Vhen Robert Schalkenbach, a wealthy printer and past president
of the Typothetae, died, he provided that there be established a trust
fund for the education of the public in the economic principles
developed by Heary George. He explained his action on the basis
- of his conviction, “that the principles expounded by Henry George in
his tmmortal book, "Progress and Poverty, will, if enacied into law,
give equal op portunity to all and tend to the betterment of the in-
dividual and of society by the abolition of involuntary poverty and
its attendant evils.” The Robert Schalkenbach Foundation was incor-
porated in 1924 to administer the trust fund thus established.

The economic philosophy of Henty George embodies the prin-
ciples of our national democratic life in terms of profound ‘economic
soundness. No man has been more bitterly attacked than he by the
varying brands of socialism and communism that have sprang from
the fallacious doctrines of Karl Marx. Henry George’s basic percep-
tigns and analysis are the only logical defense of our American
individualism and our American capitalism.

The Foundation is prepared to enter into correspondence and
supply literature to all those interested in the fundamental philosophy
of our American ideals and our way of life. Financial assistance in
carrying on this work is invited,
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SCOTLAND AND SCOTSMEN

After a few opening remarks, Mr. George said: There is one
charge that has been made against me since I came to Scotland
which I would like to say a word about. I have been accused of
flattering Scotchmen. The first place where I spoke in Scotland ‘was
- in Dundee, and 1 was glad to get before a Scottish andience. It so
happens that in my own country I know very many Scotsmen, and
among the men who stand with me are very many Scotsmen. These
Scotsmen have always been telling me—"Ah, a Scottish audience
is the thing; wait till the Scottish people take hold of this question,
and they will go to the logical end.” I was glad to get before a
Scottish audiznce, and I told them about my Scottish friends, and I
told them about the letter I had received from a good “canny”
Scotsran, who said to me, “Don’t waste your time on these English
people. They are a beery set, Beer confuses and dulls their under-
standings. (Laughter.) You can do far more good in Scotlaad,
where they are a logical, clear-headed people; and if they drink
anything at all, it is only whisky, which does not have such a coa-
fusing effect on the intellect.” Well, I told them that in the fragk-
ness of my nature, and next morning the papers, in their usual
denunciation, said I took an advantage by fHattering a Scottish
audience. Now, I may have been accused of many things, but I don't
think those who know me would accuse me of such a thing =5
aitempting to flatter Scotsmen about Scotland. T doubt if that s
possible. (Applause.)

Now, joking aside, I do not want to flatter anybody; and if
Scotsmen don't like to be flattered, will you let me tell you tonight
some home truths—some things that are not complimentary? {Cries
of “Yes, yes,” and applause.) :

1 draw my blood from these islands. But it so happens this is
the only place to which I can trace my ancestry with any certainty.
I do not know but that some of my own kindred perhaps today
live in Glasgow, and it is from Glasgow men some of my blood, at
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least, is drawn. I am not proud of i, If I were 2 Glasgow man
today I would not be proud of it. Here you have a great and rich
city, and here you have poverty and destitution that would appal a
heathen. Right on these streets of youwrs the very stranger can see
sights that he could not see in any tribe of savages in anything like
normal conditions. “Let Glasgow Flourish by the Preaching of
the Word '—that is the motto of this great, proud city. What sort
of a Word is it that here has been preached? O, let your preach.
ing have been what it may, what is your practice? Are these the

fruits of the Word—this poverty, this destitution, this vice and -

degradation? To call this a Christian community is a slander on
Christiznity. Low wages, want, vice, degradation—these arc not
the fruits of Christianity. They come from the ignoring and denial
of the vital principles of Christianity. Yet you people in Glasgow
not merely erect church after chuech, you have the check to sub-
scribe money to send missionarics to the heathen. I wish the heathen
were 4 litle richer, that they might subsciibe money and send
missicnaties to such so-called Christian comimunities as this—to
point to the laxury, the very ostentation of wealth, on the one hand,
and to the ill-clad women on the other; to your men and women
with bodies stunted znd minds distorted; to your little children
growing up in such conditions that only a miracle can keep them
pure!

