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LET ALL TAXES ON PROPERTY AND PRODUCTS (EASE—-PADELFORD

THESE ECONOMICS ARE PACKED WITH VITAL AND OBVIOUS DISTINCTIONS AND TRUTHS
Accusing Democracy of Tyrasny

TYRANNY QF DEMOCRACY QR THE
PROLETARIAT?

CONSTEFUTIONALISTS  AND
others, mostly big ‘T Republicans
or G.0.P’s who are active re-
cently in elaborating the distine-
tion between 2 republic and a de-
mocraty i ovder to denounce the
latier us ‘tyraney of the majority’
and even communism, need some
more thinking. .

The fact is that we are coming
to & akow-down ¢f a gap thot was
left between that DECLARATION
OF DEMOCRACY using the in-
terchangeable word INDEFPEN-
DENCE and the ‘fundamental do-
ument' which was presumed te
put that decleration inte statute
iaw, but which did net,

S¢ we nave not had any stb-
stantizl apd renlistie demacracy.
We have had a woud Lo pley with
i polifies, And moralists and sen-
tzmentuusts have propagandized

many vague fdeoiogics with it. Dut
":s BOOWOMIC SIGNIFICANCE
Dhas hardly been mentioned.

And thiz showdoewn will bring
on apother showdown more inter-
esting and personal, which. will
call up the parabie of the shoep
and the peatst—I3 the trouble
with demeeracy that it is the ele
ment that is agaivst special priv-
ilege? And that it is the ONLY

sani-threet.to Morepelz mud. Gur.

Enemy the Stais?
YWHO WANTS DEMOTRACY IN
AMERICA?

AND WHD THINK THEY CAN
s sadherenze o cowstitutionsl
lezips or representative republi-
canism sidestap the essence of de-
wmoeracy while toying with its
natee and continue to enjoy the
privileges of basic monopoly and
devasiating taxes that impoverisk
avery individual sad =1 indusiry ?

Yor 106G years Monopoly and its
‘Collector' of product-taxes have
anjowed the protection of cembin-
ad politics, education, church and
pregs, But outstanding in the &n-
nalg of our ‘Revolution that Was’
and ‘Gur Enemy uhe State’ are
the faets that the two great class-
a3 most hurt by ‘the aysiem’ sise
defend it

Thiz is the ‘Revolution that was
NEEDED'—and  that W
And fivst to blame for this is the
Copiteliel whe is the owner of
nearly aoil wealth. Numerically
first should be the misicad work-
ar—nenrly everyone. But he s
OUT gnti] this misicadership i
changed.

How naturnl then ihat the sec-
ond vichim of an insane economic
system, who Nas ORGANIZED
LABOR IN VAST PRODUCTION,
showld lead its ovpanization in cor-
rection of its spstem of distribu-
tion or division of its Droduct—
eapecially es that correstion is
agually vital o capital and all of
s customers—EVERYONE?

#

HiSH SALES—HIGH PROEITSm
HIGH INFLATION
WEWSPAFER HEADLINERE
snd texi-writers seem to Dbe un-
conselons of whai 21l the high-
jinjs M the big stores and biz
corpopations mean. ‘Whether they
faol amy of the owners, stockhold-
ers oy unble burers on whom
falls the full force of D¥FLA-
TICGHM, or whether they fool enly

themselves:—

The wenderfol records of “eor-
papation profite’ or the bip jumps

WASN'T,

1N BETWEEN TWC TYRANMIES

THE TYRANNY OF MONO-
poly—ne matter how many. ‘Te:
volutions Thers Have Been'is
still bigwer and more tyrannical
then ever. And the tyraumy of the
Proletariat which is perfectly des-
cribed by burccracy snd stateism
getting its power by Moeb-Laber-
Unionjsm—these are our Two Ty-
raynies. NOT the revelufion and.
demoeracy.

The prier of these Tyrannies is
Basgic Monopoiy: for without that
we would never have had the
ather. And to end the other—the
confusion and chaos of indostrial
or class war and the revolution
that was and iz—we oniy need to
end that speuial form of under-
lying or fundamentzl monapoly-—
OF THE EARTH ITSELF.

In fact, #f we do net end that
monopoly the tyranny of the State
and of the Proletariat cannot even
be absted. Exemination, in Hussia,
Eugland and France will show you
that ihese twe Lyrannies are not
zt all uncomfortable bedfellows.

In Englend the new Profetarian
or Socialist government i3 punmip-
ing the last farthing of sub
stanes from s 40 mildon work-
ors’ pocksts to  pay  oXxcessive
mins-owners' prices. And in USSR
ali its Kalaks or Farmers or Pea-
aenta have. been EXPROTRIATED
of theiy lands 4o serve hurecratie
monopoly.

FROLETARIANISM AMD
DEMOLRACY

GARRETT'S NARRATIVE IS
perfect in showing the Machia-
vellian perfection with which this
revolution has beer used to satisfy
the popular and nabursl yearning
for DEMOCRACY, And his skill
iy is needed to show how a drive
sgainst femocracy way now be
made, vsing ay if it were de-
mocracy, the evidence of FProle-
tarian Tyranny.

Just as in the one-to-nine-sieps,
popular confusien and propaggnds
comviets capitalism of the ceimes
of wmoenopoly, so the same techmic
cah  wasily utilize all the mob-
rale of Marx' class-war plus labor
meonopely and confusion, to dis-
eredit. demotracy.

The art and businsss of FEL-
LOW-TRAVELLING 1s the major
foree in swch a contest. This is
cne place where Garrett might
have been sitanger. Anscther ‘pro-
blew’ i3 needed fo compare the
atter weekness of Communism
naing its own name or zny of its
Marx alibis, down o the numercus
progressive and Tberal ingepions
substifutes,

Even ‘“lemocracy’ has  been
iexpely taken over in the vast
united fron: movement in which

the Browders, Hillmans sand Fos-
ters have had such power zaad
gooperation-in-butlding, from the
Roosevelts, Morgenthous and Fep-
pers, The revolution was largel¥
Put Over ameng 27 million New
Daaets and only weakly resisted
by 23 million G.0.P. ‘progressives’

. —all with no use of mllecﬂv;st

realitizs.

in retall volume ave all the saue:
just Iaflation. Apd these profits
and sales will vanlsh gs thay came
and leave nothing behind thew as
rominders of the prosperity ime
plied ip both the loud-spesking
hweadiines snd nice-wsading stale-
ments.

Congervative Couneil is not too
Plentiful. Dr. H. M. Padelfwd E5Y
one of America’s Prof

a fauliy conveption of 2 democrs-
tic soctety. In = totaliterizn State

Fgonomic Counseilors, He is a
leading Hemeopathic Physictan of

Nationai Repuie—ene of few.who.

knorors the natural laws Lehind his
Crerative Science.

Apd this hag led him to study
the imwz behind the preater Sci-
ence of Creation and of the won-
derful Universe that has been sup-
plied to mankind. Dr. Padeiford,
whe hins spent an average lifetime
in Fall River, Mass., iz 3 zparing
author; he has wiitten a mymber
of admirable pammphlets and. many
treatises buf his conservatism i
showm in his cave to make every-
thing he says cover novel reasoned
pozitions snd add up to new in-
fomnation not left for debate

STUDENTS OF HISTORY,
having knowledge of existing eon-
ditions and tendencies, mzy well
fear that the life of the United
States, as & Constitolional Repub-
He, is drawing to 2 close.

The wspirit of sturdy independ-
ence which has made this country
great s waning and more mad
more people are coming to believe
that our modern politico-industriat
machinery can sdccessTully fone-
tion ouly undar ﬁ*e guidanee or
contrel of an efficient and wise
gbvernmem‘..

“Plarped Eronomy,” which is
hut.inciplent socizlism, is.nuw pros
posed a3 the necessary next step
in our nationz! development, A
plapning govermment, or depart-
ment of government, {f it is To be
affective, must have power {0 en-
foree its decress. Sueh ap economy
then dmplies an authoritarisn and
{inally a totfalitarian government.
In & democrmey mneither of these
have any placs,

Collectively we affirm that “All
men are oreated equal, that fthey
are andewed by their Creafer with
certain unelienable Rights,
smong these arve Life, Liborty and
the pursuit of Happiness,” and
“thal g secure these rights mov~
ernments  are instifuted among
men” This ¥s but to assert thal
the zovornmert, in & democraecy,
nteet  insure equality of oppor
tunity and securty of persvn and
of property.

