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THE PEBATA BETWAEN SERGIUS 2. 3HE EVITCH AND

_ HENRY EGREE. '
4 Crowded House, with Hundreds Turned Away -~ 4 Full

Statement of Socislistic Objections to the Single

Tax - The Possibilities of Dabor with Free Access

to Hatursl Opperﬁunities.

The dsbate Wetweén Henry Ceorge andVSergias B. Sheviteh, the

soeclialist leader, took place last Sunday evening In Hiner's theater,
Zighth dvends, nesr Twenty-fifth street. The bullding was packed as

it had never besu before, fully three thousand psople belng jammed with~

e

n its walls, and over & thousand pthers elamering in vain for admit-
anceg. | |

4 supply of tickets had been distributed by the united labor par-
by and by the soclaliste, an egusl number to each. The socialists’
tickets were printed ¢n redceasrds snd the uniﬁed labor tickets on blus
ones. This distinetion was used by the ushers to divide the audienee
into two parts, the reds takingz the left of %he house #nd bthe blues the
rights The %ain tisle divided the itwo secticons. This was donz to pre=
vent sny ais@utes in the audience which might interrupt the dshate on
ths stage.
(n the stage were John ieksckin, Frank Perrell and cthevs smong

en, while James Jedpath had & seat in s box: Among

&5

the united lsbor

the progressives present were Hugo Vogt, dlexander Jonas, Dr. F.W.Lil-

iéﬁthal, Charles osotheran and Edward King.

it 8 o'cleek precisely ir. Samuel Gompazrs tock his seet at the



presiding sfficer's tavle, placed hiz weteh snd g bell uwpon 1%, and
opensd the meeting by ennouncing the coz sditions of the dsbate. Draw-

ing attention 1o tae fact.ﬁnat the gathering was noet g eamﬁaign mge -

ing, he urged the aﬁﬁ ence to refraln slike from ayglausn and hisses.

fe snnounced that dr. Dneﬂltah and mmﬂ‘uevrge Wouli speak slternsately

* *

each for forty-five minutes; &fter which each would be allowdd fifteen

%iﬁuﬁea for replléesgs
LR« SHEVITUCH'S ARGUMERT.

Hre cheviteh then arose and 5,% an his zddress lﬂ.a_calm; del-
iberats voice. ﬁHe said: . =

Hr. Ghalv man, Ladiew and Gentlemen: In coming on this platﬁorm
to~night, I coms to you With all due cons¢lousness of the greaf task
Which'i have undertsken and of oy unworthiness: to perform its. I ask
your 1ﬂi lgence from the very beginning. I want only to say ﬁhat the
words I will speak to-night will be that which I cohsidsz to be the

nal fealing.

Cf
o

truth without sny feferesncs whatsver to mrs

¢t of disgussion to-night is the scheme of Mr. George

Tha subje
of the single land tex, to substitute which for all other forms of

tdxation, wilf, 23 hs reprssents, solve the sosclal and lsbor questions
of aﬁr dsy. L proposs to show that this singlé isnd tax uystem 1s not
onliy insufficient to =molve those qaésticﬂs, buat if considere&.aloﬁa,
if eaﬂsiierei 88 a Saéial banacsa, independently of ail :ther.sacial

reforms, it will be productive of resulis which will he more hurtful

to labor than beneficial.

11 in the bGC“ 4 part of oy remerks show acw, on adccunt of

=

Iw
tHEiz false basks'.on, which tha lebor movement, sSo far as the united lghe

or peirty is concerned, has been vplaced, the whileszppolitieal movement
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. of labor hss been‘giﬂe-tﬁacked, nas been distorted, has besn put upon

a‘platfo%m on which no true labor movement can atand.
This is what I will attempt %o sﬁo@_iurin? my ranarks.
Pry ﬁu,uion, gs 1t iS crganized ﬁaw is reg ulated by Lwo vas
i struments of labor; mééhinery, with all tnw bowers of nature 1ch
HGW‘pfaduea stch t;%ém&au% wealth all gvar whs GlVillAe& world, and
the land; which @rod ces the Hecess saries ef 1¢fe. Hew let us gee.
1If we nationalice ons of 3haseliﬂstrumsnta of oroduction; if we nat-
ienalize what Mr. Geogge aalls-the naitural upwortunztles given to man
by nature - that is to say, the land - ngl this ﬁationalizatioﬂ of
the land by itself solve the scelal problem? mr. George dees not ad-
vagate the nat;aﬂallzatién.of lend. He does not want to distur®h any-
body in %ha title to property in land. 41l he wanis Is to confiscate