Excuse me for calling your attention to these unpleasant truths;
they are something that every man with a heart in his breast ought
to think of. John Bright, in his installation speech to the Glasgow
University in 1883, made a statement, taken from the census of
Scotland, in which he declared that 41 families out of every 100 in
Glasgow lived in houses having only one room. He further said
that 37 per cent. beyond this 41 per cent. dwelt in houses with only
two rooms; that 78 per cent., or neatly four-fifths, dwelt in houses
of one or two rooms; and he went on to siy further, that in Scot-
iand necarly ope-third of the people dwelt in houses of only one
room, and fthat more than two-thirds, or 70 per cent, dwelt in
houses of not more than twe ooms. Is not that an appalling state-
meat; in the full blaze of the nincteenth century, in the year o
grace 1884, here it this metropolis of Scotland—Cheistian Scotland!
Now, consider what it implies-—this crowding of men, women, and
children together, People do not herd that way acless driven by
dire want and necessity, These figwres imply want and soffering
and brutish degradation, of which every citizen of Glasgow, every
Scotsman, should be ashamed. Here 1 take at random from one
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of your papers of this evening a story, a mere itemn of an inquest
held at Peterborough.. The deceased was a matried woman, the
house had no furniture, and the-four children were half starved.
There was no food in the house, and the only protection against
the chills of night were three guano bags—a basket of litter for the
whole family. The dead body of the mother was found to be a
mass of sores, and the left arm was shrivelled up. The daughter
stated that when they got food the father would bite first, and pass
it round in tum. The dying woman craved a bun, but they could
not give her even that. In their verdict of death from natural
causes, paralysis, deep-seated sores, and exhaustion, the jury stated
that the husband had been guilty of gross and unpardonable neglect
to his wife and family., But this seems to bz based upon the fact
that he had not taken his wife to the almshouse, though, as he
stated, he had tried to get her into the almshouse, but had been
refused, unless he would go too. There is nothing to show that be
was idle or drunken, He was but a laborer, and seems to have
tried his best to get what work he could, and came home every
night to lie beside that poor woman on the rotting straw. But take’
the bare facts. Among what tribe of savages in the whole world,
in anything like a titne of peace, would such a thing as that be
possible? T have seen, I believe, the lowest races on the face of
the carth—the Terra del Fuegans, who are spoken of as the very
lowest of mankind; the black fellows of Awsiralia; the Digger
Indians of California. T would rather take my chances, were I on the
threshold of life tonight, among those people, than come inte the
world in this highly-civilized Christian community in the condition
in which thousands are compelled to live. The fault of the- husband,
the verdict says! 1 know of this case only what the papers say;
but this T do know, from the testimony of men of position and

- veracity, from officials and ministers of the Gospel, that such things

as that ate happening every day in this country, not to drunken
men, but to the families of men honest, sober, and industrious.
Why, in this great, rich city of youss, as a gentleman was telling
me, there are today numbers and numbers of men who cannct
get employment. Here the wages of your engineers were reduced
a2 little while ago, and they had to submit. The engincers of
Belfast had also to submit to a reduction of wages, becasse thers
were so many unemployed shipwrights and engineers in Glasgow

“ that they feared they could not maintain a strike. Am I not right

in saying that such a state of things is but typical of that which
exists everywhere throughout the civilized woild? And I am bound
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to say that jt is & state of things you ought to be ashamed of. 1
speak, not because they do not exist in my own country, for in their
degree there is just the same staie of things in America. But is
not the spirit that, ignoring this, gives thanks and praise to the
Almighty Father, cant of the worst kind? Can we separate duty
towards God from duty towards our neighbors? Yet here are
men who preach and pray, yet look on such things as matters of
cousse, laying the blame upon matusal laws, upon human natore,
and upon the ordinances of the Cicator, Is it pot cant and
blasphémy of the worst kind? How can a man love a God whom
he belicves responsible for these things? Is God the Creator a
“botch,” that He shounld have made a world in which only a few
of His creatures couid live comfortably-—that He sheuld have made
a world in which the great masses have fo stiain and strive all their
lives away to keep above starvation point? 1t is not the fault of
God! It is due mercly to the selfishoess and ignomance of men
And when you come to ask the reason of this state of things, if you
seek it out, you will come at last, T believe, to the great fact, that
the land on which and from which it was ordained that all mankind
must live has been made the private properiy of a few of their
number. This is the only adequate explanation, Man is a land

- animal. All his substance must be drawn from the land. He cannot
even take the birds of the air or fish in the sez without the use of
the land or the materials drawn from the land. His very body is
drawn from the land. Take from a man all that belongs to land,

and you would have but a disembodied spirit. And as land is ab- -

solutely necessary to the life of man, and as land is the source
from which all wedlth is drawn, the man who commands the land,
onn which and from which other men live, commands those men.