Ag control of property is, in ef-
Teckt, cohtrol of persem it fulh'ms
that if meh are to be free their
rights to own property must be
respected,

THE RIGHT OF EVERY IN.
dividual %6 poszess the froits of
his own labor is natoral and um-
alienable. To the producer belongs
the things produced. To deny this
is but to affirm that property is
to be owned by those who rre
strong enocugh te take and held
it. I¢ thi= latter concept iz scund
there can be in the world ne last-
ing peace. But it i8 not somnd.
Froperty ownership is bused om
production. The ereator of wealith
is its rightful owner. Property
rights arve vital. But private prop-
erty righis are of wno possible
worth if, upen the property of in-
dividusls, the governraent has a
first and unliprted lien.  Thie
shoutd be self-ovident. And equai-
Iy as evident ahould it be that a
government instituted to make
gecure ceriain rights eanpot ftself
Lkt or nullify these righis. No
government, in a delecraty, has
er can have the right to seize
private property by taxstion.

Thoss who contend that the 1-1g-ht
to tax (peivate property} is in-
herent ir the political state have

-t st compasaion -

the t is sovereizn, The
people are subjects, The edigts of
the gevornment are the few, Might

15 right..In. a dempcracy the peo-

ple are soversign, The government
is a servant =nd quslified to ex-
ercise only delegated powers.

No individasl is gualified to
take from any other, without ade-
quate compensation, his preperty,
or any part of it, Powers which
the mdividoal does not pussess he
cerfainly eannot delegate. It there-
fore feliows that any hody of
delegates, or agent of thie body,
which, in & democracy wnderts|
io swize private property by taza-
Hon exercises power which iz
usurped is, in fact, tyrannical.

IN THE TAX DEPARTMENT
of our various governments social-
ism has its begioaing and democ-
racy begins its decline, It is here
that oopposition to soeciglism, ox io
stateisim, if it is to be successfui,
must tske place, Mere argumwent
amdl denunclation must be futile.
Tnlese we sstabfish secarity of
property we shall have, im the
not-distant fwture, a sosialistic
State.

The Federal Constitution grants
to the Government the power to
lay oad cellect faxes. Bot e clause
in the Bill of Righis denies to the
Government the Tight to {ake pri-
vate property for publn. BES vuth-

Fuality and security, which are
necegsary conditions to a free and
prosperous social State are abbain-
able only if this forbidding cisnase
is literally ropsirued nad sheped.

Taking private property by tax-
stion is taking private property
for public use, znd this without
just compensation. Courts have
conceded this but have contended
that, ihe clense applies, not. to
taxation, but to eminent dowmain,
This is an opinion, not a law, To
acnspt as 2 law tids opiion is fo
snbstitute for a government by law
& government by men.

If the United States & to sur-
vive 28 2 Comstitutional Republic
all private property must be made
[EXS & A

But we must kave government.
That government mnsi b suppart-
od. I#, for the support of the gov-
eroment, private property cannot
be taken it mocesaarily foilows
that there exists, in quantity suf-
ficlent fur the suppert of all legiti-
mate goverpmental activities, what
should be clessified as public prop-
<rty.

GROUND, OR ECONOMIC,
Rent is sccially created. It is the
fruit of the labor of no indgividual,
Ne individuai can claim i, or any
part of it, under the ples that he
has been its producer. Contem-
poranecously with the developmers
of sociaty o 2 point where crgat-
ized governmaent hatomez neces-
sary, and with the growth of gov-
ernment, Jand comes to have a
value for use sufficient lo defray
in full thal govermmegpt's every
iegitimate expense. Thoss who are
willing to #ee it mnst recognize
in thie the hand of FProvidenca,
God has ordained that govers-
ment shal] exist. Alss God has
provided revenue for its support.

I justies s to be done, if equal-
ity of opportunity §8 to exist, and
i private propexty vights are to
be securs, the guvermner:t, which
is the sccredited agent of sodefy,
must apprrgvjatp for secial use.
G .JLri, vy Eeonomic Rent.

Men will a0t build upen or other-

wige improve lamd vnlesa they are
assured that thev can hold it st
least as long as the life of the
improvements. Tt thexefore is ex-
pedicat  that land be privately
owied, But such pwoership must
be for secarity, not for prof.xt.

Two things nre eéseniial to hu-

man life. These are air and land.
Deprived of either man connoct
five. The proposal thai any In-
divideal be empowered to colloes
[rom any other payment for the
air that he breathes would excite
vidicnle—and rightly. That wiieh
s true of air & truc alse of land.
& osystem of land tenure under
which individusls ave given the
power to eolisct from thajy fel-
iows pmyment for the use of Iand
is movally wromg. It eanneb
be defendad, Land is rot a proper
objeet of purchase or saie. In a
iy Christinn society # will net
be dealt with a8 a commedity,

LAND OWNERSHIP MUST BE
vondidicned upon the payment o
socieky, at stated times, of fees
or texes, which equal its rent, rept
being & measure of the valne of
the adviniage acerulng by reason
of loeatdon or gquality of 2 piven
section of land.

The investment value or markey
rice of land is s net rent Lapuas-
ized. If yent is socialined, that is

taken over by ibe "merrm.er't “tor
sogial wee, land wili become price~

iree, will cesse #o have any huz-

amdisel  cabie, Tithe to-my-piven ™
section will be conditioned upon
the m;rmmﬁ. of itz rent, directly
or indirectly, to the govermment,
La‘m at and below ithe so-called
“margin  of awltivation,” as it
sields mo rent, will be free in every
sense of thet term. The soeializa-
tion of vent wi¥l brivg to an end
iand specnlation. Upused land will
then Dbecome, in effect, a Public
Domgin.

Whes free land offers to any
dissaiisfied or uremployed worker
the cpportunity for self-employ-
ment there can be no isveluniary
idleness, One who uges land which
vogts him nething and whe ia re-
quired o pay taxes on nejther
proparty nor income, directly or
Indirsetiy, shenld be zble ensily to
support himsel and his family.
Suéh n one iz indusirialiy fiee.

Tidlustrizl slovery has its im-
mediate cauge in the wmonopoliza-
don of land, Smehk menopolization
is directly traceable o, is the im-
mediate result of, govermmental
seizure of private property by tax-
ation,

Where private property is taxed
the taxes on land will be reiatively
light—will be less certainly than
its normal rent, Land will zhen
have an uvestmant vaive which Is
that pari of the rent which the
government falls 1o coliect, capitzl-
ized at the emzrent tate of interest.

WHEN ALL  AVAILASLE
lang buas conre inie private owper
ship specolation begins. Land va.
lues soar; the lomit iz what the
traffic will bear. Those who under-
take either fo purchase or hire
lapd wilf he compelied to pay
whatever the iapdlord sess fit to
demand. Owners of land, where
sach conditions exist, are a priv-
ileged class. Thay reap where they
do not sow, For the incomes whick
they roceive from land they make
no retwrn; they render no serviee,
they furpish ne goods. They are,
us @ class, parssitic, Where such
taere can be neither
eq.m'u't,v ¢f opperianiry ner }mnce
in the digiribution of weal

(Centinued n No.o B4 1ssue)
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democraty

Rugged individvalism Must Meé; Rugged Collectivism Hoif-Wey
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There erg fwo kinds of Demecrocy: Foiltice! and Economie.

eIBoCracy

CHAL, H. INMGERSCLL, Editer gued Peblisker
7145 Broodwey. New York Qity

erch
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© GHARLES H. INGERSOLE

an industrinlist and
entific BEconomics, Cor
eripinater, in 1802, of the “waieh
that made the deilar famous’. 500
miliion sold, Recerd broadesster
and lecturer, Beoncmics and Tamm-
tion, near)y avery State. President

National Tax Relief Assoctation.
Ed. ‘democracy’. 1163 Broadway,

Wew York Ciky.

