencfit the whole people, not by the
single tax, but by establishing permanently a bepeficent co-opera-
fion which shall be an untold blessing to gencrations to comc..
{Loud and long-continues applause.)

Mr. Georci : M. Hyoadman says that in San IF rancisco as in
other new countries he has scen men looking vainly for worl
though there is gnemployed land there. That s truc hut he
never saw a man looking vainly for work where the {and was not
fenced in and monopolised. (Applause.) What the Single Tax would
dos would be to break down that monopoly ; to make it impossible
for any man to hold valuable land without putting it into use;

te compel those who are now holding land unemployed to use it

shemselves or sell oat to someone cise who would,” (Hear, hear.)
Mr. Hyndman says that these industrial depressions come from
too much production—{"* No }—that becanse too many boots are
made men go shoeless.  That not so.  There cannot he toc
much production until all wants are satistied.  (Loud applause.)
it is because the men who would Jike to wear boots are anable
to apply their labour in producing anything that they can ex-
change for the hoots. {Hear, hear.) The capse of industrial
depressions is nat foo much production, but it is the speculakive
increase in the value of land, shutting out labour and capital
Irom employment oo lahd, and throwing idle men back to compete
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with each other for work. {Applause() That is the cause.
(Hear, hear) We have taliced here for a Kitle to-pight, but 1
for one feel that we shall have accomplished nothing unless in s0
far as we induce people to think. What I ask you all to do is
to think about these things. {Hear, hear.} What [ wonld like
Mr. Hyndman to do is 1o seriously set himsell to thinking—iloud
laughter)—how this organisation of labour, this appropriation by
the State of all capital, is to be brought about. 1 asked that
question, and he replics by saying they propose to take the
raillways.,  We Single Tax m sn.also propose to take the railways.
What 1 want to know is ahout the other things. How are all
trades going to be orgapised? You are going to begin with one
here and there; you are going to end competition a litde at a
time—a piece here and a piece there. Wherever you end com-
petition you give soine special privilege. Monopoly—in what does
it consist? In the abolition of competition. What are the things

of which you complain in Government 7 The absence of com-
ompetition ; 1t 13
{enced in by monopoly. {(Loud appaluse.)  So wherever you find
pecial privilege because
competition is excluded. What was the essence of slavery 10
which Mr. Hyndman has alluded? The" prohibition of compes
clave was not free to compéte with owner. {Hear, hear.) 1f you
men seriously think of these things you will see that what the
Social-Democratic Federation vaguely proposes,
would inevitably result in the worst system of
sluvery.  {l.oud cries of © No, no,”" and “Order.’)  Simply
imagine a state of things in which no one could work save und
ander the control of a board of officials, and ask yourselves who
Cthis board of officials are Tikely to be. Socialism begins at the
of a bencvolent tyranmy. (7 No, ne.’ My Hyndman is proud
of England ; so, too, 1 am proud of English blood. I stand hete
T ask you men of England why is it that our speech in the conting
century must be to the
is it that great nations of the English specch are growing up nnder
the Southern Cross? V it that we have succeeded M
you : it is hecause the English people have trusted very ligtle to
Government, and it 1s because, move than any other people, they
colonies, Spanish colonies, and the German colon
canisation and direction i§

pctiti()n. Your House of Lords is not open 16 G

a special privilege, there you find it a spe

tition ; no one else could employ the slave save his owner—the
if it were possible

to carry it out, I

State coptrol; m which no one could display any enefgy Save

wrong cnd ; It pre-supposes pure government ; its dream is simply

to-night claiming membership in the great Anglo-Saxon rack, and

was to the old world? Why is it that America is ours?  Why

colonising where Germany and France have lailed? 1 will tell

have allowed free scope to mdividuality. {Cheers.) F

more deftly arranged so far as org

coneeraed ; but English colonies have had but the individuality

glo

of the Anglo-Saxon race, and that is the reason why ihe
Saxon race is the dominant race of the future. (Applais