Take the opposite course; trace up the facts. Why is it that
men are crowded together so in Glasgow? Because you let dogs-
in-the-manger hold the land on which these people ought to live.
Here is one fact that I happened to see in a communication in one
of your papers recently. Thete is a field in Glasgow called Bura-
bank, comprising fearteen acres, worth £9050{>0—4t is surrouﬂde.d
by houses—and ought io be used for buildings. But the owner 15
holding it till he can get a higher price from the necessities of the
community. You let him hold & You don't charge any taxes for
it. The taxation you put upon the houses, The same artide says if

that ficld were feued and covered with bouses, these houses would

pay not less than £7000 & year in taxation. You charge and fine &
man who puts up a house that would give accommodation to the
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people, and the man who holds land without making any use of it
you do not charge 2 penny for the privilege. How can there be
any doubt as to the reason why you are so crowded together? Or,
take the fact that wages are so low; that men are competing with
one another so cagerly for employment that wages are brought
down to starvation rates. What is the reason? Simply that men
are denied patural opportunities of employment. This city of Glasgow
bas been crowded with people driven from Ireland and your High-
lands, where they were living. When I was over in Ireland two
years ago 1 saw the process. I followed some of those red-coared
cvicting armies, and saw how, at the behest of men who had never
set foot in Ireland, the military forces of the empire were being
used to turn out poor people from the cabins and the land on
which their fathers had lived from time immemorial. (Applause.)
Whete were they forced to go? Into cities to obtain work at any
ptrice there. That great man who has stood on this platform,
Michael Davitt—(applause)-—is one of that class. His mother,
forced from her home, carried him around begging, rather than go
to the almshouse, and coming over here, he had; at an early age,
when he ought to have been at play and at school, and not at work,
to enter one of your factories, and that empty sleeve on his right
side is a memento of thet tyranny. (Applause.) Thus is your
labor matket crowded with people who must get work or starve,
who can’t employ themselves, who arz forced iato competition for
anything they can get. So with your owa people—the people of
Scotland. They have been crowded here in the same way. There is
the explanation. This is the explanation of the fact that, although
during this century, by reason of invention and improvement, the
productive power of labor has increased so wonderfully, wages
have not increased at all save where trades’ unions have been formed
and have been able to force them up a little. (Applause.) 1 have
now seen something of Scotland, and let me tell you frankly thai
what I have seen does mot raise my estimate of the Scottish
character. (Applause.)

Lzt me tell' you frankly—seeing I have been accused of flatter-
ing you, and you say you can stand unpleasant truths—let me teil
you frankly, I have a good deal more respect for the Trish. The
Erish have done some kicking against this inferpal systern, and yor
men i Scotland have got it yet to do. The Scois are a logical
people, as my iriend says. I won't gainsay that; but their major
premise must be 2 very curious one. I have really been wondering,
since I have been in Scotland, whether you have not got things
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mixed a little. There is a story I heard in Ireland about a little
cross-roads innkeeper. A woman kept an inm there and a .Iord
came along and stopped there one night. Oh, she was all in a
flutter at attending wpon a lord, and so she carefully instructed the
boots—a rude boy—as to how in the morning he must go and
knock at Lord So-and-so’s door, and when his lordship asked who
was there, he was to reply, “The boy, my lord.” Well, the poor
feliow was awfally flustered, and he gave a thundering rap at the
door, when Lord So-and-so cried out, “Wha's there?” and the boy
shouted out, “The Lord, my boy!” (Applause and laaghter.} He
had got things rixed.

Now, since T have been in Scotland, I have been wondering
whether you in Scotland haven't got things mixed a little. The
Scots are a Bible-reading people. I have sometimes wondered
whether, instead of reading that “In the beginning the Lord created
the heavens and the earth,” they haven’t got it that “In the be-
ginning the lairds created the heavens and the earth.” Certainly
the laicds have it all their own way through Scotland. Their’s is
the land and all upor it; their's is all that is heneath the land;
their's are the fishes in the rivers and in the lochs; their’s are the
hizds of the air: their's are the salmon in the sea, even the scaweed
that is thrown ashore, even the whales over 2 cerfain length, even
the driftwood! Their's are even the water and the air. Why, in
Dundee, do you know, the people there, in order to get water, l}ad
to pay £25,000 to the Earl of Airlie for the privilege of drawing
water for their use out of a certain loch. The water alone; he
retains the right to the fish. The very rain as it descends from
heaven is the property of the Laird of Airlie! Why, just think of
it! You know how that the chosen people were passing through
the wilderness and they thirsted, and Moses struck thf:e rock and
the water gushed forth. What good would it have done if that rock
had been private property, and some Farl of Airie had been there
who would say, You cannot take & capful ontil you pay me £235,000?
And this Farl of Airlie does not live in Scotiand at all—at any rate,
he does not live in Dundes! He never drinks a cupful of that
water; why—just think of it; and here, when you have dry weather,
the preachers pray for rain, and then when the good Lord listens
to their prayer, and sends it down, it belongs to the Easi of Airlie!
(Laughter and applause.)