Rﬁgge&ness

WHAT 15 RUSGED INDIVIDUSLISHMT

THIS QUESTION SBOULD BE
answered accurately by its friends
5o that attacks frem its enemies
may be more effectively met. For
new the Marxists are applying
the aceusing Bame to our indus-

HUMAN RIGHTS

RIGHTS OF MAN==ANE THE
RIGHTS OF MEM

IT HAS TAKEN & ILOT OF
Iooking ¢ se¢ ths obviens in-
¥ of fhese two gGuite
simpla rights. And believe it ox
not, to this day thrn the middle
ages of great philosophers, siates-
men, writers and ecomomists dewn
to mow, ne ene buz Henry George
has made a properly robnded
statercent of what our SOCTAL
apd INDIVIDUAL RELATION-
SHIP actually i=.

Meantime the subject .has heen.
fooled with on & iremendous scsle.
Examgples: by our Declaraiion and
Comstitutieon, by Mark's 2000
vages, far the Froletzriat: and
againsg the individual! FDR's ‘Re-
volution That Was', costing us
tax-paying-suckers zay (conserva-
tvely] 500 billion and 5 million
precicus lives.

Ang today keen writers ars call-
-ing George = sociallst and dem-
cracy an obvious fafleve (or ori-
ginal sin) which shows ux the
most horrible examiple: which A.
. e forcing on our atten-
tien in his ‘Our Enemy the State’,
in hi§ relyctant comviction that
we cannot in calenlable time mus-
fer the necessary indignation and
inteltigence f¢ escape this eneny.

And it iz pot that the means
of espape are not lkown and in-
stantiy availzble: considering that
the 'WES' who suffer aye bobween
95 and 100% of evaryone: VE. the
‘precicis parasites’ € to §%---BUT

trizlism which is &il our labor and  that our State has our sources
capital: and destroying them i of edueption, information, and
fratricidal  ‘class-conscloBs  Whr-  even ethieai and spirituzl infln-
fare.” ence s¢ CUORRUPTED that we

Lere for & mionent we showid eannot escape from s evil ln-
comopare the positions of Geovge  fluence.
whoge naine i3 the only raﬂ}!l"-gi - LIS QNLY CAN

IVIRUA
}m o “*Q'"sl'-ié us &

Marx whese name stands fo:: de-=—
truction of thet system., For moxe

clear-cat  oppositensss  nolhing
sowld BE.

RUGRED meazns «allout indi-
vidual. Tt means that there ls

nothing BUT individual. There is
wo aitempt, in this definition, to
diseover whether in the heaven
and esrth of the whole universe
thers is any possible confiict with
this atl-out vuggedness. Did the
earth itself and the heaven above
all belong to the individual?

The pringiple of the individus!
- free and supreme — i¥ not
bruught into guestion. In fadt it
is only to make securs that prin-
cipgte and all individual property
ang rights, that econcmigts sush
as {eorge, Tecognised and insisi-
ed on individualists recognisiog-—
thai there jis somathing besides
the imdividuat: and without which
he could not exist in peace and
prosperily,

HOW TC SAVE INRIVIDUALISM

FROM [TSELF?

NQT WITH PHYSICAYL FORCE
against its ignovant collectiviss
clagg-war. Certainly not by da
fending it in &ny faise position.
And eccrtainly nob by denving the
rights of SOCIETY when even the
Socialist doesn’t understand those
rights. For he ig in this exect
position «f EXCESS RUGGED-

Individeal’s righty are inalien-
obie. As such we should defend
themi—even to death—against ev-
ery encroachment even of socisty
or govermment. But Soclety is com-
posed of all individuals and as
such alse enjoys eqoal fnalisnabjl-
ity of vights. And hence the in-
dividuzl can o pretect his rights
by ceding socisty's righis.

It is npoen this simple and cbvi-
ous point thet praciically all our
world eonfustor of fhis day ond
age hinges. Thiz point comprises
the prime economic issue on which
resta all the other ma)nr isanes,
The es¢momie issue is that of
FRCPERTY and OWNERZHIP

AND IT CAN O¥WLY DO IT BY
suving espitaliss and dewoeracy.
Ip cther words owr CIVILIZA-
TICHN, now by threatening to go
by the board, as have alt previeus
ones, can ouly be saved by com-
solidating these three siystems and
perfecting their relationship, Nei-
ther can be sven pictured without
bath the others.

Let us check this over: In=
dividualism’s most intimate co-
portaer s industry which is fabor
zud eapital. Iabor without de-
mogracy wonld be like the wnion-
~labor-monopoly of today redoced
fromy probably 125 million to 15,

CGagital relies on  maximams—
preduction, volume, employment,
profit.

And these three, alowme or fo-
gather cawnel servive without a
REVERSAL of our economic sys-
tem resuiting in doubling produc-
tion and employment by UNTAX-
ING products, And by freeing all
natural prodocts  from present
menopoly by shift of the taxes
19 that monopoly.

S0 while it might be said that
srving either of our other ndis-
pensables would save sur society,
since they are integers of economic
exigtence, the problem does not
change. This is oar way of Qife
earrected and made fo work. The
other ways are first the old way
of boorn and bust: er that of
modern Monopely, Burceracy awd
Berfdom.

on which rest poveriy, domestic
and world-war,

Oor individusilsm and democ-
racy, say «f Jefferson, and even
his precedent Decluration and sub-
sequent Constitution, failed to
note that owr fotal estate was
ahout balf each individual and so-
cial. And that no ideology or Sta-
tus of Justice, Peace ov Prosperity
conld exial 8o long as this Indispu-
table fact was unrecognized in our
Easic and Statue lawz.

A Tangled Covniry And Worse-Tangled Werld

H. A, Jocksen Goncindes "Oui of The Frying Pas

My, Juckson i February ‘demoecracy’ preposed an UM
Commision o control alt ear resowrces incinding eenditioning
them for redistribution to every eounivy of the world apd at
uniform and feir nem-monepelistic costs. This fermula has
ot salisfied some sliat-once anti-monoepslisis.

Stricfly according to Eeconr e Seience they are right.
But the & strict economist Jackson also admits having an eye
to the petting of economics inte infernational as well as other
taw: and so does not depart from the truism that Reme took
more than one day to baild, as some do.

ACCESS BEING ON EQUAL
terms 0 all, no insgnalities would
then generate wars. Thiz agenty
shouid withheld such ruesonrces
from aggressor mations, should
they seek to use their share for
aggression.

& policy of eonservation shouid
protect the interests of the pres-
ent- and- of future generations,-in
the p:oductéon and use of these
agenzies, which as I have indi-
eated, ard a2 natural heritage of
all people, of all lands and of all
ages, Not only woeuld =uch a policy
prevent the majsr caupe of wer,
but all the great prmlegﬂd cor-
porations now dealing in natural
resources wod lefrlslatwely areated
privileges, then weould Dbe ferced
to do bosiness on the smne terms
as apy other business organiza-
tion, and we would for the first
time in human hismry, enjoy real
“iree enterprises.”

Leave thote wonopolstic lever-
ages in privale bands under =
fasnist  administered super-mili-
Eary goser-ung power such ag Ba-
ruch’s pian would creste, and
atomic processel will serve only
ke fasten on the unprivileged of
the whole workd, a master ciass
whick would never be shaken off.

With individual vational sover-
sign power, relating te natiomal
defense surrendered, and the sole
military power vested In a super
state, such ag that power would
make  the U.N. the whole world
would be at the wmercy af the di-
rectors of that mighty orgamniza-
tiem .

BEFORE I'CLOSE, 1 WaNT
to ‘eall altention to osnother mis-
apprehengion i eurrent thought,
This is ibe question of under-
standing or lack of it, between
Rosgin ard Armeriea. Tt hecomes
very itkzowme o have to lisien to
well-mesning alleged Hberals
shime in with dyed-in-the-wool
reactionaries in chenting the same
dirge. They vepeat, *“Why can't
the Russians understand u and
the purity of our mwtive?” The
Fuseians come back with the same
argumenis about us not being able
to uiderstand them.

The apswer to it all is that beth
peoples could understand if they
were given the true facts to work
on. As the cuse stznds, the Rus-
sian people are miven a censored
awd gurbled account of the facts
with extraneons chauvinistic mat-
ter thrown in.

The Ameriean people are treat-
ed te whet smounis i0 a cemsor-
ship of the Teal lacis, thru the
garbled account given thiz coun-
try by Hs diplomats and leaders.
The real bonss of contention are
never permitted to be brought to
Jight for the common people of
aither sida to see.