the rent which the present proprietor of the land geils, by a taxation

-

quivslent to the whele rent. Bub let us study the question brosdly.
Let us agssume that he dées want to nationalizs the‘landw What would bs
the consegquence? The consequence would be thet a’éeétain Jobt of 1léand
whieh oW belong& to a private citizen, Tom Jaﬂas; will belong %o the

community. The ven wheo bullds on thet lend will heve %S¢ pay anls rent,

not to private proprietor, but to the community. Thet rent will per-
haps In the long run be & 1ittle less than the rent he pays now. |
How, suppose a city in which there are tén Tfactories. In each
0f these facteries one hundre men are working for wages. The factories
7 mu;élied-witﬁ 211 ths ﬂecé‘:gry machinery. These hundred men get
$2+« 8 day under presazut cireumstances. Now the system of natlnnallza_

tion of lend im introducsd. The man who owns the factory, the hoss,

&y his rent not th the propristor of the lsmnd, but to the com-

e
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muaity. Will his workingmen in eonsequence of that simple fact get
higher wages? Why sheuld they?

1f bo-morrow a new aschine is made which renders half the men
superfluous, the. . groprietor will thzrow out half &f his hands. Bsch
of these facteries will work, Instead of with one hundred men with
fifty men. The men thrown out Wil;fe@me to the proprieter snd say:
"We are éea&y to work fozr less‘wagas; Zive us instead of two dollers
a doliar and twenty-five dents.” 4ng dthe# men whHe h&ave no families
to support will say, "Give me a dollar a day." The same process of
campetiﬁ;aﬁ between laborer and laborer; ground down by. that terrible
'_mdﬂ3§93, the mechine, will go on whether the land heiongg to the com-
murity or whether it belongs to Tem Jpnes. {dpplauss.)

But Mr. Ceorge will say: “9his is not true. The compelibion
between the laborers will hé, if not eniirely destroyed, at least
greatly relieved by the fact that the land is free, thHat theze men
thrown out of employment by ths mschine may zo out domewhere, in the
:upt@wn'diﬁtricﬁs of the eity, take from the dommunity for z very small

rent a lot of lsnd, construct Hheir houses om 1%t snd live there in

-

pesce.” How will they build & house on 147 With their hanpds; with

thelir nails, with their feet? {ﬁppiaase\and_hiéses.) Where is the
money to purchaser th: instruments of labor? Where is that engine
of préduction, ceso ital? They have'nt got it. Does land give them
capltel? Doss bere land give @ham anything -except ths Iand? Wherse
are they %o zet the necessary machinery in E dar to awlnﬁ materials
50 -a3 to be able to subsist from ths products of that iamd? I don't

nswer can be given to that question. (Lauzhter.) You
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mey laugh, zenitismén, but 1t is nevertheless & truth. It is not the
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first truth that has been laughed at in the world. (Applanss snd hisseg
Somsbedy will say that the building trades will havs a good deal

%o d0. That is trﬁa to a-certsln extent. BHouss.rents will cevkinly

gréw cheape?. But don't you know that as long ss espital, concentra-

ted in private hands, haes cofitrol of the Iabor marked the rate of wages

is regulated by the weans of livimg. If rents grow ¢héaper wages will

hava & tendency to falls Wiﬁh_@?ey?-ﬁaw machine, every new inwanbion

in indutrisl preduction, azgréat num%ar of working men &nd women will

be turowm out of em@layﬁent1 The iabor market will bBe erovwied precise-

1y as it is now. Waeze i1s the difference? |

Th ong other argument in favor of ths land tax. You force

o

reg 1

w

those who hold land for speculative purposes to meke 1% produetive.

e

Zhis arguement we indorse in full; but no single lamd tax is necsssary.
What is mecessary is simply & land tex especially hizh on unimproved
land, compsiling spsculitors to put their land to profitaile use.

The singie land tax woéuld be a single tax. 411 other taxes would
be ebelished. The tremendous concenbrations of capital would be eptire-
1y free of any taxes at all. It would mesn ebsolutely free trade.
imerican labor would have to compete with the combined force of canital
all cver the eivilized woerld. (Applause.) If you introduce sbsolute
free trade dozens of branches of industry would drosp and die.