But the people of Scotland have the air—that is, what they can
get in the streets and the roads! There is at Dundee a hill they
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call Balgay. It was never cultivated, and the only thing zbout it is
that there is good air to be obtained there, and fine views had.
That hil! belongs to a non-resident. 1 think the man’s name is
Scott, and he lives in Edinburgh. The people of Dundece want to
take their walks on that hill. How do they get that privilege? By
paying him a rent of £14 per acre. Talk about the taboo. Do
you remember these superstitious South Sea Islanders to whom we
sent raissionaties, and now they are all dying out from rum and
disease? Do you know these people had a cusiom that they called
the taboo? Their high chiefs, whom they venerated as gods on
earth almost, could say of a certain thing, that is tabooed, and one
of the common sort dare not touch it or use it; he would have to
go around for miles rather than set his foot on a tabooed path, go-
thirsty rather than drink at a tabooed spring, and go hungry though
fruit on a tabooed tree was rotting before his eyes. You have just
ptecisely the ‘same thing here. In this Scotland—the Scotland for

“which you are told you ought to lay down your lives if necessary

—thete are miles and miles in a state of nature, on which one of
you common Scotsmen dare not set his foot. (hear, bear.)

There is one of my countrymea—an American named Winans
—who made 2 great deal of money in Russia; he comes over hers
and has a play-ground steetching from sea to sea, in 2 state of pature,
renanted by wild beasts, and from which every cae of you Scots-
men are rigorously excluded, And that is only an example of the
country all over. If you were heathens, if vou were savages, many
of you would be far better off. People would not have to live on
oatmeal and potatoes while the streams were flashing with fish and
the moors were alive with game. All the fish are preserved. I got
hold of a book the other day, "“The Streams and Lochs of Scotland,”
and I had the curiosity to look over it. Why, every bit of water
which you can paddle a tub is preserved; it belongs to Lord This,
or Lady That, or Mr. Somebody Else. And the quail! Why, to
g0 back to what I was talking about. You remember how, to feed
the hungry Israelites, quail were sent from heaven. If they had
bezn sent into Scotland, you common Scotsmen would not have
dared to touch them. Here the quail are preserved. Why, through
the country that I have been, the common, ordinary wotking
Scotsmen live on potatoes, and are well off when they get saited
herrings or a little oatmeal. If the potato rot were to come, you
would have just such famines as occurred in Ireland in 1848. In
point of fact, this year there is on the Island of Skye a crop of
potatoes only by the charity of the people who subscribed to the
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destitution fund, and so furnished those people with seed. Full-fed,
comfortable people, who eat hearty dinners every day, professors of
universities with good salaries, gentlemen with nice steady incomes
and pensions, say—"Oh, everything is going right; the working
classes are getting better off;” and they deny most bitterly the
_assertion that poveity fs keeping pace with progress, and they give
you long tables of statistics ko prove it. Everywhere that I have
been T have asked the working people themsclves what they thought,
and T found everywhere that the very reverse was their opinion.
Certainly, after going through this country, thers can be no question
that all this progress and civilization has only ground this people
lower down, that they were bettet off hundreds of years ago when
they were half beathen savages. They have now been driven from
the good land they used to cultivate, and have been forced upon
poor land. Their little holdings have been curtailed, so that they
cannot keep enoughi stock to pay their rent, The rent has been
increased and increased, and their only way of paying it is to trench
upon their revenne and sell off their stock. There are places where
they used to fish, where they have become so impoverished that
they have now no fishing boats. There are places where they used
to have hosses, where now they have none, and whete women—
Scottish women—have to do the wotk of beasts of burden! You
can see them today carrying manure and everything else on their
- backs. (Hear, hear, and applause.) '

Go to the Highlands and you will see a state of society—of
industrial socicty—that belongs to past centuries. You will find
people caltivating the ground with the old-fashioned “crookit
space,” teaping with a book, and beating out their little harvest of
wen with o flail. Civilization has done sothing for them save to
life hardes. Those men, large numbers of them, have to pay
which they cannot vossibly get out of the ground. They
forced o go fishing, or to come down fo the Lowlands to
arder to get monsy to pay {or thelr cents It is not
ground they are charged, not merely for the virbues

:
e charged for z mere breathing space, a mers

et i it way are called
I T would like to have some of those well-fed people
who talk shout their laziness go up 2nd take a week of that sort of
work, Let these men go up and dig a little with the “croockit
spade,” and then go out and face the rough sea in one of those
fishing boats, and let those fine ladies go to the Highlands and
catry turf on their back as the women do there. As far as I

se people who live in £
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learned when there, it takes, on the average, about one person’s
labor to keep up those miserable peat fires in the centze of the
nut. As for flowers; since I have been in Scotland I have never
seent a single flower around one of those miserable cabins, where
most of the people live. T asked one crofter in Glendale if they
had ever any fruit. “Well,” he said, “they used to have some kail.”
(Laughter and applause.)