There is no misunderstanding
among the diplomats of hoth
sides, either of thelr respective
peoples, ox of the real issves a2t
stake. The real Teason for the
contention is that they understand
sach other end the iscues enly tao
well. They realize and understand
that it wouwld be fatnl for them
to doze for an instant, or the
other sharks wonld bhave their
shirts, What I wmean hy thiz is
that the present snd in fact =ali
friction, whether diplomatie or
military, resulis bhecause of the
sirnggle for possession of the
Farth’s strategic natural re-
sourees, No tactics, no matter how
foul, are barred in such o contesl,
and it weuld be a grave mistalie
from their point of view, to trusi
their diplomatic opponents, or
take iheir respective peoples in-
to thelx coofidence, where privi-
tege’s intevests are uf stalke.

17 IS ALWAYS WAR TO THE
1t, with the common people do-
ing all the £ hting, =od the prize
going to privileged. In the last
sevarpl h\mdred Fears, there hasy't
heen a major war that hasw'l haen
fought for theose prizes.

‘The Russizp manfpulators are
trying to coxral all the oil and
Gther uatural resources and bring
them under thelr domination, for
iljuir own use and Lo prevent their
use hy their military oppenents.
Frowt all accounts of thelr meth-
odg, the Ruesian peaple do net get
anything in particalar from such
acquizition heenuse of the buresu-
crats’ habit of turning the cream
te their own benefit, rather than
tn the Russian people. While the
Rassian People gre a million times
hetter off than they were under
the eczars, still thay are a long
way from: benefiting in prepor-
tigz to Enssia’s capabilities.

When the Riessisn people wers
trying te free themselves from
czarigin, 8}l the great nations, in-
chiding thiz country, g:mqed up
on ther and made it Tust 25 teugh
for them as possible. The Rus-
siang haven't forgotten this, nor
the fact that the Russian offers
to disarm and encourhge apen
trade relatigns were fuwrned down
becanse contrel by Britain wis ‘ot
included in the arrang

Af nearly every tmm our State
Department has pulled Eritain's
chestnute out of the fire, and we
have buiit up sech a deep-rooted
susmicion for us op the part of the
Russings, thet it i3 difficult to
eliminate it now. .

This is why the Russiaue with
their crnde dipiomatic metheds
find it difficult to hide the feel-
ing which the erafty but polizhed
divloraztic methods of the other
powers muke it so easy ¢ ob-
seure,

RUSSLA 18 & DICTATORSHIP
just as truly as was Nazi Ger-
many ang its hail-baked tommun-
istic  ecomomy will wndoubtediy
cauge the fall of that eounlry,
‘Because of the ecomomic fallacies
contained i comumumizra, Tom-
spunism most evencually and grad-
uelly shift vast power iute the
fignds of few men, and that power
wiil always be abused, no vantter
in whese hands it resis.

However, the present Russizn
dictatorship is operated by able
and intelligent men who can see
that fremendous power iz now
wielded by crafty and seif-seeking
men in other countries like ours,
where democracy s supposed fo
rule, They can see thab ihe rank
and file of the people are densely
ignorant of what is really going
on in their rames, This iz the
repgon they mean fo see that if
anybody Js o be taken for & ride,
it won't be them.

If we hed been frazk and coop-
exative with the Ruseiow 2t the
outset, I believe that we wonid
hsve had 2 thomsand times less
troubte with them at ihis time
than we are experiencing. They
don't trust our diplomats, and who
can blame them?

The Britisk sad the Americans
ave trying fo achieve the same
goa! for our mide, as are the Bus-
sians: aad what do we mean by
“Onr gide?”

4 REPRESENTATIVE (OF
our Stote Department said re-
cently, “We beve seevificed so
mueh of our nateral resouiees Sn
the war, that we are entitled to
share part of the oil of the Near
East” Then further éxplanation
revesled the fact that what he
meant by “We” was that the Stan-
derd Qi Co,, was to get fhat ol

.4
inte Fee

grugchk Afomics Firg

¥ the Russivns win o that com-
test for ofl in the Mear Best, thelr
will eperate those re-
ainty for the benelit of
the Rossian buresterats. If the
Eritish smd Americans win, ave
those regourcag to be owned, con-
i ited fov the hene.
icen people? Nod
v will he turned
archy of British
and American monopriies sach az
tke Standard Oil, the Pupant out~
fit, the General Flecitic Co,, e,
and wili be opersted solely fox
the benefit of the manipulatars
of those corperailons,

T# wé enler war with other na-
tions, it iz understood that thosa
resources will he used to win fo
: weaning that our mang-
Tl ba permitted to oper-
for  their owm henefit,
war iz baing Fonght, the
Amnzerican pecple will be taxed and
bended for bilijons te pay for that
war, and mertgaged into the dim
future in the proecess, After that
war, the burden of principle and
intevezt, fogethar with the regular
peacetime exactions will continuwe
“til time is o move. This is what
privately owssd and governmanial-
ir sponsored naimral resemrces
M@ATi. -

By the time the pecple have
Tead miles upon miles of diple-
matie double-talk, camoufinged by
g sprinkling of cheuvinistic homa-
gromy pairiotimm, they have en-
tirely Jost zight of the faei that
those fakers ave really noi fight-
ing for the peopie’s interesi, but
for an exclusive sent at the hush-
table of privilege from mow on.

Thus, if the people of the whols
world, and egpecially Americs, can
sheke the cohwebs off their brains,
they may force the UN. to ses
that the natural vesources of the
world are operated for their hene-
Tit, and se release Nature’s vield
to ail alike end ot the same price
to all, at cost of production for
private fabrication and refinement.
Then, ne canse for war ¥
longer E%ist, -

TG REPEAYT, IT ISNT BE-
cause the diplomats fail to under-
stand sach other, that frictien and
delay results, because they under-
scand each eother too well.

Nstiomally sponsored from{men
for privaie perivilege recogmize
aeross the dislomatic table, other
wolves of the same calibre &nd
know that ne halds must be barred
if they are to win; especially when
it is the cormicn peeple who myst

pay for them. The common. paopie
of no land, cut the slightest fig-
ure in such a struggle, exceptin
to furmish the capnom foddey, n
caze it iz necessary to fight with
bombs, for the prize.

Asserting the right of the peo-
ple of the world, to nature’s gift
to all the people of the world,
womld not mean communism, hot
simpiy an assertion of the right
of 2ll men to nature’s gilts te =l
men.

After these resources are liber-
ated to the people on those torms,
every other aclivity should be
wade as free as the xir and with-

ot governmental interfersnce or

penzlty, as long as every other
men’s rights are respected,

Then and then only, will enter-
prise be really free and then only
will there be = general under-
standing between men of all races.

We have no right to seli the
birthright of fulure generations
for “a mess of potizge” The fu-
tove of civilizntion is at staka: let
us face the facis,

Reduced to its lowsst ferras, 3t
iz comen ownership aud adminfs-
iration of nature's gifis in na-
tural resources, and freedom from
governmental interferemce in ev-
ery other particular, o» elee i iy
aronomic zed eventwal practoal
slavery for a world Ipnovemt
enough fo permit the predent gys-
tem fo comtinve, or Baruck's sys-
fem to come into being.

. A, Facksen,
8310 Larga Avenue,
Loz Angeles 2fi, Calif.
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Fage Three

THIE MEANS FREEDOM OF &

DEAR 3H, NGERSCLE,—E0 YOU PRINTED MY LETTER,
amd Pm tickied pink. Ir 3 he first tine In vears that an editor
kas prinicd apything of wure that I wanted to write and enjoyed
wz'il.i;zg dbout Henzy Georse and the Single Tax,

Vow I'll get right to work and tell you why I wrote wnd
wh.xt ' drivimg at. Nowaday: we are told to bo PRACTICAL,

10 be REALISTIC, snd FACE UP TO TEINGS A5 IS,
Al right. Thats fine. Thar's the way se do.

I have o bit

of a croed on that line that I've worked on fox yests and found
it peys off, ae the saying iz This s it

BF IN WHERE YOU ARE, WITH WHAT YOU

‘B GOT, ARND

THEN (0 N FROM THERE.