4 voice! "Kame them. "

Thousands end thousands of workingmen would be thrown out of
employmént. 4 commerical eérisss would be the consequence such s we
have never seen yeﬁ in this country. The labor market would be over-

crowded. What would we 4o with free land them? 51t on 1t or 1i@ on
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it:or be tramps upon ite (ﬁp“la& 8 aﬁd hisses.) ﬁ%ﬂd‘WithCﬂt the in-
s tramen ts o* latozr o cultivate it Is jJust &5 worthless as 2 boat with-
out sails.

i aHGe@iga tekes the =zxample of AOELHSGQ rusoe ang Friday, Sup-
pose 3ohinéon “rusos Said s, Eriday: "You ere not only a fres ¢itizen
of'this lSl&fﬂ hut this land belongs to yot just ss well &s to me. Bub
thers ig & 1iftle hiteh in the matter: I expect & vessel So-morrow $o
bring me &1l the necessary engines to cultivate this 1ana and some
workingmen, bub &oa are fres 1o do so just &éﬁwell as I." Whare would
poor Friday be then, w1thaat & penny in his pocket, wiﬁhaut g single
iﬁstramant $6 cultivats tﬁat 1andf (Laughtsr.] Womld he ﬁqﬁ be the
slave of Hobinsen Crusos?

Hr. weorge does not want the naticnslization of land. A1l he
desires can be obtalned by the eingle land tax. What would be the con-
sequencs? Take the city of New Yurk. The real esfate of this city
15 held under v%%aus conditohs at present. Some of it belongs %o some
men to whon the buildinags helgng. Some belongs to other men than those
Lo whom the bulil®ings bslong. What would be the conmseguence of the smn—
gle lend tax? First, where the lani and th: builldings belong to bthe
same meun? How ihe eeﬁmuaity zets the full =z cﬁtﬂl value of thet lana,

The wan will say: "I will pay that tax 2nd I won't zive uP the land,
or iﬁ?aﬂybody wanis to have that land iet hl@ pay for the house, which
ig worth two millioms of deollars.” How are you golng to zet cut of

that?

*

Let us take the insfance where the land end houses belong to

nyites other miliienaires 1o join him.

|

an

differ e“u parties. ‘the

they form a combine and szy to those who own the houses, "You will have



to pay an equivelent %o us for this horrible ftax.” And the wen who
own the houses will go to the .tenants who zent the, oifices =znd say,
"Now you will have to pay us so much mere im order to compensate for
that land tax.” The man who rents the offiece will take if from the
one who s&8lls his goods to. Who is that? Who? It is always the same
poor wretched beggar, the proletarien, the workimzmen. (4pplause.)
The whole theory of the single land tax Iz founded on the sophistry
that the present robbery of lebdr cenbters in the one fact of srivate
ownérship'of 1sud, which is not troe. If the meerns of preduchion re~

mstred in privste hands labor would be robbed juss as it is now. The

o)

greét land ownefs will immedistely form & combiue te resist the land
tax. In a fow years the conditlion of ths laborer would be the same as
i% is nowe

But whet will not be the same &¢ this - by that single land tax
you will zive to the government s tremendous power which it doss ﬁgt
‘pégsess NOW.a ¥r, George likes %o acouss the seceiglists of desiring
g paternal gdvermmaﬁt. I tell you lr. George's sheme 1s avmuch more
horrible paternal gavernment than ithe sociglits ever proposed. (Applius
and chéarg, mingleﬁ‘with hisses.} To the government will belonz a vast
amount &f land, snd bthes governsent will Have thHe podsibility ef detar-
mining the height of the rent for that land. It will furthermore -
and that 1ls perfectly #izght - have the rsilrosds, the telszraphs snd all

t

overmment will

oy

the means of communication. Think of the powsr thé
have. The great iiduoﬁf1al corporatiens, the mschinery of iridustrial
sroduction, remains just as it 1s now. vgpitelists will have the Same
powers over the governmment oificlilels as they have nows 1hs Zovernme nid

¥ 3 Fom e e

will f8ll inte the hands of the monopolists of ilndnstry jusv as Lt does
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now into the hands of the monopclists ef Industry and land cembinpsd,

T

L ha!

J=s

=3

gls tax doss not touch the labor guestien. That gquéstien

centers in thée vobbery committed on labor by those who hold possession
of the instrumsnts of labor. 4nd L% is_ﬁoﬁrthe goelalists whefsay-so,
it is thHe men of‘ srganized labor. (Applause.) e, Gegrge thinks t.hét
rent is the robbery committed on working men. He forgdts that 4% the

bottom ¢F that robbery ls simply the competition betwesen labor and

laebor, and that compebtifion will not be destroyed by eny emount of

o

pe) :
§

_/
The lend tax secheme, whether it be wrong or zight, ls an ulopian

ngle land tax.