I went, as Americans would say, to the jumping-off place——to
Joha ¢’ Groat's—and saw two very bright fellows bringing up stones
from the sea-shore. One of them stooped down upon his knees
to help me to hunt for groatie buckics, and we had a talk. He
said he was going to build a house. The gentleman who was with
me asked if he had any surety in building it except the word of
his landlord? He said he was a good landlord. 1 asked “How
much have you to pay?” I think he said £5. His father lived
there, and there were two other sons. I asked, "What do you
make out of it?” One of them said, “We generally get the meal.”
I said, "Do you get enough to pay your rent?” “No, we have
got to make it up. I go off to the fishing, and my brother goes off
to work. Sometimes we get enough to pay the remt, but generaliy
we don’t.” T said, “The goodness of this good, kind landlord of
yours amounts to this, that he lets you live there, and takes from
you all that you make, save just enough o live” #e said, “That
is just zbout so.” But then he said, “He is really better than
many other landlords,” Well, so he is; seme of those landlozds
are there skinning the people alive. It is not the crofters who
have the worst loi—it is the cottars, who come under the facksmen.
The crofter can only be put out once a year; the cottar can be
put out at forty-eight hours’ notice. The cottars are the absolute
slaves- of the tacksmen. There is just as much slavery as there
existed in any land whefe human flesh was bought and sold. Why,
there was the testimony before the Royal Commission. By-the-by,
that Royal Commission, to a man who does not know anything
about it, looks like 2 comumittee of wolves to investigate the cou-
dition of the sheep. I would like to. see laboring people repre-
sented on some of these commissions. Anyhow, a very intelligen
(aelic witness satd all the land he had was a cabin and grass for a
cow. Lord Napier asked how much rent he paid. He replied
£5. The Cemmussion did not believe it, it scemed so incredible.
They said, "How do you pay it? He replied, T work a 100
days in the year at 1s, a day.” Is it any wonder that wages are
low in your ciiy when that is the state of labor in the outskirts?
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Poverty and destitution! There is enough to make you sick at
hgart 1f you listen to it. Why, a banker in the Highlands told me
that only last week a young fellow had come to hirm, whom he
Ynew was an honest, sober, industrious, hard-working man, and 2
cottar. He asked him for the loan of a couple of pounds. “Well,”
ihe banker said, "I can't lend you that as 2 matter of business.
What is the matier?” The man replied, "I don’t know where to
get anyihing to eat; myself, my wife, and four children have had
nothing but potatoes since last Nevember, and not enough of
" them; and now there is not a patticle of food in the house. All
I have in the world is a cow and 2 stick, If 1 scll them now, 1
can get nothing for them. If you lend e this money, I wiil sell
the stirk at the term time and give it back to you”” My fiiendly
informant said, “I will give you so mwuch meal, enough to keep
you’-—I forget how much, so many stones you call it—"to Jast
you up to the time, and bring me the money when you sell the
stirk;” and he said the man dropped down and burst into a flood
of tears; and my informant szid-—"T never felt so humiliated in
my life as to see a human creatore, a fellow-man driven to such
2 piach.” Asnd then he said—"The man told me, "You don’t know
what anguish I have suffered. Morning after morning 1 have seen
sy Hitle children going to school fearing they would fall down
from sheer weakness on the road.” ™ (tfear, hear, and applavse.)

And the treatment of the poor—the poor broken creatures who
have nothing of their own—is something outrageous—this endeavor
to keep down the poor rates! Do you know that in some of these
varishes there are poor decrepit creatures who get an allowance of
2s. 2 month, and in other places 14 lbs. of meal for two weeks?
Well, T asked, over and over again, "How do they live? They can’t
live on that.” What they live on is the charity of the poor people.
The landlords, the rich farmers, shove this burden of providiag
for the poor that their sapacity creates upon the hard-wotking
people, who themselves can hardly keep {rom starvation.

One of the London papers sald, jocring at me, that T proposed
to take all the propesty from the landowness, and they sapposed,
however, 1 was very kind—I would send them to the almshouse.
Well, now, T wish-—1I have no dbwill towards them—but I heartily
wish that a lot of your ruling classes could be seat to the almshouse.
1 think if some dukes and duchesses and eatls and countesses were
treated as these poor people are treated, that the wickedness of it,
the sheet cold-blooded barbarity of it, would become apparent to
your so-called Christian people. Utter slavery! Why, as one man said
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to-me, “We have feared the landlords more than we have feared
Almighty God.”

