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The Church and Questions
of the Hour

FINE ADDRESS BY REV. 4. E. VOGT,
A7 BERRI HENRY GEORGE LEAGUE.

One can always depend upon hearing discus-
sioms on things which really matter at meet-
ings-of the Berri-Hemry Georpe League, and
the gathering of social reformers—of many
shades of politieal and religicus thought—who

greeted-the - Rev. fBo Vogt,..of .the. Barel.

Methodist Church, at the last meeting when
he gave an address entitled “The Church and
Guestions of the Hour,” prociaimed the even-
ing very well spent.

In introducing and welcoming the spaalker
the President, Mr. F. H. Sharley, stated that
many people were concerned about the sttitude
of the Church towards the great sociel refprm
movements of the day. Some thoughi the
Chureh ghould keép aloof frem such move-
ments; others covsidered the Chureh should:
investigate and promounce judgment upon the
remedies proposed, but whatever the indivi-
dugl aititude might be it was noticed that when
preachers such as the late Rev. Hugh Giimour
championed the cause of spcial justice from
the pulpit they never had ¢ complain of empty
pews—their churches were filled fo overflow-
jng, and he thought their example worth fol-
igwing.

Mr. Vogt, after expressing thanks for the
hearty welcome atcorded him, said that in
times of crisis people always asked ‘what is
the Chureh doing about it, and it was an elo-
anent tribute to the Church i be so univer-

sally appealed 1o in regard to guestions of the
niotir, and her severest critics should remember
LB, “wod avomite i g e ;

He aigo thought that in apﬂ;ruachi.ng ques-
tions of the nour the Churehi’should not be
inred into that which was less than her task,
Her highest aythority was Jesus Christ. This
did not, however, call the Church te be silent
on wital guestions, because she had the biggest
word, Her “Word” was internafional, it knew
1o obstacle of color, creed or politieal ouilook,
Jesus is the workl’s greatest Intersational, and
His programme is a programme of peacs. In-
{ernational peace must be the programme of
the Christion Church. In the world of politics
she must demand that the distxibutions_of
God's gifts be such that all may share. She
eannot accepl the statement that the State’s
budget is balanced, and that all iz well whilst
there are thousands unemployed, dpprived of
the right io express the life which God has
given them. I believe, he said, that the Church
iz right in Ter declaration that the wrong
emphasis is placed on mapey, and I also he-
lieve that the Thampering of ioter-trade
hetween the nations through high tariff bar-
riers is an obstacle to peace, and that this ten-
dency towards the self-sufficlency of nations
and countries is contrary to the spirit of Jesus
Christ.

AL the close of hiz address the speaker
answered many guestions, and left no doubt in
the minds of those presect concerning his atti-
tude towards the internationzl traffic in arma-
menta, which he vigorously denonnced. and
lgndred social evils, Fressed for a definition
of the word “love,” which he said was the
dynamic of the Christian’s faith, he said that
“love” was mot sloshy sentimentalism, but that
which made it possible for him 4o see in the
most degraded socially and moraliy scmeone
to love. and to recogmise all men as brothers
irrespective of creed, colox or condition,

The speaker was warmly thanked for his
address in & vote of thanks mioved by Mr.
Kuneth, seconded by Mr. Denman, and sup-
ported by Mr, O, B. Vogt, and in responding
said that he was glad of the opportunity
afforded of maldng contact with persons repre-
senting other shades of thought. '
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Sugar Iﬁ;ionqpoi; Wins Again

The Bill providing for & further ratification
of the sugar agreement for a period of five
yesrs from from September I, 1936, has been
pasged by the Federal Parligment. The Bill
eame before the House of Representatives on
Deceraber 4 for final ¢ongideration. Mr. Beas-
lev (Leader of the Lang Labor Party) moved
that the matter be refexred to a Select Com-
mitiee, and this was defeated by 50 voles to
17; Messrs. Stacey, Price and Cameron, of
South---:&uetmli-a-, . voting ..... for -the-mation. - M
Tairbairn then tabled a motion providing for
8 reduction of £4 7/6 per ton in the wholesale
price of sugar, to take effect from September
1, 1938, This would mean a reduction of one
balfperny per poend.  This was fost by 53
votes to 13, those voting For-it being Messrs.
Hawker, Price, Stacey, and Cameron, of South
Augfralia, and Messrs, Fairbairn, Fisken,
Street, Nairn, Lane, Scholfield, Hufchenzon,
Gregory, and McClelland, I is interesting to
note that in this division for a reduction in
price, the names of Mr. Beasley and the ofher
Lang Labor Party representatives do NOT
appear.

The Bill was before the Senate on December
5, but the application of the “gag" prevented
a f{ree discussion. Senator Duneann Hughes
(8.4.) moved for = reduction in the price hy

£4 7/8, the same amendment as was moved in-

the House of Representatives, but this was de-
feated by 21 votes to-11. Those voting in
favor of the lower prics were —Senafors Dan-
can Hughes, Uphill, Badman, James McLach-
lan, of South Australiz, axd Senators Grant,
Gibson, Millen, Hayes, ,Hays, Collstt, and Jobn-
ston. ' The sdgar interfsis have thus been suc-

cessful in ggtﬁ;?ngw i jexterion

it il aa;
In another? part-ollth BarepTin
the excellent speech made by Mr. Lang in the

New South Wales Pagliament, He strongly
condemned the existing agreement, snd de-
manded & reduction i price. During the ses-
sion in March, 1935, .Mr. Beasley . moved the
sdjowrnment of the House of Representatives
for the purpose of discussing the sugar agree-
ment. In hizs spesch hemade s seathing
attack on the agredment, and proved that a
reduction in prite was long overdue. RBecause
of thai speech he was invited to affend the
Interstate Sugar Conference econvened in Mel-
bourne last September, hat he did not even