£

theory Baﬁﬁ in one mind, wneorroberated by ths setnal state of faets.
‘It is & theery of one man, snd that theory has been forced tpon %he
large labor movement whlle that movement was not in any way prepared,
Hﬁt‘anly %o understand, but even critically-to exemine that ideal Hr.
George may ask why did all the trades of Hew Iork as one maﬂ'supgar%
Him in the last campeaisn?  “Whare ls the &ifference? I was the sams

may and my theory was the sames™ We can answer that. The great maj-

ority of the workiny populstion of thls eity supsoried Mr. George
last year, not tecsuse of his land theory, but notwithstanding his lsnd
theory (spplause,) , as a sincers =21id heonsst men - which he is now

{tremendous spplsuse) - baczuse he had written im his book, "ZProgress
» &

nd Poveriy,” ong of the most tremendcas indictisnts against thé prae-

=}
sent ordsr of society which has ever bsen published. (Applause.) The
critical psrt of his werk is grand. Zvery man who is dissstisfied

with the éxisting crder will shake hsnds with ¥r. Gesorge even now.
The laboring population sccepnted Him 85 & standard hearer, thinking

e was brosd minded encugh to oink part of his petty thesorles in the



one vast, grand lebor movement, which ls not ¢ne-sgided; but which has
many sldes sxnd is &s hraaﬁ_as the_ciﬁilizzd wer;d ltself is Lrosd.
(4pplause.) The man whoe can force cne ldea mpon mi;ii@ng of peopls
can be ths originator of & ssect, or,if he lg & politician, cen be.the
lon@giﬂatoy of a'%gliticsl meohiﬂ?; but he will never ke ths eriginatof
of a great political party of lgbar. (dpnlause and hissss.) When Mr.
George attesmpted to 4o so he smsshed the party of umited laboz. (Hisses
amdrapplauée.f As I told him ¢n tha Syracuse platform under the ban
of expulsion = "If you attempt ta fores this one idsa uvpon ithe laber
mGVement, you will smash ths party to pleces,” and they have dones it.
(Cries of "Ho. nes" hiéses, gpplause &ud eridés ofoRder.” HMHr. Gompers
aﬁd_ﬁr;«ueﬁ;ﬁe both arising and motlunln; the sudience to ksep guiet. ¥
From the very beginning, after theé clese of the campaign last
year, the wholessystem of Mr. Gsorge and his friends hss been In substl-
tute for the large party of labor sometﬁing on the tne hand like &
¢huarch, and 0 the other hand 1ike an ordinary pﬁlitiéal mgchine.{Great
digorder, hisses and chears.) Instead of 1agviﬁg the movezent in the
hands of the labor argaigzatiané they called the bogus mess meeting in
Cogpar unlon and elascted, or rather naminated, theif‘ceu al commlithee
without any etner powsrs thar thoée which Iir. Gedrge himself conférred
uporn them. This same line of pollcy was contirnued throughout the year
(2 golce,"Stick to your Suhjectlﬁ); lend and other labor clubs were

i 1

formed thrgughout the state without any comstituency behlind them -

{lries of "Questiond guestiont™ &r. Gompers rising end reguesting the
speaker to confine himself to the subject of ths debate.)
Iy reasoning is that a fglse basis implied a false poliey. A

certain thecry propoundsd by one man may, as I have s&ld, form a chureh
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buﬁ it will nst fu rm s great psrty. The movement of lsbor has besn
Bidésfraeked into these land éﬁd-laﬁcf elﬁhs; practically under no
contreol of organized labticy whatever, composed'ef nenot velonging te
tnﬁhaba*lrg clzgges. I, George has sueceesded in-Todnmding what I might
¢all the Chursh of Erég:egSanﬂ Peverty, but he has net founded the great
lneriesn labor éarty; (dpplause and eheergq) |
HENRY wu‘f}*"iﬁ 3 ?EEin

¥r. Gompers then introduced ifr. George who was recelved with in-

tense enthusissm. Eé said: '

I £m about to spesk on the time 1imit, and therefore your appleuse

wilk -simply take é@ay-sa mieh of my Himes What ke, George has founded

or what he has not founded I do not propose to discuss. We ars here to-

night for a moré impartant object. We all sgrse that labor to-day does
not get its fsir esrnings. I come to defend what I felieve %o be not

A

merely thHe best but the only possiblse way . te emandipate iaber. I 4o

fo

s

not elalm for this nmzadure - the taking

(IJ

the use of bthe community
the rental value of lémd - thet 1% would do everything. Lt 1s the be-
ginning: A&fter it is done all other things will Bs made essier, and ufi-
til we have done that we shell be rowing szainst the tide im =11 other
reforms. (Appleause and hisses.)

Now, the great dlfference between the opinions that I rapreéﬂnt
arid ths "nioms thet ir. sheviteh repressuts may be:seen in Lesalle's
open letter to wiorkingmen of Germeny. He accepted the lsw lsid down
by the orthodox political economists -~ the law thatl weges musﬁ always
terd tTo the miﬁimum which will enable the laborer to live and %o repro-
3uce. That he cslls ths ivon law of Wageé. Thers I =ma those who think

with me %ake issus. We do nébt believe that thers is in neture any stch
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thing as the iron law of weges. We hold that it is mesrely the lsw of
wages where nataral epportunlities are monopolizsed.