I remember reading in an English book, written some years ago,
about an aristocratic Polander in the old times, who took an English
traveller over some of his ground, and poinied at some miserable-
looking objects. He told the traveller he could kick any of them
he wanted to. It was much like that in Scotland today. (Applause.)
Your aristocracy take a pride in all that sort of thing. They like
to keep up those Highland romantic notions, the feather bonnet
and the kilt, and all that sott of thing. Well, now, really when you
come to think of it, those Scottish Highlanders have heen an ideal
people with the aristocracy. They fight like lons abroad, and they
have been taken abroad at-the dictate of the very power which has
oppressed them, to rob and plunder, and kill other people; but
they are as tame as sheep at home. (Applause and laughter.) Don't
you think that alongside of the Scottish lion you ought to put a
Scottish sheep? (Laughter.)

There is one other thing that has disgusted me. The most dis-
gusting thicg I saw in Ireland was that police force—the Royal Irish
Censtabulary. Well, now, you are keeping up here in Scotland an
institetion very much the same. When I was in Skye I saw police-
en loafing around just as the Irish Constabulary loaf about. In a
litle bit of a village named Dunvegan, where I don't think there
are more than six or seven houses, there are two policemen, all in
uniform. (Laughter.) The police of the county of Inverness have
been increased by fifty, at a cost of £3000 to the ratepayers, and
£3000 more in the whole countty, on account of the fears of the
landlords. (Applause.) :

I have been pointing out the evil. How can it be cured?

Well, it cannot be cured by any half-way measures; it cannot be
cured by any measares that will be agreeable to your aristocracy.

-You know that at the beginning of big sheep-farming in the High-

lands, and the eviction of their brethren by chiefs who had become
landowners under this infamous English law, there was a good deal
of misery, and one of the earliest measures to relieve that misery
was to get up those Highland regiments. They were got up about
the time of the American war, and a ot of them were sent over
there to cut the throats of our people. You can’t relieve poverty
by any such measures as that. (Applause.)
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In the beginning of the century, when the Duke of Sutherland
and other men of that kind were evicting their people with a
batbarity that will hardly find a parallel in the anmals of savage
warfare, there was another messare got up to relieve the desti-
tution—that was the making of the roads. Some £267,000 of
public money, in addition to £30006 a year from the public funds
were, for many vears, spent on making roads throagh the Highlands;
but this grant was finally abandoned, on the ground that ail it bad
done was to improve the reats of the Highland landlords. No such
measures as that will relieve poverty. (Applavse.) You cannot’ get
sid of it in such measures as you Glasgow people adopted in your
City Improvement Trust. You have tazed the masses of the people
to foster corruption; to pui large satns into the pockets of specula-
tors and landlords, to improve the property of other landowners;
and you have not a whit relieved overcrowding or destitution. You
have simply changed the place of the discase. It is like puiting
a plaster on a caacer and driving it somewhere else. You cannot
vure this decp-seated disease by any such measure as that; you
must go to the root, boldly and firmly, Take no stock of those
peopie who preach moderation. Moderation is not what is needed ;
it is religious indignation, Grasp your thistle. Take this wild

beast by ithe throat. Proclaim the grand truth that every human

being born in Scotland has an inalienable and equal right to the

soil of Scotland—a fight that no law can do away with; a right

that comes direct from the Creator, who made earth for man, and
placed him upon the earth. (Loud applause.) You canbot divide
jand and secure equality. It could be secured among a primitive
people, such as the: children of Israel, who, nnder the Mosaic law,
" divided the land; but in our complex civilization that cannot be
done. It is not necessaty to divide the land, when you can divide
the income drawn from the land. You can easily take the revenue
that comes from the land for public purposes. There is nothing
very radical in this; it is a highly conservative proposition. Why,
1 had the pleasure of reading a speech delivered in this hall by your
membes, Dr. Cameron, proposing substantially the same thing. Dr.
Cameron and myself, I am glad to say, stand upon the same plat-
form in this respect. He wanis to re-establish the old, ancient tax
upon land that the landowners have thrown upon the masses of the
people, That is what 1 waat to do; and when we have done that,
I wani to go a little further. But 1 have no doubt that Dr. Cameron,
when he had got so far, would be quite willing to go a litile further.
The real fight will come on some such proposition as that made by
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Dr.. Cameron, and T have not the shadow of a doubt that, if the

people do their duty, the landlords will be routed—horse, foot, and
dragoons. { Applause.) '

Now, see the absurdity of the present system, even as a great
economic measure. Here, in Glasgow, take that field of Burnbanlk.
The owner aliows it to be vacant, and pays nothing; but if he puts
houses upon it you will then get £7000 a-year in taxation, Have
you got enough of houses in Glasgow? Why should you tax houses
and not land? The man is 2 public benefactor who puts up houses.
The mose you tax houses, the less houses you have, But yon may

 tax the value of Jand 20 shillings to the pound and you won't have

an inch less land. (Applause.) A good part of this city used to be-

“long to youar people. It was purchased by a Lord Provost named

Campbell. T don't know how he got it. It reminds me of the story
I heard in Cardiff, how an ancestor of the Marquis of Bute got a

great part of the common of that town——now most valuable property.