‘reply to the invitation. At that fime a press

report indicated that Mr. Beasipy had visited
the sugar fields of Queensland, and as a regult
had “undergone a refining process,” and that
his viewz were changed. Thai such was a
fact js evidenced by his changed atfitude in
the House when he opposed the reduction of
one halfpenny z pound. Are we to understand
from this striking change of front that he and
hig Lang comrades are now more concerned
about the financial well-being of the “Knoxes,
the Fairfaxes, and the Onglews” than they are
about giving justice to the long-suffering hody
of cansumers who have for such a lengthy
period paid tribute te the sugar barons? What
thinks Mr. Lang abouf these Federal Represen-
tatives who carry his name? Will he condeman
their action as one that is opposed to the best
interest of the sugar consumers? Or will he

remain slfeut regarding this traitorcus aetiom, .

encourage the belief that other parties
thain the United Australia Party have heen
"sweetened” from the sugar pol of the sugar
monepelists? Mr. Larng has s fine opportunity
of proving that he is sineere in his opposition
to the sugar agreement. Will he rise o the
oteasion and demonstrale that sincerily by
publiely rebuking those members of his own
party who voted contrary to the egpressed
opinions of their Jeader? We await his next
pronouncergent with great interesi.

Our readers -will be interesfed to know that
a conference in relation fo sugar production

- will shertly be held in Londez. It is thought

that guger interests from all parts of the
world will be represented. One of the main
objects of the comference is fo bring about a
regtriction of production with a view to retain-
ing egisting high prices, The press reporis
state that Mr. Forgan Smith, Labor Premier of

Queensland, will attend the conference. This,
surely, constitutes a grave political scandal.
Mr. Smith has recenily returnmed from a visit
overseas at the taxpavers' expense, yet he
proposes fo go to London sgain--not o Jook
aftet the interest of the workers he is sup-
posed to represeni—but to. comserve the inte-
rests of the sugar barons whe exploit con-
sumers to the extent of over £6.500,000 a year.
Queensland politics must be in & bad way when
this second rajd upen the public Treasury is
made te pay the expenses of an alleped Labor
Premier who is anxious to have another “joy
ride” to conserve the intercsts of-monopolists..
Even in Queepgland a big body of workers
must pay tribute to the sugar interests, and
it is surprising they do not offer 2 strong pro-
test to this proposed expendifure of public
gmney to profect the interests of a privileged
LW,

The South Augtralian Parlisment helds the
unigne recerd of being the ONLY legislative
bhody in Australia to regord a protest agamst
the extension of the sugar sgreement, and te
send it tn the Federal Parliament.

A Parable

Said Christ Gur Lerd, “I wili go and see

How the mer, My brethren, belipve in Me.

He passed_not again tlirough the gate of birth,
Byt made,. Himself dmown to thé children of eprth,
Then said ihe chjof priests, and rulers and kings,
“Behold, mow, the Giver of =l geod things;

Go o, let ue welcome with pomp and state

Him who alope is mighty end great.”

With carpets of gold the ground they spread
Wherever the Son of Man. ghould tread,

And irepalice chambers Tofty and rare

“They lodged Him, and served Him with kingly fave.

Great opgaus surdeld through aiches dim
. Jubilant Aootk Tiaise |

But il ¢ His steps they led,
The Louzd in serrdw bent down Hig head,
And from upder-thie heavy feandabion stones

The Son of Mary heard bitter-groans.”

And in church, and palace, and judgment hall

Re marked grest fissures that rent the wail,

And opened wider and yet more*wide

As the living fomndation heaved and sighed.
"“Have ye fonnded your thromes and alters, then,
On the bodies znd seuls of liviag men?

And think ye that building shell endure

Which shelfers the noble and croshes the poor?
With gates of silver and baxs of gold

Ye have fenced My sheep from their Father’s fold;
I have heard the dropping of their tesrs

It heaven these eighteen hundred years.”

%0, Lord and Master, not ours the guilt;

We build bt a3 our fathers built;
Behold thine images, how they stand,
Sovereigz and sole, through =il the land.
“Our tesk is hard, with sword and fume
Te held Thy’earth for ever the same,
And with sharp crooks of stedl to keep,
Stilt, as’ Thou leftest thers, Thy sheep.”
Then Christ set vut an artisan,
A low-browed stunted, baggard man;
And a motherless girl, whose fingers thin
Pushed from her faintly wanf spd sin
Those set He in the midst of them,
And as they drew back their parment-hem,
For fear of defilement, “Lo, bere,” seid He,
“The images ye have made of Me!”

—3James Russell Loweli,

HENRY GEORGE LEAGUE OF SOUTH AUSTRALLA

The, monthly meeting of the members of the League
was held nt George Parade on Tuesday, November 246,
The President,-Mr. A, 8. Bayly, in the chair sad a foir
attendance of members. Minutes of previons meeting
read snd confirmed, and correspondence read and Te-
ceived, The Secretary reported that the sngar eam-
paign was being presecuted with vwiger, and that
extensive correspondence had been published in the
Brishané and other papers. He ssked that wide pub-
licity be given %o the Essdy Compelition. He had
spoken on the taxation resolutions in fhe House of
Assembly, antd had placed sound principies before the
members. He had alse secured the disalivwance of
the hide and skin regulstions, which proposed be in-
crease the licence fee from 10/- to £5.  Financiab
statement vead and received 2n¢d account passed for
payment. One mew member admitted to the Leapnue.
It wag decided that in view of ihe Christmas hoiidays
the December mesting be held on Tuesday, December
17th. The auestion of helding' a Social evening prior
to Christmas was Gigenssed, but it was decided 1o view
of the warm weather to adjourn further consideration
mntil the February meeting. Matbers of general inte-
test weve discussed.

Hext Meeting Tuesday, December 17, at 8 pau
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"4 MERRY CHRISTMAS.