¥ -

This competition is & ons-sided compstition of men debarred of
their natural opportunities for employment. The means of produetien,
what do they censist of to-dey? The ansvwer will probably bs land,

nning nothing

G}
%m

mgchiney and various other things. There was il the begl

-

bat man and the sarth. Human lsbor exerted upon the iland brings
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produces, all other @dsans of production. Thorefore it is

¢ more importsnt than amgtal g elss. Uliven men and gziven land and sll

josn

other things can bBe produced. Give a men emerything else and deprive
him ¢f land andsit avails him nothing. (Applause and chesrs.)
To recur to that illustratioms of Hobinson Sruse and Friday. M.

Sheviich says that Eobinson Crusce.having gachinery, end tools, Friday

would have been pe*feeﬁly- eipless. Well, that 1 deny, Fridasy, without

- E:)-

any machinery, couli certeinly have gone fishing. (Lsughter end spplsus
cheers end hisses. ) dfithe islsnd had belonged bto Robinson Cruses he
could nct hsve done that. Friday could have donwm With cut macplnufy or

tools Jjust ss Hobinson Crusce aid. E%lday ccnld have made him a hut ouf

o

of the limbs of g tree. Fridey could hsve lived end oproduced as a paked
wan, ap:lylng his labor to the natural opportunities offered by that
islend. If theee or four cthers came there, they could heve lived as

well. But the moment Zobinmsonm Yrusoce owned the land, that moment he

‘could say %o Friaaga "Uniess you §o s0 =nd so you walk off." {Zeughber.)

Friday would have Bezn his shsolute slave.
Vieges in all branmches of industry ere hot whst thay ought to be.

Theat increasein productive power that ciémesifrom dlscovery and invention
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does unot ralse wages as it ought to dos But what is the reason of that?

It is perfeectly clear that wages in all occupations must tend to g gen-
eral level. Now, %tho broadest of all occupations in the United States
is - whet? (4 voice: fﬁarming“) Those occenpstions which apply ﬁireetly.
to unsture, which exiract weaith;fram the séils ¥ow, in the'staté of
Hew York, can ths man who comés here with not merely his nstursl péwers,
but with something more, wiith a 11t%le cépital ~ can he go %o work and
cultivate the s0il? The ordinsry renting rate in the state of Fow York
to=-day is#ané-half ﬁhe‘prc&uee. The men who does the lshor geis omly
half of what his labor produces. The rest goes to the owner of the
farm. Thsre, in that primsry ocecupnation, labor is aivegﬁea ef one-nglf
of its sarnings. Whenm, 1n thst priméry industry, 1abor,isﬁsharﬁ of
one-half of 1ts esrnings, what 40 you eXpeet in those inéustriés that

zise above 1tY To put a tax om the value of lang, removing sll other

‘ o
taxes that now bear upon lahér and té take for the use of the community
vhe value that attaches to land by peason of the growth of the Gomigah~-
ity, would have in the first place the operatiom that My, S&evitcﬁ_eené
cedes. It would make the holding of 1land on speculation unprofitable.
That of:itself would.tend to destroy thset competition which everywhere
teﬂdalts press wages down. I don't mean to say that evef& cne would

went %0 be a farmer. That 1s the cre thing all men could be. And snoudt
could snd would become farmers to relleve the glut in the lshor market.
(4pclanse. )

ir. 3hevitch asks what could a man with merely his hends do with

By

the land. We have im this city iliustrations of what the very poorest
classes cen do when they have the iand. Did you ever see Jguattertown?

(4pplause.) Thare are men who by zolng on vacsut lend put up some seort



hemes 4nd so

o

of a rude dwelling and make themselves scme sert of
everywaere let san have access to iand snd he can in some way use it.

Teke -this eity of New York. Ir. Shevifeh divided the pecple inte
two clesses - the owwmers of land snd houses snd the swners of lsnd
Where other parties were the owners of the houses. He spoke of thegs
two ¢lasses, and I think, fa;got aﬂothe?élass ~ those who own land whare.
these are no houses. (dpplsuse.) The effect of the tax on the first
élassgw@uld be té simply make them pay the value of the iend &6 the com~
munity and relisve tham‘of 811 ﬁazés whatever upon the housses. The
mere owanePship of land would beeome utterly worthless. Mr. Sheviteh
vgints a pleture éf the real esteste owners makizng a grand sgﬁbine and
putting up rents, so &3 t0 recompense themdelves f&f the 2d44itional
tax impesed upon land values. If they can do it by meking 2 combine,
why don't they do 1t now? Let us suppose that the owners of used land
were_ﬁc'make sueh & combine, what wonld they do with the ownefs of
vecent land? Would they fake them into the combine also? {(Lauvghter
dpplause and hisses.)