A -predecessor of Lord Bute gave the freemen a dinner every year.
In a fit of generosity they voted the common to him; but he did not
continue the dinner. (Laughter) I donm’t know how the Lord
Provost got this property. But I am informed he paid £1500 for
it. Now, his successor, Sir Archibald Campbell, draws £30,000
in feu-duties, and he does not pay a penny of the rates of the town.
(“Shame.”) Would it not be better to take that £30,000 in taxa-
tion, and remit your taxes on some other things? (Applause.)

And I want to call your attention to what an enormous fund you
would get for public purposes in this way. The chief advantage
of putting taxes upon land is that you would choke off those dogs
in the manger, who are now holding the land without using it, or
making deet forests of what ought to be homes of men; who, that
they may compel a Jarger black-mail, are withholding land around
your towns from building uses, while whole families are crowded in
four-storied houses, a family to each room. (Applause.) A great
stimulus would be given to industry, to the investment of capital,
to production of all kinds, by the removal of the taxes that weigh
and. press them down. And by taking that which goes to the land-
owner and using it for public uses, instead of making poor people
pay for the education of their children, as you barbarously do now,
you could have all your schools free, and the best possible kind of
education given to the children of the poor, as well as to the children
of the rich; you could establish libraries and museums, and public
parks and gardens, and baths and theatres, if you chose, in every
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town; you couid all around this coast build harbors for your
fishermen; you could give a peasion of enough to live comfortably
on to every widow or helpless one, to every decrepit man; you
could dower every girl, and give every young man a start in life.
{Laughter and applause.} Preposterous does it secem? Well, it
does—this thing of doing aaything for the masses of the people.
It is highly demoralizing, we are told, to give the people something
for nothing. It would destroy their independence if the poor people
didn't have to pay for the education of their children! (Applause.)
You don't hear anything about that when the pensions get to
thousands and five thousands of pounds. (Laughter.) Yeur Patha
ment votes £25,000 a year to a young prince, as though it were
nothing at all. {Applausc.) Judges, officers, and that sort of thing,
get most bandsome retiring pensions. It does not hust them, it does
aot demoralize them. (Applanse.) And see how cnormously your
other expenses wounld be reduced. Why, I saw in an office today a
chart showing the cxpenses of this natien dlagrammed, and, accord-
ing o that chart, it was nearly all for war, and the cost of war, and

reparation for war, You have been gomng round the world robhing -
el [l [+

ard muedering and cutting the throats of other people, and out of the
present taxes, according lo that chart, you pay 16s. 9d., 1 think, a
year for war, the expense of waz, and the costs of war, and 3s. 3d. for
cther expenses. (Applause.) Why is that expense placed upon you?
Becanse you are governed by a land-owning aristocracy. The army
is a good place for younger sons. You have been governed by the
class that likes to make war, and that finds a profit in making war,
With the rule of the people that would cease. (Applause.) There’s
enough here for all of us. There's no natural reason for poverty,
or even for hatd work. The inventions and discoveries that have
been already made give man such a command over material condi-
tions, that we all could live in ease and luxury if we did not scramble
and tread each other underfoot. (Applause.) Once give the people
an cpportunity, give mind a chance to devclop, and the forces of
production would inctease at a rate never dreamed of. Where
wages are highest, there is labor always most productive, there is
invention most active, And certainly it is time that something
were done. Why, think if one of us, having a family of children,
were {0 go away from home, ard come back and find the big ones
leaving the little ones out in the cold, keeping them in ignorance;
in squalor and misery, and disease—what would we say? (Ap-
plause.} Do you believe ‘that the laws of justice can be outraged
with impunity? Not so. The whole history of the world shows
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that, though, on the narrow scale of individual life and individual
action, injustice sometimes scemed to succeed, yet on the great scale
of naticnal life, the punishment of national crites always comes surc
and cortain, And, so sure as God lives, that punishment must
overtake such nations as this. The cry of the oppressed cannot go
up for ever and ever without bringing down punishment. (Ap-
plause.) Look back at the greatest nation that ever played its part