. During the coming week ihe wigh for a
“Mezry Christmas™ will corne tripningly from
the tengues of many, It iz the season of the
year when geod wishes are freely exchanged.
Many will, no doubt, enjoy 3 merry time and
partake of the good things of Ufe. But for a
preat number of oyr pecple the wish will be
but a hollow mockery. Some may participate
in the distribation of the few shillipes which
will be given them by wey of # Christmas dole,
others will secire a few daye’ emplovment
which will enable them to buy asdditional com-
modities for the home, and after those have
been consumed they will again revert to the
mere existence stage of living, Ab this time
of the year the churches make a special effort

to give additional charity to those whe suffer.

from unjust economic conditions. We have no
wish fo decry the effort made to bring aome
Hght and sunshine into homes that are dreary
for the greater portion of the year. Buf we
are justified in asking whether this giving of
charity is sufficient effort on the part of the
churehes that exist to give effect to Christian
teachings. If we are sll children of the Ope
Father, should not we all have a seat at His
table? How comes it that potwithatanding $he
fact thai an abundahce for all has been pro-
vided, some are denied the right of mccess to
tke source of wealth, with the result they have
tg depend upon the charity of those in pesses-
gion 7 .

Weo are not asking that the Chirch shall
take sides, and support some brand of party
pelitiés, We think we sre iustified in asking
that it speak out boldly on those great prine
eiples which make for national righteougness.
The Church gs an institution claims to believe
in the Fatherhood of God and the brotherhood
of man. ¥ it is sineere in this belief it cannot
Justify the continuance of our present social
systemn. Manifestly if we ape all children of
the Great Father, it wotﬂdé}é doing . Hiln an
: h : ; ™

1 etunier day
find a vriviléged few In posshssion” of those
ngtuzal resources from which alone can be
secured the means to gusiain Jife. Theé remit
is. that the many can live only on the terms
dictated by those in possesgion. AlKouph
willing zad anxious te earn a lvelihood for
themselves and their families, they are denied
that right. They ave denied the justice which
i3 theirs by vight, and, with & few notable
exceptions, the Chureh is sflent on the matter.
Why ! )

We would respectfully suzgest that the
present is a auitable opportunily for a Chorch
stocle-taking on this:important matter of sovial
justice. The churches wield a great irfluence
with a greaf body of people If the leaders
would speak out with no uncertain voice om
thie great fundamental evi! and demand the
restoration of the heritage which has been
stolen from the people. it would be doing some
practicsl work for righteousness. We suggest
that it iz the silence of the churches on this
aspect of the question that has caused many
to thinic that as an ingtitution it iz on the side
of vested interests, We have not the lenst
doubt that many good chureh pecple are ami-
mated by the best of intentions, but they have
been so keen in arvauging for & kinpdom
beyrond the clouds that they appear tuv have
overlooked the necessity for establizhing the
kngdom of righteousness on carth. I is to
be heped that with the approach of another
festive sexson thefr thoughis will be divected
fo securing better conditions for al! here. If
they would bui study the writings of the
Prophet of Ban Franclseo {Henvy George)
they would see the vision as it appeared io
him. Hig works make an instant zppeal, not
only as 2 splendid study in poiitical economy,
but by veason of thé high moral princinles
expounded, and a2s an exposition of the best
that has appeared in litezature. We urge alf
who have not yet read those fine works o do
so without delny. We ave convineed that if
they do so they will at once become standard
bearers for the canse of social righteousnsss,
and as a resalf of their combined efforts it
should not be long befare everyone conld bhe
mlaced in that position where they could enjor

A MERRY CHRISTMAS.
We trust this appeal will net be in vain.

.. THE EE{)?Lé's ADVOCATE
THE FEDERAL TARIFF

On November 19 thefe was n further alters-
tion in the {arif schedule. On some 50 lines an
ineresse wias made, and the dutles on' more
than 200-commeodities were redoced. The mnin
dlteralions weve as follows: 1o the textile divi-
sitn the duties on towels were reduved from
3¢ to 40 per cent. in the British preforential
schedule, and from 60 %o 40 per cent. in the
geveral fariff, British duties on guilis were
reduced from 18% to 5 per cent, With a view to
giving some little pssistance to the mining
indusiry, the following reductions in duties an
mining machinery and appliances were raader
‘British preferential from 30 to 3¢ per cent.,
and - general rates from &5 to 485 per cent.
Rock boring machine duties were reduced from
80 to 74 per cent. British rate, and from 60 to
521 gemeral tariff. Air compressors were
reduced from 333% and 64 per cent. to 20 ang
46F per cent. vespectively, Woodworking
machines have been reduced from 323% and 64

~per-cent-to-fres-under-the British tarif, “¥nd

15 per cent. general.” Portland cement is to be
admibted duty free under the British preferen-
tal taxiff, in Heu of 1/ per owt. as formerly,
and the general tariff has been reduced from
1/6 to 1744, The Australian cementi companiss
have been taking advantage of the tariff privi-
lege enjoyed and charged high prices, making
big profits, 30 the Tarif Board has repom-
mended lower dutles with a view to giving
somé relief to the ‘users. There has been &
slight reduction in Britigh duty on glassware
from 18% to 15 per cent., but the general duty
still remains at 60 per cent. In regard to
furnifure the former rates wepe British a7
pex cent. and wéneral 70 per vent., but wnder
the new schedule the rates sare now 25 and 533
per cent. Clothes wringers have alsc bheen
reduced from 30 and 50 per ceni. to 25 and
524 per cent. Boots, shoes and slippers have
come down from 33% and 85 per cent. to 25 and
60 per cent. Wireless payts and accegsories
have been lowared frony 333 and 65 per cept. to
30 and 57, per cent. Rubber tyves and tubes
also enjoy a slight rediction. British.rates of
duties have gone frofn}9d. to Bd. per 1h. snd
general tarifl from 1/21 to 1/1% per ih. Wrap-

! whick exly. was zdmitted at

s
OV LGRS T At ewt.” Perambu-
lators and go-cavts” ymder the old tariff paid
224 and 50 per cent., byt are now admitted at
15 and 42% per cent. Brushes which paid 53¢
and 60 per ceatl. are now 35 and 52 per cent.
Lampg for motar vehieles, which under the oid
achedule pajd 183 British prefevence and 42%
per cent, .general tariff, have been altersd io
free and 321 per cent. if Imported separately,
and & and 45 per cent, if imporied swith
assembled chassis. These .constitute the main
reductions in the naw schedule.