Here 1s %he primciple of dexation: 4 tax which is levied upon
the production of a thing that must econztantly be produced by humén laber
wiil, by meking supply more difficudt, reise prices, and the man who
p&ye fthe tax is thus enabled to puth the tax upon She consumer. But a
tax upon the value of Land has ho éueh effeet. ILend does net have to'bé
cons tantly suppliied in order to mest the éemﬁnd. Its price is slways
azmonopoly value, and s btax which falls upon lend valuss doss not fall -

upon &li land, but oniy upon vsiuable land, and that in proportion fo

its value.

Lt is perfectily trme that were we to raise 21l our revenues in
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this way we could zet zlong without the custom houwse and. have sbsolube
fres irads. But I for ome den sze noe herrors in sisciute frae trasde.

On the contrary,what labhor wanis 1s gre;dém, not protection. (Applause.
4ibzolute free trade in any sense Warthy‘of the nams mesns frés producs
tion. Once make production fres snd labor can teke cars of itshlf.(ap-
plausss )

In what consists the valus of lend? It is a premina, ax advan-

tage, whieh the use of any particﬁlar plece of land will give over

what the same application of labor and caplfal can get'from the poorest
land ia use. " Therefere, if we take that oremfum for the use of‘the
whole community we putrall Rapd upon & substsntisl plang of eguality.
~We-ean abolish a8ll other taxes and enormously simplify gevefnmanf‘
Gpaﬁlnw ovportanities for labor, we gat rid of that bltter competition
that today everywhere tends to force wages down. Then we eould go om,
net to a paternal zoveranvent that attempts leo revﬂlate averything, bﬁt
to a government that can caﬁ%rol businesses inm their mnature monopolies.
{&pplause.) Onee put the socizl foundetion on & firm and equal basis
snd than we can-march forward in thet dirscticn as far &8s may be neees-
sary. We 4o not nold that everything is dene when this one & ngle mea-
sure is carried out, but we do hold that a firm and trus beginning is
mzdes den have lived end can live wiﬁhcu% the railrosd and without the
telegraph, but no man ever has 1i€ed gy ever csn live without land.
(Grest applause.) |

Here Mr. George hesitated, while the audience rewained in silent

Sk

guspense. Finally he sald: "l was stoppinz, trying to think of some

points I have not covered, but I have forgotten them.”

4 volece: "Phe ownership of machinery.”



Oh,yes; abeut that factory. (Laughter.) Iir. sSheviteh says that
the cwrigrs of those fac$ar£es may zet & ﬁeW'iaventiaﬁ which will ensble
~them ﬁc produce the same ieéult'ﬁith only one-hsalf thé lgbor, =nd then
those who are discherged will heg for smployment at reduced rates.
That would not be so if the men had appertunityrts snploy themSelves.
Ho msn will wotrk fo“ an gmployer for legsithan he can *et employing him~
self. The natural resulﬁ of ineresasing productlve Lovwsy is %o inerease
the sarnings of labor. Zmployment being free and nstural opporbtunities
3§en,'there ¢ould be me such thing as &isgensing with 1a§or, But the
shutting up of natural cppertunities dPives men bacﬁ and forces them
to ssek for employment from those who ¢en smploy thei. ’

Consider l:ng and she use that is made of ite The extrastive

=,

Obafatlans on land are noet merely farming, not merely bullding housss
There-are hundred snd one operations, fishing and cutting cf;timber;’
mining, and so on.

ﬁ voice: "Fishing on land?"

Yes; fishing on lsnd. (Lauahter‘) You have elther got to sit
on & plece of Zand or stand on it end fish (laughter, éheers and ap-
plesuse.) Or if you go upon the water you must use meterisl drmwn from
the lznd o prevemﬁ you from sinking. Thera_is-no productive occups-
tion thet is not in the 1ast analysis the unlon of humsm labor with land
Yntil langd is free to 1amor here C%ﬂlot possibly be anything thet
will fully emancipate labor., {Appléuse.)

§r. Sheviteh's Rejolnder.