And now, Mr. Ingersail,
did ¥ write thai jomg lsiter wh
vau were good sacugh to p:mi”
it was because it struck me that
you are patiing eut a littlo paper
with three o four headline pre-
positions that ought to be read by
enough. Amevican prople. to. elect
the mext president wocd Congress
to mube those propositions inte
the lews of the jand

Now tEat'e biting off a pretty
hig ehunk to chew on, but I'm in
z position to Imow that fhat's just
what sume mighty big and in-
Auentizl pecule are out Lle do
right now; and 'm suying thet the
time kas come for we American
peonle lo get into lhe geme eardy
sed do some of the pelicy-meking
and candidate-picking on our own
hank,

\'m iet’a bhavs a look &l that

why

of it. To begin with, iet’s face mp
to the fact that we wre in a maess,
T no pessimist. [ don't believe
in glooms and deoms znd morbid

melarcholies, We Ar¢rican peg-
ple do too much worrying abeut
things—and mozt of &il we worry
apd wait, whimpsr and whine, and
d¢ nothing, while gll surts of spe-
cigl groups, {business, religiovs,
poiitical and what have you) are
as busy as beavers "cocking wp
schemer” te puzzle our wits and
rake in our dellars.

And that's why it occorred io
me to write under the mask of

We American People in Persom.

The great Emerson once wrote,
“Speak your lalent thowght, and
i shall be the universal senge
and T believe that moet all the
Ameriein peoble feel_and think
and believe and want just ahost
the way 1 fecl and think and be-
Heve and want

My, Wallace has made much of
his saying thai thiz is the century
of the cemmon Wan, So far, Mr.
Wallzee is dead zight., That’s
whai's turning the whels world
upside down. Al of 2 sudden,
within these f{ew wvears that I
Lave lived, some fwe and a qoar.
ter Billion human bainge on this
planet have commenced to feel
the stir of semething s brand
now  apd revelutionzry af  ever
moved {he himan mind in any age
of the past. And the new some.
thing Is ag old as man himself:
people want to live befter and
have mere to live for. And that's
the most wonderful thing so far
produced by the progress of man-
kind.

My old friend, Russell Conwell,
the Great American Preacher who
proached and leetnred to mere
people than any other man of re-
cent tinles end left behind him a
Great Charch in Philadelphia, a
Great College, a Great Hospital,
and a vision that’s rumming Hke
new wine ihrough all this earth—

In oy Isst chat with him before
he died, he sald two things, one
of which dazed me as with o scck
of the fist, the olher dazzled me
like the rising and shinizg of the
sun. The First went like this:

“ig I look back aver the fifty
years during which I suppose I
have tatked and preached and
iectured to wmore people than
any other American man or wos
man, I am saddened by vne ap-
palting faci, People will not face
up to their opporfuuities, fake
hold of their governments and
their institutions, and malke
there work to acconmiplish what

ihey were invented to do.”

And ther he added sadly and
a hit cynically, it is imposgible

E

iz overestimate the ignerance of
pecple—everrwhers it is the same
story,—vick und poor alike—there
it 2 bit of diffevence between
them—ihey will not lister—tiey
witl net learpgo awful and in-
eﬁ{.li:Ie .md sadl.iemng and troe

sziah: “Terael do‘h not lmew, my

people doth oot consider.”

But further along he said some-
thing that will remain with me
warmly, bopefully and happily to
the end of my days. He said:

i wo Ameriman people would
only lesrn how fo werk togethec

we'd ali rise tegeiher and every-
thing wonid go on all right.

And there’s where I drop an-
chor, Mr. Ingersoll, and go to
fishing for what I hope will be a
whale of a cateh. In the name and
behall of We Amerfean People I
want to see a million wew sub-
scribers mail one  consecuttive doi-
Jar bili for ‘democrecy’ with the
small ' and get heip fo your
three headline propositions:

i. That State and Government
are great social inventions by
which 2! of us ean work to-
gother for the herlth, prosper-
ity and happiness of each one
of us,

Z. That the ills and woes and
wars thet sink us in a waliow
and welter of bisodsbed znd
Butchery are largely  thrust
upea np by state and govern-
menis that sre ran, not by the
pecple- ihemgeives,— bet by
privileged classes that run
them upon ihe old, osimeded,
and gutdated pringinle that the
purpeae and objeet of govern-
wenls apd laws ere to control
ihe people ani meke them be.
have.

Now, when il comes righi
down to brass tacks and facis,
We American People dished
ané abolished thai whale ides
of the State and Gevernmeni
anéd laws, and cur forefathers
and mothers had to fight a
revoluiionary war to do it Our
Detlaration. and  Comsiilation
seb up aun ideal of the state
and a Government to make
the idez! work thai ave about
az perfect 83 can be conceived
by the wind of man, and every
man and woman of sense and
experience Kaows thui’s se.

34 And your third hepdline pro-
;mﬁlhwn is that taxation is the
une Bgversign power of state
by which the Gavernment lives,
and that & vight system of
taxafion makes for the healthy,
prosperity and happiness of
the people, and that a wrong
sywiemm of taxation can and
does balk and bioek and handi.
cap and kil what it was in-
venied to promote and protect.

New Mr. Ingersol), I'm facing
up to facis and things as they
be, when I say my doliars are
headed your way te make the
US.A, work on the lines laid
down in Declaration and Consti
tuilion, If the MNew York Times,
or Mr. Marshall Field with his
hupdred  million  of pgrandpop’s
doltars, ar anvbody else were in
the field with a paper honestly
and capably deveied te the prin-
ciples and objectives as you state
them, I'd bhe just zs dead set ig
#in in and help them.

But there's 4 Bpeeial reason wiy
Pm out to do my part to get that
millien subseribers for  ‘demo-
cracy’ with the small ‘4’ o that
theyit get ansther million, and
the twe will get fem millien, and
the fen will pet the other fifteen

L PEGPLE

million recessary to eigct 3 presic
dent and Congress whe will kKhow
how to make eur forty billion dol-
furs of fax mouey buy Mobe Fov-
ernment service than we are new
getting.

And now a word about niyeelf,
Mind you, I am not a Singie-
T rm, and I

ting for z lot of nothing to help

. you get- the audience your name

and repuiation and many vears of
big business sicesss eniitle you
to have.

That 200,000,000 waiches is ne
fairy tale, and what you have
dons in a buginess wey entities
Ton te be ta2ken saiousiy in what
you arg mow out to do, My lipe
huas been words, and what 1 am
most peaved about is that In my
foriy years of wriling and pub-

Jishing T-have sever found it posv - b

sible to- zet in a word abuut
Goorge and Single Tax, althomgh
J know that a great many of the
hest wrilers of our {ime¢ have been,
and are, &g sympathetie toward
George’'s great book and his taxs-
tion ideas as yout are, and as I am.

In a recent magazine article 1
find Stuart Chase sswving he has
always liked the single-tax ides
and would like to see i trijed. I
knew the onee famous, oow for-
gotten, Tam Jdohnsen; and ajso I
knew Joseph Fels, the wealthy
Seap Man who raade r Cresade of
Single Tax—and L have books of
very abie men, suck as the ilate
Rev, Rauschernbuch, whose Secial
Gospel changed the whole aimos-
phere and tempo of Religion Irom
his time on;—

And I once heard the famous
Catirplic Priegt, Dr. MeGlynm, in
an address to a crowded audience
in New Yerk's famous Academy
on 14th Street, and never have 1
heard g wore Christian and Power-
ful Exposition of the Single Tax
Marality, Philosaphy and Religion.

“And as far batk ss T con ye-
member, when I had reathed col-
isge and was working my way
through, I scraped up enough
mbiey to ge to New York dn puc-
pese te ses Mr. George, who was
then ruaming the Standard in a
little ramshackle office on Ann
Streat, Mr. George presenied wme
with sujographed copies of ail his
books which were among 1oy most
saered heir looms until a storage-
house fire destrayed them along
with a whole life-zeccumulation of
books, papers, filese end house-
hold belongings that meant more
to me than ten times their value
in money.

And once, believe it or not, I
got up a meeting for My, Georpe
in a2 Western ity and intreduced
hiin to a large audicnce pathered
to hear his lecturs on Meses.