The chief increases are: textile working
machinery, which formerly eame in free under
the Tritish schedule, and 15 per cent, general
tariff have been inecreaséd 4o 8% per cent.
British rate and €5 per cent. general tariff.
Mouse and rat traps, formerly free and 18 per
cant. are now 10 per ¢ent. British and 30 per
cent. general. Stationery under the old ratcs
pald 22% and 50 per cent., but has been lifted
1o 3G and 57% per cent. under the new tariff.
Carpet sweepers were free under the British,
and 25 per ccnt. general, hut are now 10 and 35
per cent. respectively., The excise tarift has
been altered, and wirdless telegraphy and
telephomy and veetifying valves which for-
metly were free now have to pay 2/- duty on
each. These are the main inereases m the new
schedule.

While the reductions which have taken place
will be much appreciated, a glance at the above
items reveals the fact that the dutizs on the
main machinery of production have not been
redueed, Gur primary producers suffer From
the higly duties imposed o the tools of produc-
tion, an galvanized iron; fencing wire and pip-
ing, and many other things, bt apparently
the menufacturers of those lines have too
strofg & held on the party mmachines to permit
of any changes in the iarif rates being
granted. Yet thogs are the lines which viially
matier. All sorts of schemeg are being sug-
gested to help the wheat growers, all working
along palliative lines, There is lite hope of
that industry being placed on & sound and
profitable basis uniil those engaged in it ave
permitted to buy in a free merlket. This fact
appears to be overlooked by the representz-
tives of the farmers, and it is o be vesretted
that many farmers are so caphvated with the
idea of a ‘fized prige” for wheat that they
overleok or refrain from agitating for the

adoption of thoese principles whick

Decembir 21, 1955

make for thelr sronomic salvation. We ¢
too strongly steess the peint that pall
wolicles of that nature have hedn tried |
countries and sroved ‘futile, ard that las
beneft can only be secured by urging
removal of ta n from thelr production and
the rateing of vevenue from its natura) souvce
—the reatal valte of Jand.

THE SUGAR AGREEMENT

SPEECH BY KO

Reprinled ftem N.8W. Hansard, November 28, 1935

I think this Parlipment should show that it
recornises the chanpe which is taking place,
and indicate to the Federal Government “hat
the State of New South Wales iz onnosed to
refiewal of the sugar agocement wnless the
interests of the consumer are more adequately
protected. For vears the sugar contbine has
boasted that no Govermment hay evei Stasa IR
its way. For everv move it has taken it has
had 2 peifect alibi, I has been a penerous
eentributor to anti-Labor narty fonds. and its
vrincipal shareholders have overly taken a
leading part in'the direction of the afairs of
every aptl-Labor wartv since the formarion of
this Commenwesith, In its renort the Fowler
Cemmittee said that the combine boasteéd that
it had the Queensland Government and the
Commonwealth Government in its nocket. It
now has its own diréct representatives in this
Houge to logk after its interests here.

The combing has shways atiempted to shelter
behind the Quéensiand workérs in the ndustry.
but it is in the interests of the nowerful
Coloninl Sugar Refiining Comveny that this
agqreement was made, Just before the Federal
elections last year the Federal Government
brought dewn-z Bill to amend the Income Tax
Assessment Act. When this Bill was<n Com-
mittee, Mr. Casey (Federal Treasurer) introw
duced an amendment exempting =il distribn-
tions of houug shaves made before the st
December, 1924, This was an. open invitation
to. All companies to disrorge themselves of oon-
cealed vrofits sithout becoming liable to taxa.
Hon. The mogth following. the Federal else-

R AN T
Refining Company. the ghairmap (Mr,
F. R."Knox) announced that the directors had
decided to distribute £7.000.000 in bonus
shares. .

We shall be told that the rugar sgreement
Lepéfits the pdor peonle. but whan T have vead
out the lst of peonle who henefited from that
AT.000000 we will get 2 true idea whose
interesis are mrotected by the sugsy apree-
ment, The Knex family, which has been
dipring into the sugar howl ever since lhe
sarly Dlask-birding duys, holds 44,058 shares.
Gut of the disirihotion of the £7,000,000 they
received £801,160 free of tax. Qo we see that
the sugar agreement was not bad for the poor
Enoxes. Then there is the Faivfax familv, who
own the “SYDNEY MORNDING HERALD”
the official organ of the United Australia Party,
They hold 3,341 shaves, and their dividend out
of the distribution was £66,820 free of taxma-
tion. Not bad for the struggling Fairfases,
and it is pot bad for the Macarthur-Onslows,
whe hold 2401 shaves, or the Faithfuls whe
have 2,821 shares. Aund many similar families
receive huge Christmas boxes from this power-
ful combine.