"d¥r. Shevitch now has his second lnning.” said idr. Gompers,as

Hr. Georze sat dowh.
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Hr. Sheviteh at cnee arosey end was reeeived with anplause from

i

the rédss "I would prefer,” he said; with & swile," to get the ap-
pleuse from the other side of the house,” peinting to Khe blues. The
laiter‘eheere& biﬁ-héartifly at this pleasant sally, snd he continu=d:
| Hr. Gsorge paused for some momenis to recolleet some poiﬁﬁs he

3

had foriottsn 0 ansrer.i It is my impression that he has fergotten
o angwer rasarly e?éry 20int of my disewurse. He has not shown that
land texstion is equi?alént te¢ land confiscatlons Ee has not shewn
thet nndér hisrlaﬂd tax system a combine of large lan&‘holders ig

impossibdle. He has evaded that guestion snd he has asked me what

Waulaheombine do with the men who had vacant lots? They would leave

"
it
i

them alone or tskenthem in just precisely as the #heat merchantsde
in cornering the wheat now in the west. They take them inte the Gﬂﬁ&
bine and raise the price. Theat iIs what the members o¢f the combine in
iands would 4o end who could prevent them?

%r. Gesorge did not shOW‘that the compétibtlion of labvor would be
&ea%xayed by that land tex gystem. FHe did not show, hersimply'made
an assertiomn, that ﬁatural opportunities would be open %o labor. He
selid uhau laborers might go fishing, and he very graciously sald thet
he 4id not expect & man to 30 naked in the ¢ity of New York. But that
man would be ﬁaked_praéﬁically end the ideal of George's free lsnd
iould be dhantytown. Vhen I hear-sach thingsion g platform in Hew
York city in the nimeteenth century I begin to belisve that lir. George
is g dip Van Winkle of socisl economy. (4pplause from the exizeme

left.,) He acaually‘hap been bLorm in antediluvisn bimes and has all

at once waked up in time for ths JSyracuse convention
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it this there wss & storm of hisses fnom the right and cries
of "Zuestion} Guestiont Question:’

"It ls the guestion,” continued Mr. 3h ev1tch smid hisses. n.‘I’q
is the gquestion (hisses), snd you can® choke me down. (Hisses and
hodtings.) It is preecisely the guesticn, and youw shall not choke
me ﬁo@n-" |

Thswleft hroke out in applause, snd the right went wild with
yelling and hooting, smldst which there wers ckiss of "Order!
Grderi™ Mr. Gompers had to get up and spaék fér several minutes.
befaré%he could guiet thé trouble. Then ir. Shevitch continued:

You surely do net expect me to. aempl_imexiﬁﬁfc. Goorge. Hir.
George seems utterlj to forget thet we are 1iving in the grand cen
-tury of machine%x,iﬂ,a great sge of preiuction on & lsrge 3@313,
whewe the mére laborer is abgoluuely the slave of those who possess
the iﬂstraments of labor. @hi@ dmple land ta%anot.frae the laborer
from the competition with hlb fellow laborers The lsborer with his
free land must have capital %o construgt his heuse, and cepltel %o
begin farming om & small scale.even. 4nd there will be g hig man
with a big boodle, who will come neside the laborer with his lei,.
&nd taske noit cne tut ten, tw%yei, twenty or two hundred lots and
will bezin the cultivation of the soil on 8 grand scale with 81l the

necessary machinery, and will crush down the free-born eifizen on

ot

ds.) There igino such

o

he lot by his dide.  (dpplause from the r

A

thing as free competition as leng as the iustruments of lsbér are

£

J

in private hends. The lsbor guestlon, ths soelal guestion of the

day, is not s flscal gusstion. The scecizl gquestion of fo-day is the

abolition of wage slavery, and tnat is lmposzsible as long as the in=-
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strusients ¢f lsbor do het Beleng %o those who cseéte wealth. 4nd
if thers 1s g man belonging 4o orgsnized lahor Jh believes that

such a thing is possible, then he deserves to enjsy the paradise of ¥

“Mr. Ggorge in Shsntytown, and it is good enough for him. (Hisses

end applause. )
HENAY GEUHGE CCNCLUDES THE DIBATE.

Then i#r. George arose to conclude the debate. He daid:

The object of the labor mevement is the gbolition of wage glav-
sry. How do you propose %o atolish i%? That istheIQuesiian. {Ap-
plausa.) If sny men has any betber plan theha thet I mr:pos?éebhim
come and state it. Iir. 3hevitehis plen, &s I uﬂderwtaﬂd i%;rig
that of formirg s number of co-céperative sccieties, embracing all

the working cleasses, who aré o he furnished by govérnment with cspi-

teli

(Cries of "Noil nb! Ho, sirl" from the reds.)