Thus I haye known many pro-
mirent znd influgntis] men and
wommen, snd have read of 2 great
many more who have said opeuly
that they were vrged and “inepir-
ed te vaster issues” by George's
Progress and FPoverty—Bernard
Shaw, that brilliant but sassy oid
Pritish cynie, among them—

And there was Woodrow Wil
son’s Secretary of the Interior,
the name slips me at the nmoment,
who told in a book of & “pell” he
operated to find who were the
three grealest men Ameriex had
produced, and he said Henry
George was one of the three Tial-
I¥ agreed upon

New Mr. Ingereoll, Pm for pui}
ting thal ‘Great American ‘where
vou have put him in your mast-
head, betwoen Jefferson and Lin-
aoln, because I have read most all
the eronpmisis and have found
Henxry George to be the Greatesl
of them =all—Great because he
showed how America bas grown
Great on demoergey and free en-
terprise, and can go on and be
still Greater if Dsclaration and
Canglitntion are more clearly un-
derstood and vigerously appited by
an ewakened, and organized pub-
Ye opinion fo guit foeling and go
to worlt on safe, sane, sound and
sensible ines,

Therefore, begause you come in
frors the business side—from the
side of one of the biggest busi-
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INBUSTRY AND OF WORLD TRADE

GRO

Conflicts In Economic Teuching

THE ENTANGLEMENT OF HERRY
GEORGE WITH HARL MARX

THIS CONFUSION IS PARAL-
i€l te thut of demoeracy with
conEMEniEm and mts: sileilar rea-
sonz. Ther are mal t\vo‘—(l)
Reactichary af o
George and democracy. 2} Rmj-
lay defects in the scquelly impor-
tant portigni of our econo ]
Scoial and the Individesl which
oniy George and democracy wonld
egrrect.

This emanglement Is tragic in
its consequence, eaperiaiiy to that
of effitient tesching of welibieal
economy. Yei its features ave sim-
Ple.2nd thalr correction shenld.not

{iificult. Our whels American
agpiration has been to humak fres-
dom which is democracy, 1o wealth

produciin thru  industeialism
which is eapitalism.
dnd these have involved us,

with no other possibility, in the
philosoghy of individual initizlive
or individnalism. To this word we
have proudly attashed ‘RUGQED
which Martistz or Slatists have
seized om, o stigmatize our en-
terprise.

And these Statists were smart
ai several points that have made
them the very sffective gndflys
of our DPemeersiic Individualist
Capitaiisrn. And these peints are
gtill open to ouwr anlightenment
and have not been grmsped and
deait with by our best :md biggest
forees.

15 OUR CIVILIZATION DOOMEDR?

IT WAS ALWAYS *THE
fashion’ to eall serious diseussion
or warning DEFBEATISM or pes-
gindsm. And in the ups and downs
of something like a % eentury it
hes been impessible fo get much
atfention from ‘average persons’

- because of this fashion, Bub guite

a few {(millions ef) paople are
50 seared inte Ustening at present
thal: I feel gome urge for counter-

HOPELESSBE,SE, iz shout as
easy to find i these revolutien-
ary, murdering, frothy times as
formerly professional -, ptintism
was. Be snother form of hysteria,

wess successes ashisved in Amer-
ita—and because from whers I
stand it is businese that muosi
needs apd can do most to put over
4 th¥ wyatee to do what George
said it wenld do:

Engresase  wages for Labor,
Increase Profits for Capiial,
asop the Capital-Labor fight

and mahe them mutueelly coop-
erative friends, and carcy onr
whole free-giterprise sysiem to
Heights of Hesalth, Presperity
and Happiness beyond anything
so far known amppg uations
and peoples,—

‘Well, it T had the million: dol-
iars 1 had befors °29, and which
by ‘33 had “gone where the wood-
Yne twineth,” as your ence fa-
mous Boss Tweed vsed to say, T'd
gubseribe for the million read-
e¢s right mow, and make them =
present of = six monihs’ reading
of “demogracy with the small 4.”

But there’s z better war. Une
deilar per eseh from a milban
readers is about a million times
bofter than & wmillion deflare from
any one person. And i wowll
print this letter, Mr. Ingersoll, Til
fire ancther at you that'l feli
wiry that doliar per each ought to
flow in thick and fast ¥ Wa
American People are going o save
atr  industiisl civitization, both
for our own Health, Prosperity
and Happiness, and to throw e
whole weight of ovor great ad-
venture of demoeracy toward bet-
ter things for Detter lving for all
mankind—ihrough the state ag
the friend of the people, and gov-
ernments (heir servants.

And with all good wishes, will
you Jat me go on signing wyself,

We American Peeple—in Person

CONFUSIONS THAT ARE COSTLY
THA’“ THE GEORGE DOC-
communistie, 35 held by
2awse inmtelligesnt and well mean-
ing persons, The reasoms for the

L& wng eom-
to ANTY share in
the communiiy-ereated oetate, io
which extent commmunism s right,

{2} - Careieea teachers, toxi.
writers and coltists have falled in
keep the line clear between com-
manism and Gesygean coovemics,
Examples: they teach eanunon
tand ownership and ending private
ownersitip. Gestge doctrine relates
ouly te land vaines or rent.

These “carifusi 6" OPPOC
SITES in the first principle of the
Master Sclenve of Folitical Econ-
omy by an ignerant or cureless
public and by carsless or fellow-
traveiling teat:'hez‘< take the odwe
from teaching +hat can afford no
confusions, World-monopoly and
s hand-maiden of deadiy iaxasion
decovnting for 200 or 3004 of
price inflation axe invoived.

This confusion calls attention to
gataral solutfon under right lead-
ership.—BOTH individualists and
coligetivists are HALF-RIGHT and
HALF-WRONG.  The combined
estate of property and land value
i haif each privete and secial,
We daim. ALL as private and
they claim ALY, for Community
or Society, Meeting half-way and
burying our RUGGEDness would
be the solution.

more or less mpades rational
thought. Still it is “demecracy’s’

‘conviction zbd purpose to BX.

CLUDE the defeatism of either
our Society or our Demceracy:
of to have a permanont HNEMY
STATE.

In 2 few words, such purpose
is worthy of recording:—I actept
the Georgé-Naek theof¥ thnt the
State, driven from the defense of
hasic monepoly and product-iaxa-
tion antomaticaliy becomes oumr
friend, 1 apree with fesrge
{agzinst Nock) that the masses
can  be educated in SIMPLE
ECONOMICS,

In fact our educations! problam
I don't think can be laid at Lhe

. door of the masses by ihe simple

process of changing a space to
‘them assea’ I think our jeb iz to
bresk them the ivory towers of
1500 cetieges, 12,000 high schools,
25,000 papers and say 1 million
all-reund High-brows.

%

TARE WE NOT KHOW WE ARE
CGKE?

TWO EMINENT COLUMNISTS
raise this litlle question—almoat
in cme day: Prof, Haney of N.¥.T
and Mark Sullivan. Writers don't
give much enlightenment beceuse
‘ostrich-playing’ has been our enly
official policy on thiz subject so
no FACTE are RELEASED. In
private life the INFERENCE is
sufficiant,

Of course if NOBILITY is o
displace economics, if cur world
is t0 dispiace our country and
militariem to become our guide,
this is bat one of many inore rules
we have thought inviolzbie thet
we shull have to forgei—the rule
that loans can't be made from
liahilities.

My, Sullivan ohserves some ¥~
isms along thess couservative
Tines: but then in & day or two
he sesrms to get wmuch kick from
the Trumwan iden of ending workt-
communism with DEFICIT lend-
ing.

Prof. Homey sobexly discusses
the cutlying circumstances of the
New Deal—Great BEritain uniimit-
ed debt theory, the war we had,
the cost. And now the two prac-
{ical phases we facer—the immi-
nenee of another and greater war,
and unlimited repudiation of debt
and uplimited wmore debt.
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SHALL WE ATSERY MNOLKISNM?

1 HAVE JUST FINIEHED RE-
veading (after 10 years} his ‘Oanr
FEnemy the State’ and will put In
a few wonds & reaction that
seeims lke 2 ‘parting-of-ways' de-
eision of lfe eor death’ With
Hamlet: "To ke or not to be!” This
bouk says there’s no use. {Hy Cax-
ton Privters, Caldwel, Ida. Triee
$2.00).

Nock eets up this ¢labwm znd
stays by it In 2% pages of his-
forical and logi.u proof. This
weans, Lo hiw, that our continued
physical exigtence depends on our
destruelion of {he state—our gov-
ernment, And not by vevolution
but by reversal of the State’s pre-
cers of destrietion of Society by
absorption of ity powar.

i ghall bave to do a hitthe de-
fAning Tor the Buthar; ¥ 1o e,
his lines between sociely, govern-
rent and the state are net as
clenr a5 I'd like them. And before
1 comment too much I shall siudy
this tremendous volume egain to
avoid any wisstep.