H the sugar agresmént Is to help neceasi-
tious people 1 think the Colonial Sugar Refining
Company shave list ig the only one in which the
Knoxes, the Fanfaxes, the Macarthur-Onslows
and the Faithfuls will appear a¢ hecessitipus
persons. This Sapte Claus action on the vart
of the Colonial Sugar Refiming Company took
everybody’s breath away. If sven staggered
Mr. Casey, the Minister who inivoduced the
tazatiop legisiation in the Fediral Rouse,
becguse when he was asked if he thought the
distributign would Dhave been o0
replied, “T think the size of the 4
hzs given swprise to sl of gs” r. (ase;
apparently lmew what the Colomiasl Sugar
Refining Company was going to do whan he
introdured the legislation. Bt even when he
Tound that the mmount is be distiibuied was
50 huge ag o surprise even himself. he still
persisted in going shesd with #t
which made such hege univst profis

Even the United States of America gaoled
her privcipal gangsters for evading twxation
on an ameunt less than £7.000,000. Gf

I T. LANG

the sharehojders iu the Colonial Suzar
Company got their usnal bonus of 25
during the same year as the £7,000008 was

el
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distributed, but that was an additional antount.
2 out huge smiounts 4o th
the atruggling Fairfrzes.
entls Tundreds of thousm
ng the silence of ih
Labor newspapers of Australiz. It o
Parliament, it coptrols newspapers; a4 ir does
it all with the money that it is extracting 111
the eemsumers of supar in Aysts vader the
monopoly powsrs granted tp i by the sugar
agreement. When it buys the newspsapers it
does not do it by placing advertisements which
are recognised 2s advertisemants. It follows
-the methods of Ereuger, Insull, Staviaky, and
other oversea monopoly controlfers whe subsi-
dise newspapers to print the combine’s point
of view as if it was the néwspaper's own point
of view, It can, of course, quite easily do this,
becauge the Australian public hay paid a tribute
of over £50.000,000 to this bloed-sucking com-
‘bine.

Mr. TONKING: The hon. member’s news-
‘paper must be included in that category!

paper. Just think what this sugar combine
has hiad from Australian Governments in the
Iagt {welve months. A tax-free distribution
of profit amounting o £7,000,000, a knighthood
and - seat in Pagliament for its general
‘manager, and a renewal of its monopoly powers
eighieen months before the existing agréement
falls due. Bo powerful iz it that apparently
the United Australia Party Governments will
overcoms any obstacle fo satisfyr the merest
whim. When its geveral manager desired to
enter Parliament a seat had fo be found for
‘himp—not an ordinary seat, but a Blue ribbon
United Australia constituency, So the Govern-
'ment made provision for the appoibtment of
an extra Judge to the Supreme Court bench.
Sir Thomas Bavin was elevated to the Supreme
Court bench. and the Gordon seat handed over
+to Sir Philip Goldfineh.

At the annual conference of the Unifed-
Australia Party an.attempt was made to give
the executive the power to select condidates
for the byseléctions. That move failsd, but
whepn the Hime arrived to hold a ballot for the
selection of a candidate for Gorden, Sir Philin's
oppongnts were given no ehane
members of the Unibed fugiralis g

TSI RO, e o el snarehe
or employees of the Colonial Sugay TRelining
Compsxpy. Folly 75 per conit of the remaining
members were disfranchised, and Sir Philip
hecame the best of all certaintips when the
hallot, was beld. This combine apparently can

. do anvihine it wishss @ Awstralian polities.

On 28th TFebrmary, this vesr.” the Prime
Minister arnounced that he proposed Lo renaw
the sugar agreement. In ore day the value of
the Colonisi Sugar Company’s shares rose by
30/- & share. This rise slone meant a profit of
£1.000,000 to the sharehoiders Iikz the “poor™
Krozes and the “struggling” Fairfaxes. Since
then, of course. the shazres continued to vige,
every rise bringing more millions fo the peonle -
who continue to axploit the pepmies of the
‘people who congume sugar in Ausirvalia,

Te give an instance of how powerful this
combine ia: In 1932, Mr. White, who is now
a Federal Minister, bitterly . attacked the
Colonia] Bogar Refining Company in a speech
in Parliament, but 2 few months ago the same
Mr. White issued a pamphiet, printed by the
Govermment Printer, and paid for by the Com-
monwealth Govermment, defending the com-
pany. Nothing is impossible to this combine.
Everything iz made possible becapse the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company has 2 Govern-
ment charter that enables if to take unneces-
sary pennies from the people, and use them to
expand the power and grip of the Colomial
Sugar Refining Compayny. And yet this wealthy
cotbine, giving its millions to its rich share-
holders, has just been to the Arbitration Conrt
and obtained an award hringing in ar all-roung
reduction iy the wages of its employées, Mot
only is the combine not decent. it doss net
attempl io keep up the appearance of decency.
Faney a weelthy concern like that asking the
Courts of Angtralia to reduce the pakiry wages
of its emapleyees by three to five shillinps a
weelt! And faney a Court gramting such =
reguest. ’ i

The Government of this State must protest
to the Commonwealth Governmant against the
renewsl of the sugar agreement in iz present
form. TUntil the agreement is so framed that
producers. employess in  the industry, and
congueners are protected egually with those
who own and controf the combine, the agres-
ment must wot stand. - . . My reascn for rising
is to ask the Committee, in the interests of

bout fifty

ders
e !
_retgliation of under thle ex¥oneous belief in its

- TeMmove.

the people of New South Wales, to protest
against the renewal of this sgreement. I have
shown what the combine does. I have shown
the millions it reakes. In this Chambser i a
gentleman whe tan get up and protect that
compeny. . . . The toflers in industry vaean
more to us than what the Knoxes snd the
Fairfaxes and the Onglows do. T ask Parlia-
ment to enter itz protest, and so that it may
do so ¥ intend o test the Committee.