Wi th . s maehiﬁery, then« That plan, I say, is uattezly im-
possible. There attaches to it the same disa&vamtageSﬁhat attach to
all dresms of the eldwation of the workingmsn by the formassion of
co~operative.sacigties. You must raise from the very foundatien.
You must make labor free. Now, such cateh phrases‘as ay oleture of
Shentytown as an ideal eii&'cgn avail nothing with any thoughtful

gpplause.; What I say Is this: Thai even ths podrest

o
o

man. {Grag

man, 1i he has free sccess te land, can @ske some use of 1t, and the
condition of those Shantytown pecple, poopy as It waz, was very much
better than that of meny who are herded in teunement housss, lisble
to be turned ocut st the end of the week or the month. (4pplsnse. )

% .

This bax thst will take the velus of land for %he community will in
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The. rirst place put sll men upon =n esuality with regard to land. It

will put in the tressury of the community & vest funi for publie ex~:
penses. It will»éhelish‘all the taxes that now fest upon men by the
iﬁcreased prices in the tﬁings that they produce. Teke the asseof
vhe renting farmers, who have to pay one-half of their produce for

the use of land:; out of the other halﬁzthey'ncw pay all their taxes.
Under the a?he: sys tem these taxes would be Baken out af tha 1andlords
hands. _ﬁﬁppiaﬂsa} The tax would dQ:EWEy with &ll tempiation to mon-
opolize iéﬂﬁ& Mr. Sheviteh is mistaken in saying that the laborer
@@ql&"ﬁav§4§a pay for 1anq. There would be no taﬁ EpQ@,laﬁd! only

a tax tupon the value of la

A voice; "What ig %the Fiffersnes?”

Here is tﬁe &ifféraﬁee; that land of itself%%as no value. Lend
never has any value until two mén want to use it. The prices thsat
are charged for lend on the cutskirts of a city are a Spec&ia%iva,
valug due bo the anticipation of what 1t will be worth when the popU~
lation crowds gut. Under our system the employment of labor would
be faeilitaﬁea in every direckion. Eabérers wourld not be merely saved
from paying rent; but would get employment during times when they
were nct engaged in their trades. 3very man who goes o work ex-
tracting wealth from nature not ¢nly does gome thing to leszen the glut
of labor im other oceupations, but by producing wealth for which he
demends other wealth in exchange creates sz dsmsnd for lsbor of Otkér:
kinds. Take the eoal miners who are standing idle in Yemmsylvania.
Lpoly thi% system and 1t would be impos&iblae for cprporatiqns to keep
those vast ccal fields idle. (Avplause.) Those men, glven the oppore

tunity, could go to work for themselves, and then they could regqdily
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et espital enough.

g

4 voige: “"Do you ses it now?" (lsughter.)

kir. Shevitch says that out in the west men can get gll the land
they want. If that were true there would be.no‘guéh thiﬁglaS tramps
in the United States. Kot enly s that mat:ﬁrue; But even on ther
Pacific, in Washington territory on the c¢ne side, and in souther n
Cglifornis . on the other, men are paying one~third and che-half the
produce of théié labor ftr khe privilege of tilling virgin soil.
{&oplause. ) ¥ ls cur system which permi ts thege great valueg»thaﬁ‘
sttach %o land by reason ;f the srowth of thé community o go inmto

private hands, that zives the speseulators a premium for gstiing just

- in advsnee of the sebttle?; and wherever the satitler geed there will

he find the speeulator aﬁ%a@ of him.

How, as to capital. VWhen the farmer hsas.to give up'oﬁééhalf
of his vproduce for thehxdmiiégé of apulying his lsbor to land; when
all through the other occupations the sams 1aw*h31&§; when men have
Yo pay to en individusl Lo the use of whaé they eall their country

b

o

one~guarter, cne-third, one-half the produce of thelr labor, is

eny wonder thaft the working clssses find it very hard to get capital?

~ Capital is produced by labor exerted upon lsnd. Hers, in the fact

thet wes make the land the orivate property of somé our number, is a

coriztant drain of eapital Ffrom those who produce it into the hands of
those who are wmerely praprietorg and monopblizers. “The destruetion
of the poér is thelr poverty. " Take from wsen one-hslf of their earn-

ings and you reduce thelr pdwsr of treating with others, you rédduge

*

s

thelir powsr of employing their laber upon the best of terms. You
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create a fundacental diffsr.nce, from the fguﬂdaticn, a tendency which
on one hand tends to make one class richer then they ought o be and
on the other nand to make the other 5%833 poorer then they cught %o
ba. (Applause.) uLabor is fThe producer of all wealth {ap:lause,)
but leber without land is helpless, and that is the reason why any
attempt to bring b;ut more healthy social conditions must begin with ©
the dand. (applause)

liry Gompers then adjourned the mesiing.

Cctober 29,1887.
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