Hjs State, I should say, is the
present burocrasy wnd gollectiv-
wm so far as developed: but
hardiy less oup ‘ememy’ are any
of its predecessors such aus Fen-
dalism ang its outcome of the
Merchant-Slate,” and especislly
our own Hugged Individuslism,
called Demotraey.

ROCHS "EMEMY THE STATE
REVIEWED

AT PAGE 40 HE GITES JEE-
ferson, Pavkman, Schooleraft, and
Spencer, 68 describing Aauerican
Indian and other old-world tribes,
ag having Scvinl Codes protecting
them against such irespasses 33
frand, theft, sssamlt, aduitery,
murder, etc~-but ng gevernment.

HNock challenges tivs last state-
vaent and its implication that their
ecode was Insperative because of
isck of enforcement. Thelr state-
monte 5}l indicoied that there was
even better enforvament than we,
on the average, have by our elab-
__orais ‘State.

~Theh ke pmce%‘ﬂ‘s?o v qioater g
Is wanfing in positivenessg—that
such  gevernment, which he in-
sists this "Social code’ is, would
displace the present ‘ezemical’
modern tyranny we agall govern-
mert of the state—which he des-
cribes =8 havieg pumped all ite
substanes from the soelsl order,
transforming socizl power inte
state power,

At page 44 he cites a line of
philogophers, Evonemists, etc, ac-
couniing for the Social-Siate com-
plex he depcribes, And for their
divergence a8 to cause, as due Lo
lnck of obsezvation of some com-
mop fault (a8 for example the
faiture to find the catse of malaria
Hll recent ‘discovery’ .of the mas-
quite}, I question both his reason-
ing on this point and his “skeet’
eitation.
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Busic Moeacpsly Only is the BotHeground for Democracy.

oPTi

T NOT RCOMOMIT ITIENCE
QOPTIMISTIC?

MY FPFRESENT I[MPRESSION
is that if he weouki include Jef-
fersen, Paine and himself in his
generalizetion and attribute their
feilure to agree and o DIS-
COYER, fo their failure to observe
the incidence of TAXATION and
MONOPOLY, he would have come
clese to his wark.

This means that our polifical
failure and all its many and trag-
ic entailments, such &= poverty
and wars, is dne wholly and ob-
viously to ignersnce of simple
economice which wowld end the
exploitation of 98% of al} the peo-
ple by the 2% monopolizers of the
eerth.

Thiz failure of
makes the
tyrannical and parasitica] govern-
ment battened upon and displuac-
ing a matural Seciul Code or Fore
mula which would be perfect in
the Centrsl function if the obvigus
economie readjustment wore made.

Nock has made the observation
hasie to this somprehensive state-
mant and gquotes others who alse
have, But they all seem ab fault
in conclusion, concentration and
action umper their own knowlsdge.
And so continue o write books.

To the *sverape reader there is
a constant need for knowing mers
exactly the Nock meaning of Stabe,
Government and Socieiy and per-
haps mlop such ag merchant-State
and other groopings.

THE STATE, SOGIETY AME
GOYERMMENT

NOCK ‘SQCIETY’ SEEMRE TO
be people individually mnd collec-
tivaly in all their ordinary and na-
tural relationships of getiing =z
Jiving, Govarnment is perhaps best
described by our Daclaration of
Independence and in comtras{ to
the Gonstitution ag sislen by spe-
einl interesty,

Hevsenmant 1 ke to be the
Kock idenl of what a state is sup-
posed- to be and could be ¥ we
the vpeople wexe enlightened

uheervation

“Tepdugh to demand ithat it GOV- -

EERN FOR OUR INTEREST and
choo-uff the racketeers who are
now wsing khe state o rob uws of
our birthright.

When HNock indicts and names
the Stats, as steali.ng the Social
_in all {he affairs ¢f us, the hopest,
wite gnd capahle pecple, the pehn
tielans, masking as government
{88 desv.xxi:ged) buitd bmacarey and
impoverigh the people and all their
institutions,

And the conceded hopeiessnoss
of opr sitmation iz NOT that it
could not be essily and quickly
reversed, buot that there s ne
great orpe apywhere visible for
ity reversel. This very ‘we the
people’, tho kicking like steers at
its acts, still worship at the shrine
of this mdescribably corTupt and
ineompetent, discredited institu-
tion and refuse to chabge o re-
Jeet it
BERING MOCH TG A COMNGCLUSIGH

IN HIS FOOTNOTES AND
quotations ke i3 more himself and
makes one feel like appealing to
him to RE-WRITE, not only
NOCK, but his ‘TEFFERSON' and
HENEY GEORGE" This may be
‘dergocracy’s” little ‘d” job! (Read
Pp- 182 te P09} What ARL So-
ciety, State and Government—ithe
fizst need of a Novk BReview?

This ¢guery may explain my pre-
vious mild criticisms of Nock,
135, (a) that he had nmot recog-
nized the modern NECESSITY for
& staie (b} ikat he had pot made
kis  JFefferson supply a simple
workable formuia; therefore {c)
or ¢ppd) made hiz Henry George
<lothe ihis formuia with the only
finality of economiss.

This obwionsly is mmfair critie-
iem. Yet my second reading after
1 or % decades of furiher study
compsls me to complain that ihis
remarable book is top much like
& {philospphic} anerchist ery for
aholiticn of government which we
know cannet be done and which we
pcluding Mock] koow need not
e even suggesied if the Georgesn

¢ Poeirine of Beonomics were adoph-
4.

state an opprossive,

ISK AND REALIS

REVIEWS OF NOCK, GEORGE AND GARRETT SHOWING WHERE WE STAND

EOMMUNISH SPREADING FATT
N AMERICA'

TRERE'S 4 HEADLINE I LTEE
—considering where it is perched
on page one in N. Y. Times. I
didnt say I Hked the fact—the
horrible truth. What I like is the
acknowledgment of it, boldly, by
the leading mews aothority)

Times' Editor dida’t quite mean
it as I “gat it In fact, 1 gness
I missed letter ‘¢ on Ameries
which sidesteps the vital issue of
this SPREATD, making it apypear
us if it were culy true of our
South American brothren ané sis-
tern whep it iz mor¢ true of the
T.8.A. of Nerth America.

Playing ostrich is the maip div-
ertissment of the biggest editors.
The iitile ones can afford tp see
apd say things ag they are. Our
heagtiful collection of STATUR
QUOS axe in' the keeping of our
biggest individosl snd chain news-
papers which probably comprise
at least ihreeforths of total cir
culation. i

Their managers’ amar{ness ig
smbjest to little discount in hold-
img & measure of reader-confid-
ence in their sincerity: se that
frem year-io-year the game of
Our Eremny the Stabs’ goes nlong
undergrouud with Little suggestion
of revelation,

'THE REVOLUTION WAS: GARRETT

I FAVE JUST READ THIS
remarkable ‘Booldet’ hy
Garrett and sold by the Caxion
Printers of Caldweli, Ida. for ole.
It is what I call an 2malysis and
synthesis of the New Desl: res
pectful, factiri—and & conciusion
congistent with this title.

Tho Gurrett iz doubtlese a Re-
publiean, this book is by no means
a typical pariisan blast: but holds
to the historian’s digmity and fi-
delity in proving that there was 2
revolution, consciously almesi )
cuy capitrbisi qgs&em by a ‘govern-
mental ca;utk—“sm which  would
only end in g complefe statdism
aT commm—uﬁm

Whet-the- fypifal GOF ecemy
has been  ititinctively—perhaps
tockiessly—charging, this namph-
1zt {of %5 big papes) proves, step-
by-step. Ap a litile brother to
Nock's ‘Dur Eneny the Swle
these publishers are throwing this
searchlight on the mechanism by
which our epeed inio ‘Stateism’
has taken ¢n # truly moedern tem-

0.
¥ There is but one major differ-
enge hebween those two powerfn
writeys and H relates to CAUSA-
TION:—Nock mecounts for {his
tregic trend toward SERFDON a2
Basic Monoopoly while Garveft,
giving a more detailed and ae-
curate story ol be process, does
net search the veasems, for sueh
a destroctive and illogical course.