Retaliation

The doetrine of retalintion. so often advo-
cated, iz militant. and suggests hostility in
trade. “They strike us with their tariffs. let
us steike them in réturn,” expresgses the polier.
The real fact is that a protective tariff strikes
the nafion that adopts it; it is irue that by its
check upon trade other nations do less business
with the protected country; but the injury of
high prices, of mongpoly, of misdirected indus-
try-is suffered by the maticng which adopt the

restrietive policy. Why should we inewr similar-

loss and injury merely to show our annoyance
that they have curailed their trade with us?
The iariffs of other countries are a. loss fo
{rade generaily, Why double the loss? Reta~
liation hag been advocated for punishment, but
its penalties would recoil upon ourselves; if we
are arnoyed by the restraints on our trade, we:
do. a0t Improve trade by further restraints.
Retaliation of this kind has frequently led to
tariff wars. War in any sense is desfructive,
and commercial, Bke industrisl, war is prodne-
tive of great suffering and of materizl njury
and loss. -

But it i3 urged that retaliztion can be used
for negotiation. that by its pemalties we may
compel other matlons to remove their tariffs.
The Jogic of such a proceeding is that we teach
them Free Trade by Becoming Protectionists:
we aré to reform other people by copying their
evil habits. 'We are to put up barriers which
are an injury to cur frade apd wel-being, in
order that we may reduce them a little if our
opponents 'de likewisq, The theory is falls-
cious,
have caased ilt

iy

K& :
Begides, if ance 1 i

d hostility. and hav
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up,
protective virtues, % becomes diffiendt to

0. Armitage-Smith, M4, DLitt.

" Inconsistency of
a Protectionist

Tord Nuffield. on August 18, made a_vehe-
ment protest against the increase in prices of
his materials for motor-car production in these
words .

“I have been one of the advocates for a duty
on steel with the object of hmproving the con-
dition of the workers, but steel producers have
taken advantage of the duty to put up the
price. Tt Is impossible. while thiz state of
affairs exists. for ths British motor industry
to redure the price of cars. I say now that it
is {ime the duty was taleen off. The present
state of affairs is dispraceful. TUnless they
change their methods T will go so far as to sy
that we will buy our stesl outside the country.
I do not want to take on any further responsi-
bility mow; but IF they defy me much longer T
will go into the steel trade and produce the
steel at the same price as the foreigner.”

Het stuff, that! Lord Nuffield wants to have
bis car materials untaxed and therefore chean.
But he says nothing about the fariff protection
he has enjoyed, not gince 1932, but since 1915.
He makes no offer to start a movement for the
repeal of the car import duties. Might not &
motoring steel producer retort:

"“You, my Lord, have had 33 per cent. protec-
ter sinee 1915, and I was one of those who
helped to obtain it fer you, Now vou ask me
to consent to the repeal of the steel duties
which we have only just obtuined. If yéu
insisl, T ghall o so far as to say that T will buy
my rext car outside the country.”

it would be a pleasant change if the inlerests
which have been engaged in advoeating protec
tion for one ancther in order 1o geb support for
tarifis for themselves were now to denomrice
the protection ss granted, on the grounds that
it raises the prices of their ewn requirements.
~*The Fres Trader.”

. and Capitalist.”

Attemots to adopt it have failed: they .

LAND AND FREEDOM

Mr. Frederick Verinder, socretary of the
Engiish Leagme for the Tawstion of Land
Values, hag rendered spiendid service io the
movement by the publication of his pew baok
besring ihe shove thle. His opening chanter
mekes it clear that Iand is “The Mether of all
Things.” He showz thai: “Land. in the
widest sense of the texm, i5 the dwelling place.
the workghop, the stovehouse, and the final
ropting place of the human: enimal™ He oro-
vides abindant evidence to prove thal when
pepple are divorded from the land thev are
slaves. The chapter oh “The Value of Land”
pives seme very striking egamples of ihe
wrowth of land valves in varions cowitries,
“The Mausion House, offieial residence of the
Lord Mayor of London, stands on a vlot of land
held on perpetnal lease, since the latter part
of the 1B8th centory, at a ground ient of £10
per year. Thiz site is now wvalued at nearly

52,000,000 _*“Fhe Gity of Londom. spent £3.787

of Elizabeth’s money in acouiring and clear-
ing the- site of the Royal Fxchanee, What
is that site worth now? Plots of land in its
immeadiate neighborhood have heen sold in
rezent yeaxs at rafes varying between
£5,000,000 and. £6.500,000 per acre.” And we
have some people who still imagine al! the land
valoes are in the farming areas. and for this
rezson oppose the eollection of land value for
public purposes,

The' chanter on ‘Mononelies” is verv Inter-
esting, and provides much food for thought.
It ghoves clearly that land s the basis of mono-
polies, and that where land is free monopolies
are impossible.  Socialists would do well to vead
and studv the vhanler dealing with “Landlord
Mr. Verinder gives some teli-
ing extragts from KXarl Mare’s “Capital” to
nrove that land mononoly is the basis of capi-
talist esvloitation. He also shows clearly
what capital really is, and thet under free
copditirns there is mo power in “Cavitalism”
fo injure weelth producers. In dealing with
“Taxation™ Mr, Verinder shows how the pre-
sent system prefses umon industry and re-
stricts Tira n, but thet taking commurity
k F0E bl ¥

eiTerneny tazde g e tng
upearned iperements as  suggerted by man
well-meaning: reformers are deslt with . and
shown to be insdequste. He also shows that
the exposure of the evils of land mononoly by
those whoe favered land natiomalisation left
little to be desired. but the remedy they pro-

posed was not satisfactory.

Somé very uminating facts arve disclosed
in the chapter on “Disemployment” When
public works are urged 25 a means of dealing
with the unemplorment problem, how many
rive serious tholight to the guestion as to who
is to get the greatest bonefit. A provosal to
build 8 mew Thames bridge at Charing Cross
is mentioned, This was to cost £18.865,000,
and My, Andrew MeLaven, M.P.. for Burslem,
on & Select Gominitted of the House of Com-
mong, elicitad the faet that ne lesz than
211,122,009 of the estimated cost was to go in
purchase of Jand, easements and permsnent
rights, I{ the scheme had been carried only
a little more than one-third of the total cost
wotld have gone in labor and materials, the
landlords would have secured 'the balance.
Other similar examples are given, and Lahor
members who urge such scheres shou'd read
this work and wzin knowledgze

Other chapters deal with “Owr Heriiags of
Shame—the Strms,” the question of “Agricul-
tural Laud,” and “The Burden of the Raien”
A puher of pages are tsken in dealing mnd
apswering objections, A sirong sppeal is
made for the preparation of “A new Doomse
day Book,” and the final chapler $hows what
woidd fake place when “Economic Freedom
antd Social Justice” is established.