world what fthe tongue of ancient Rome

rench -
jes are all fai

£

ask you fo {follow vour traditions, to more and more remember
that this G‘erman Socialism is nothing but an attempt to establish
tyranay—{* Oh!""}—in the interests of the people. (“‘ Ne, 0o :’)
The interesis of the people are alwayvs in freedom. (Ap !]au".e)
Ik.a&t({h-c people have their natural rights ; let them stdl‘:(ﬁ? onaa.n
;:l?:d “}zﬁuﬁe ,\'r_Vlth regard to the Ioppo\riuniii(;s of nature, and then
i gm@ ac;x:e a fuir, full, and frec fickd. {Cheers.) Then if one
15 more (‘Od‘«,e‘, more industrious, more enterprising than another,
ew.w}md{ _m&, !Cld!l;@ !et. him go ahead. The notion of reducing
e ’a};cim;}t p ornf; ejel is & preposterous notion ; it is the notion
N f-réc(i:‘%x}ap A nﬂ(’; .qt the rgth century. This is the watch-
()pp()r:[uni{v o é~-«-r?c'0}?’ always fresdom. To each the fullest
oppostunity wh{ig ;; 030-{;8 ;gaor:f po}:vers ; to all tha.h which bilongs
> 8 A e has given to all egqualiy—that
K}!ll(,h the (P?lxlillt{nlty‘, as distinsjuis%led from mquiggi-id?;ﬁt
Pmdm:es._ Chat is the doctrine of the Single Tax {Great
_ﬂpplauge_,’g gle Tax. (reat

B}[. A YR AN ¢ [ e s 9, .
s :}1 Ith \brl}?\r : Il rise to propose a vote of thanks 1o cur chair-
’ (f.ml tir?i—mnli%qi; bo fé(} qg ':n-*lth the very sincerest pleasure, and
el that 1 am heonoured in so doing.  Twentv-five
Jeel that 1 a1 v . . Twenty-live yvears ago
ixélgri the wor !;mg classes of fngland were making s{nf]e sort %}f
ig:;r})ﬁfo{obtmfn l:r(i‘,(zdcm; in the form of trade unions and (}fhs::r
.combinations for their benefit, our chai n, in fa :

n: . mefit, atrman, in the face of the
i—gos}tl -h.lc_leolus.oblﬂquy,_ stood forward with his fellows in the face
L e 1;0? d to champion their cause. {Cheers.) *\gairﬁ in 1871,
?hgelé _ otnin Whomf{)}i t!}e 'Cﬂl}jlitaiist press of Earope howled dozw;
z Commune of Parls, when the men w i ' .

he i = : who had striven
enfranchisement of the workers " this ron o he
: 1 s v ers landed in this country i
. ISCs . 1 his countrv m rags
n 1 =3 " g e M - =
V?]?ﬁ:itri?)ﬁg;} ,dEd;Nard E:Ff_né_{.r Beesly, i spite of all the Ublo:;‘u%r
¥ and abuse of the Press, came forw ’ J
heloins oo o : >sg, came forward and lent &
dping hand to them. (Loud cheers.) U wish i
helping hand 1 . (L “heers, wish in these days
Eogtmal trtgkat{:{s, turncoats, office-zeckers, and wind-b'}g’; ) 1?5'
I(Eb(; :::lorsi :;;f;n hkc; our {chairman. {Cheers.)  Again, whea -th;
Liheral P went in for miserable coercion i nd
Liberal 5 ser: coercion in Ireland d
when they took away the rig : hone!
ay the right of asylum, our chai
jvbem they too | ght asy » our chairman, though
Lilberal, stood out agains App] , the
, Si against it.  {Applause.) 1h
i too ag flause. ave the
gftﬁj’cﬁst pleagurn; in proposing a vote of thanks to our chairman
ho has conducted this meeting so fairly and held the bal )
well between us, ) 7 He e baanee o

My, Georce : [ most heartily second that vote of thanks

The resolution was : i
o PR s put 1o the meeting and carried unanin ;
amidst loud cheers. & an Cal“-‘“_d unanimously