SC WHAT, MR MOCK, OR ELSET

ME. NOCK N THE 1AST
pages and in agonized phrase, but
calmly—ealmost eoldly—declares ii
to be his unalterable convietion
that our 142800000 people are
jostt ‘That they are too deeply
‘hipped” by the myriad of FE-
TICHES our state is sunk in, e
be fer syes at Jeast, rescued From
this ensmy,

Mind you, Neock {9 neot irifling
with such fhings &3 a change of
administration. He shows where
ATL, admivistrations have pgone
the same course, IL 15 the system
of siste-intervention s that s EX-
CORRIGTBLE. And so only be-
cause it vojncides with our low
mass 1.G.

Our state devotes itself fo the
spseinl  interests that pay mosti
this @ystem impoverishes the
maegses and thrives on unemploy-
ment, poverty, class-labor-war and
world-war, It is what ‘demogracy’

calls the ‘Monépoly System, sup-
porting, and supporied hy, the

Product-Tax-Syatem,’ .
New my tentutive conclusion
which I wish Mr. Nock were alive
to disruss with me:—The beok
teems with evidence of a unidury
canse of the state-debamehery as
we mutuaily deseriBe jt, in vary-
ing terms. That cause muost he
removed: TT I8 MONOFOLY,

Garet,

WHEN AND WHERE ™MD THS
REVOLUTION STARY?

GARRETT STARTS 1T [N
1928-32 with the New Deal. He
dogs mot hurry or play esirich
with his picture of the economic
emergency whith made.it possibie
for smaxt men, fead by the new
President, to actually piak and put
ever a4 reszl hut bicodless revoiu-
tion. His implication s clear
enough that there was deep root-
ed cause: but this story starss
there.

Here is where these twe beoks
sre indispensable te esach other
and whaere these western ‘printers’
are functioning, as a FREE PRESS
which the rest of their vast field
only prints about. Nock shows us
where revolutions, like this even
ag piamed in nine sadistic stages
ae here wrought out, Jow't grow
in fifteen ur lwenty years.

S0 puiting these two buoks to-
gether we find we have plenty to
do if we still have faith in ETER-
MaL VERITIES. Meaning, let us
szy, faith that the UNIVERSE
war cregled by Jehovah or Natwe
with LAW for its ¢peraiion. And
that it's wot oo much for such
beings as we are, to do that job.

Notk proves that the State has
come to be ANTI-BOCIAL. And
believey its deterioration of us hu-
mans Iz so profoand that we may
not be expected to throw off the
yoke of Monopoly of Cur Eurth
and  tonseguent Impoverishing
Taxgtion. Garrett supports in de-
tail the sggression of State ogainsy
Serigty: and rather alwe Nock’s
viaw of our inability to find and
enforce 2 remedy, THO IT IS IN
FLAYN SIGHT!

A PARALLEL OF DESTREUCTION

HNOCK'S STATEISM IS Na-
turally destruetive, thru itz in-
herent favor for special interests
and disfaver for the common in-
dividoaj good, Gexrett-buiids mmeh
the same gert of ingHtution but
in dypsmic terms aad of such
devilizh ingenmwity as to give won-
derful point to the Nock genesali-
zation.

This revolutiopsry ferm is a
marvel of intimaie knowledge or
vivid imaginativn or both, Ti pov-
irays in nipe divisions or suc-
eossive stepg: (1) Seizing Political
Power (2) Disto Beonomic Power
i2) Propagands of Hatred (4}
Merging in 2 greatest clusses {5)
Liguidate or Skackle Business (%)
Softening the Individuat {7} Re-
duce all Rivalg (8) Perpetoal Un-
fimited Debt (%) Gevexnment Ca-
pitalism,

It wouid appear ihai white, as
in Nock’s view, the Stawe had
been relentlessty aiding and abet-
ting our deslzuction by basice-
monopoly and product-texaiiom, it
had net really got down te this
destroying-business £l FDR came
along with his ¥New Deal Beveiu-
tioy, since when lsaps and bounds
had been the erder.

Axnd that is QOUR bLig question
aver in dead earnesi. right
has this ‘vevolution’ heen
anything different or trought us
apything different in kind, or
only in degree or tempo! than
what we have been getting right
along—for a few hundrad o thou-
sand years?

CAN WE GFT A NEW START FOR
FREEDOM AND DEMOCRASY?

WE JAVE HERE TWO GREAT
anther-leaders whom we must
marshall inte owr service. Nock's
work is deome: we may take it or
leave it. Garrett may help us uze
his. They sgree thel cur State is
destroying our Soclety: or that sur
Govermment ¢ destroying US the
Peopla, One leaves ng the reason
for this destructiveness: amd hix
doubt of cur abilify to cure it

The other has nothing to sy 28
to & buslc ecomemic cause or
whether reversing his O-po
order of destruetion wouid speli
‘CURE’ to him. The Nock ‘reasen’
Is our permitting the MONOPOLY
CF THE EARTH LESELF. &nd
his dogbt is thet the reguived in-
tetiigence wan be miestered tu vote

OF GREAT WRITERS

WHAY 15 GOVERNMENTAL
CAPITALISHM ?

THIS I8 THE CLIMACTIC
wiuth problem of the revolution
and heilce presumed to be ‘our
way of life’ at this tonfused end-
ing of the New Deai in a land-
slide G.OP, elertion. Was this re-
volution completed? Or was it a
sthil-born, viewed from the totali-
tarisn distanea?

if it WAS a revolution ax per
the Garvett title, that's that—and
some problem, But if it is 5 fig-
ure of speech, & ‘wake-up Ameps
iea' headliine there are two con-
tingencies of different kindi—{1j
we can go or and et up demos.
racy and capitalism—both of the
real kind and for the first time
in history.

{2) We. can .4lip back into fhe
nld statns guo of G.O.P. woenop-
olism when M.D, and FDR tock
over: or G.O.P. cosld throw over
monopoly and beesine our STA-
TIST FRIEND. It would make
capitalism what it's suprosed to
he, Se the question is whether
thee two books will scare us, the
peepln, or our politiciems in wither
of two ways?

Fhall we aceept the Nock chal-
Tenge that we are el cempositely
smart enough to see ihal our one
worid should net be monopolized
by PRECIOUS PARASITES—to
turn our siate from Enemy io
Friend. Or shall we make another
try at Counter-Revolution starting
af 9 and retracing thruy all the
problems te where the vevolwtiom
statted?

RF EVHS WE SMOULRD CHOOSE

HEITHER

ARE -GOVERN-
ment inge Commune
ism: and basic Monopoliam and
Produet-Taxation, These we iden-
iy positively from thiz ‘Revoiu-
ticn Was' beok. Aud by what we
have all seen- witih our own oyes
for say the iasi 20 years: LB,
the merger of the two rottenest
political and ecomomic systems:
and. twe world and one continmors
civil iabor war. :

We are now noising helwesn
the twe evi] extres:es we ave iry-
ing to describe: the olé deal Nook
haz pictured in 2 thomsand year
expahge and the Garreid New Deal
Govermment  Capitalism  which
sesmns to De little.but the medern
H. Marx State Socialism.

And it remaiss to be seen Iif we
shali juop from this fryieg pan,
do & few gpirals apd nose-dive -
to thiy fire—OR WHETHER we
can reject both evils, and even if
it does take 100 years, go straight,
midway hetween Monopelizm and
Cotamunist and comfortadly inie
FREEDGM Y

it's as slmple rs that. And te
i i, COMMA o7
semi-colon i ssion, We
oniy need a few words of defini-
tion of what we mean by Freedom.
But we can fail even ol that sim-
plicity if we dow’t hold it to u
gehame which in itseif will de-
monstrate what we are describing.
Freedom's number one plank s
freedom from Batanglement. And
some of many fatal Entangle-
ments are discussed in  other
coiwans of thiz iemue of ‘deme
cracy’,

so ridiculous a social erime imto
Teversal,

Whether Garrett, esfter going
the whole distance of proving the
Mook case sgainst the New Deal
State cau or wishes to take the
reverse of Nock's upinion, and
that there iz, or has becn, or can
be 2 friendly or constructive Siate,
such as the G.0.P. might consti-
tute, we may know from another
volume,

Poiitieal creumsiamces of the
past dozen years do not faver such
. has net ghown
pposition to the

E And in fact it has
shown many signes of collaboragion
with the snen d today bns ne
program ing any definite
it ples for To,mgn or damestic
aperntion te effectively oppose the
9 ateps of the rewol