There i3 & very valuable appendix to the
bools by Mr. A W. Madsen. B.Sc.. secretary

-of the United Committee for the Taxation of

Land Values” This gives a summary of the
places where land value taxalion is in Brac-
tee, and indicater that the principle hes been
appiled fn many countries. We comamend this
work to pnr veadsrs, as p velushle contribie
tien ie the Hterature of the movement. The
hock s nicely hound, and the Bnglish price is
2/6 net.  We hope to have some of these.in ,
stock at a later date, when further informa-
Hom as to the Australian price will be given.
We mogt heartily congratnlate Mr. Verinder an
the very fire ool he has srodiced.
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GOLD MINE

It used to be said that London’s streets were

paved with gold. Lord Reseberw, first Chalr-
man of the London County Couneil, told us
that London had a gold mine under its feet.

Buf neither the immigrants front the villages
nor even the L.C.C. cap work the mine.

It helongs to London's ground landlords.

A fine nugget was found the other day, when
Bart's Hospital bought back for £130,000 a
piece of land which wae sold many years ago
for £130,

It is being realised that any improvement
which makes Londen a healthier place o live
in, gives the gound landiord & double “raie-off.”
Those whose land i2 acquired by the public get

within or pear the improved avea coliect
ground rents.

Take, for instance, the questien of London
traffic, sc much to the fore just now.

Leadon gtands on both sides of a tidal river;
angt better means of frafiic from Northk to
Sauth are urgently necessary. A long-talked-
of new bridge at Charing Cross was te have
cut coete hearly £17,060,000, of which over
£13,000,000 was to go in purchase of landierd
interests.

The site of Grand Hotel Buildings, at Char-
ing Cross, has been recently valued at £1,055,
E25—over £40 a square {oot.

What would bave happened fo land values
thereabout if the new bridge hed been magde,
may be inferred frem the story of Lambeth
Bridge. It cost £839,000, of which £102,500
went {n compensation to landlords. -

On the maie route from-the pew bridge fo
Victoria Station the Duke of Wepiminster
sold eight atrés of the Grosvenor Estate for
approximately £1,600,000 The "“Times” sajd:
“U is the building of Tambeth Bridge that has

stimulated this land de\gglopcﬁ%{n_: and has so

LC.C. of a Free Ferry at Wool Ve
send up by £3,000 the value of 11 acres at
North Woolwich, wought-for an open space.

The real London has mow extended far
hevord the L.C.C. boundary, and mew ftraffic
prohlems have arisen. In 9 years (1926-29)
ihe Middlesex C.C. constructed 70 miles of
arierial ronds at a cost of over £6,800,000 af
public money, aund it has been estimated that
the value of the adjacent land was increased
by £15,060,000. .

The Edmonton District Council emploved
out-of-work men to improve Bury Street, and
then had to pay £1,400 an acre for some nearby
jand which they could have had for £300 to
£400 an acre before the improvement was

msde- L

Land oo the Great West Road, which. a
short Bme ago, tomid be had for £60 an acre,
was fetching £5,000 a vear ago. A farmer at
Watford sold 2,000 feet of frontage, created
by the Watford bypass road, for F21,000—16
guingas a foot.

A tabe railway was extended from Finsbwy
Fark through Scuthgate to Coclfosters. An
estate of 192 acres, adjoining the site of the
propesed Scuthgate Station, was put up for
auction and withdrawn, 28 the highest bid
(£85,000) was below the reserved price.

At Cockfosters, an clderly woman, who
owned six cottapes and lived in ome of them,
refused £10,000 for the property which-—buiid:
ings and land—had cost only a few hundred
pounds. .

This kind of thing i3 no new discovery.

Nearly half a century ago, Mr. W. E. Glad-
stone, addressing 2 meeting in London, said:—

“We have jost been driving along your mpgnificent
Embankment But ot whose expense was that greal
permanent and stable improvement made? Instead of
being made, as it should have heen, mainly at the
expense of the permanent propriefary inteiests, it was
charged, every shilling of it, either upon the wnges
of the laboring man in fuel necessary for his family,
or upon the trade and indusiry and emterprise which
telong of necessity to a vast Metropolis 1ke this.”

He then went on to refer to the ground rents
of London, “those great unearned increments.”
The Embankment, paid for by the people of
Londen through their local rates and a fax
upon their cosl, had increased the unedsmed
ineames of the ground landiords, whose “busi-
ness was simply to receive snd pocket the vast

earnings of the Iabor, industry, and enterpriss
of their fellow creatures.” }

For instance, Qusen Victoria Streef, opened
in 1871, comnected {he Embankment with the
heart. of the Gity. Seven houses it -Eannon
Street, assessed in 1870 at £2770, were
assensed at £3,794 in 1875,

The whole of this increase was in-the iand
value: the houses themselves had not been
improved. Af 26 years’ purchase, it meant a
gift of at least £20,480 from the public to the
andlord.

It iz plain that these recent “increments”
of land value hiave been created by the peeple,
and are “unesrned” by those whoe pocket them.
But the same thing has been true of every
suyecessive inerement of the land walue of
London, created and maintained by the people
sinee the time of the ancient Britons.

The famous “Pediar's Acre” in the parish of
Lambeth was valued in 1504 at the sum of 2/8

. a year. I was bought in 1910 by the L.CC.

for £81,000 as the site for their Comity Hall.
This enormous value had been built up in the
infexrvening four centuyries by the growth, the
industry, and the public expenditure of the
peopie of Liondon.

It is all “unearned increment,” se far as the
landlords are concerned.

“Betterment” proposals are not good enough.
History and common, jusiice afike call for the
simple. and straightforward plan of a valuation
of all land, and the taxing and rating of all
taud values.

Some Thoughts
on “Protection”

Protection Is JHogical,

The pegples of the earth are constanily
striving affer easier and better means of com-
munication. They shorten distances by new
routes; they bore through mouniains at enor-
wous. expense in order ito reduce the cost of
transit and increage the bulk of commerce with
neighboyrs. They build larger steamers and
augmant: their r and speed for the same

Ipi tionel -irdde & desirable

* object, what motives govern such action?

Tt iz with thé object 4f extending commerce
and muliiplying exchenges of eommuodities
that ail tils toil aud expense are undertaken,
and in the belief that au incrense of wealth
will follow, and that abundance, cheapness, and
conseguent larger consumption wﬂ]__repay_ the
outlay. These same countries, having -stimu-
inted trade by the improved fransit, then im-
puse high tariffs to check that trade, fo prevent
its full benefit being realised through exchangs,
and to confive the trade in ceriain articles
within their own boundaries. This is the
inevitable result of tariffs, and it is the _1:esult
desired by those who seeure the imposition of
the ssffs. Is it not an illogical, pay, an
utterly irrational proceeding, for a nation o
£0 to enormous expense to open the doors of
comrperce, and then fo sirive to close them or
reduce the opening fo the narrowest dimen-
sions by impests; to triumph over Nature by
physical science and to throw away the gains
by rejecting the resulting economic advan~
tages! .

What is the meaning of this contradictory
dotthie policy of cheapening goods by easy
access on the one hand, and making them
expensive by duties on the other, thus ncga-
tiving the former by the latter and rendering
it fntile? To the unbiagsed investigator. who
realises the true aim and object of ail laber
and_exchange to be an increase of peneral com-
fort it seems the rankest folly.

Proteciion Is For Private Gaig.

How, theu, are we to explain it, since it is
common procedure on the part of infelligent
nations such as the peoples of the Tnited
States, Germany, France, Great Britain, Taly,
and Australia? The explanation is simple; the
two courses of action are promoted and con-
ducted by different groups of individuals; both
are not intended to be in the interests of the
nation as a whole.

The frst policy, that which promutes easier
zecess, assumes very correctly the advantages
and economic gain of freedrading as & umi-
versal goed. The policy of restriction is pro-
moted by groups of persoms imtevested in
obtaining monopoiies for their own products;
thay secure support by poiating 6 the activity
of particular iadustries which fourish in the
conniries under the fostering system of pro-

tection from competition. They neglect, how—
ever; to draw aftention to the effects of the-
artificizlly avgmented prices upon consumers.
The small area of benefit is magnified, the large-
extent of loss is-ignored, and the tariffs simply
_become 2 meuns of taxing the while country
for the advantage of special industries,

_ The tariff seelers nre active, in close rela-
tien, and combined in political matters; the-
consumers are scatbered and unorganised, they
have no co-hesion and are freguently ignorant
of the causes from which they soffer. Yet we
read that those who profit by tariffs are a very
smail percentage, not five per cent. of the popu-
Iation; they are, however, powerful in com-
binations, trusts, and in schemes to exploit the
suffering consumers; and a very limited num--
ber of the latter qualify themselves to investi-
gate the problem by any systematic study of
ecopomic theory.

Private Gains and National Losses.

..:...Ti}e -fallacy-involved-is-that -of-false-genernp--
hsa_‘tzon_, and gonsists in representing the gain
which is obtained in particular cases througl
the exclusion of competition’ as if it were a
general or pational gain, while it ignores

altogether the national loss due to diminished

efficiency and high prices. .

Professer Perry, sh American economist,
writes: “No protectionist tax has ever beam:
put on by Congress from the first day untit
this. day except at the instance and under the
pressure of the very men personally and pecu-
nisitly interested to Secure thereby an aitificial
rise In prices for their own domestic wares.'

It is the limitation of efficiency which causes.
the economic loss and is the root evil of all
protective systemns; the protected articte is not
produced in the most faversbie circumstances.
There is a deliberate adopiion of an inferier
mode .of production, while the richer and more
bountiful results of superior production else:
where might be cbiained by interpational’
exchange.

The INDIRECT method of obtaining the
article. by purchasing it with commadities
which ean he more profitably produced by local.
skill. and eﬁiTcienay is rejected for the less-
efficient. method of TIRECT local production.
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"of Government

- All the benefits of government are accurately”
messured—aot by any marn-made statutes——
but by a lzw of nature as irresistible as the law
of gravitation. - .
Wlhat js that measure? The measure is this:
The benefits of afl good government are accu-
vately reflected in the VALUE OF LAND.
Why is 2 lof in one part of a city worth five:
—ten—s hundred—a thousand times as much
as the same sized Iot in ancther part of the

. same city 7

Everybody knows the amswer.

Where the streets are improved—paved and
curbed. with side-walks, water, gas, sewer,
street car services, ete., there lots wilf be high
prired, provided only that these improvements
have heen put in where they were needed—
where the people congregate and need them to
use.

Ruild & new school house and lots go up in
price.

Run a paved road through the country and
the farms will sell for more money.

But good government is not the only thing'
thet increases the price of land in the coantry
or lots in the city.

Every child born inte the world adds to the
value.of land. Every self-supporting immi-
grant adds. about $1,000 to the land value of
the eity when he leaves his ship. This, then,
i3 the natural law. The value of land is created
and sostained by the pregence of the peaple;
by their civilization, by their intelligence; by
the services their government rénders; by
sverything that makes z place more desirable
for & home or a business lveation, It there-
fore follows that people should pay for the
support of our common needs—not according
to their weaith or their poverty—rnot aceording
to their physical or mental ability; but accord-
ing TO THE VALUE OF LAND THEY
POSSESS. .

Mot farmexs are eity home owners—most
workers of all kinds, whether in eountry or
city—are now paying three or four times as
much taxes as they would under this theory.
Printed and Published for the Henry George League, |

George Parade, Adelaide, at the Reliance Printexy,
46 Wakefield Street, Adelside.