“on this wotld’s stage—Imperial Rome. What was its fate? That

very fate may be seen coming over this nation today. Italy, when
the Roman power went forth to concuer the world, was the horme
of hardy husbandmen, independent and self-reliant. As fortunes
grew, these men were drained off to the wars, evicted, driven out,
and Ttaly was given up to sheep and cattle and great estates. That
very same thing is going on in these islands today. What was
Scotland made for? What is this earth made for? Was it not for
man? Was not man given the dominion over the birds of the air
and the beasts of the field? Was it not made his duty to subdue
the earth? Is not man the highest thing that earth can produce?
And yet here, in this Scotland, you ate driving off men and putting
on beasts, and the venegeance is coming. We know something of
the laws of the uiverse. We don't yet know them all. But there is
a strange thing that has been noticed in new countries, and that
is the influence that man seems to have by hus mere presence upon
nature. The bee follows the pionecr across the American continent;
where settlements are made more rain seems to fall, new flowers
without planting seem to spring up, and the earth to bring forth
more abundantly; and, where man retires, nature becomes more
savage. See how in Italy fertile districts, when depopulated, became
the haunts of fever. Look to the arid wastes of North Africa, once
such a teeming hive of pepulation. The very same thing can be
seen in Scotland today. Upon this land the curse that follows the
expulsion of men is coming. Men have been driven off the richest
and best land, and the sites of their little homes and their listla
caltivated fields given up to sheep, and the sheep fattened. It was
good grass where the men had been. That everywhere, I con learn,
is giving way. I am told by capable authorities that where 2
thousand sheep twenty or thirty years ago could be kept in places
men had been driven off, not 700 can be kept now. There #s a
fungus moss creeping over the ground; Scoifand is relapsing into -
barbaristm again; even sheep are giving way to the solitude of the
deer forest and the grouse moor. “Will you, men who love Scotland,
let it go on? (Loud applause, and cries of "No.") :
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The CHARMAN intimated that any. gentlemian present would
now have an opportunity of putting questions to Mr. George. He
said that four questions had been handed in by a journeyman
tailor. The first was—Why does Mr. George address meetings in
latge cities instead of amongst the farmers and farm laborers, the
lazge cities being centres of commerce, and their inhabitants having
10 interest in the guestion ?

Mr. GrorGr—Because 1 think it is in the large cities that the
evils of the land monopoly are best seen, and that it is to the large
cities that ! ook for the force that is to reform these evils. (Ap-
plause.) Those poor cowed people in the IHighlands, trembling
under the eyes of their factors, what can they do for themselves?
It is to you men of the cities that I mainly and principally look.
The towns must carry the standard of advancement, as they always
do. (Applause.) '

-

Th{f Cg{ﬁl}{MAN The second question is—How would nationali-
zation of the land tend to raise wages or shorten the hours of
tabor of the city artisan?

Mr. GEOrGE—DBecause it would open the primaty sources of all
employment. Why are wages, generally speaking, in new countries
higher than ia old countries? Adam Smith, a hundred years ago,
stated the reason, when he said it was because there land was cheap—
because a man can there work for himself, and therefore will not
work for anybody for less than he can earn for himself. When you

open up the land, you relieve the pressure on every industry, Tt is

the pioneers in a new countty who furnish the foundation and
market for all the others. First you have the herdsmen and farmers,
and afterwards you have the operatives, It is sometimes said we
all cannot be farmers; but that is the only thing we all can be. We
all might be farmers, because communities have existed in which
everybody was a farmer; but you never heard of a community where
everybody was a tailor. (Laughter and applause.) It is not necessary,
however, for us all to be farmers. But if we break up the monopoly
of land, so that in the primary occupations there will be casy em-
ployment and high wages, then there will be a brisk demand for
lahor and high wages e all employmenis. (Applause.)

The CHAIRMAN—The next question is—If Mr. George would
not tax labor products, and if the rent of the agricultural and grass
land is only about 66 millioas per year-—56 miilions of this amount
being a rent imposed upon the labor of the farmer—would he
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explain to us how he proposes to abolish the presently existing
poverty by the paltry sum of ten millions which remain?

M. GeEorGE—The landlords are very ansious to show how
little they get. Mr. Mallock has made a colored diagram in which
he pictures it as only £100,000,000. I it is so little, what is the
use of making a fuss about it? The fact is, that it is an enormous
sum, The agricultural rent is put at £60,000,000; but that is the .
smallest pact of the rent. The rents of towns and cities and mineral
lands ought to be at least twice as much. Nor in these estimates
is everything given. It is merely rent reccived by the landiords.
There may be feued ground that pays 20s., and which the growth
of the city has made worth £10 or £20. All that is rent. The
Duke of Westminster gets, besides the rent, all the buildings upon
his estates in London at the expiration of the leases. The rent of
these kingdoms is at least two hundred millions—enough to pay all
your extravagant expenditure in some directions, and 2 great deal
more, and at the same time giving labor a chance. (Applause.}

The CHAIRMAN—The next question is—If it be unjust to hold
private property in land, is it not equally unjust to build a private
house upon Jand, seeing that to build a house upen land is putting
a pottion of the people’s easth to private uses, and excluding every
one except the owner of the house from the use of that portion of
the earth. (Laughter.)

Mr. GuorGs—That is just as sensible as you will find in the
reviews of your best newspapers. That question must come from
the editor of one of your leading dailies. If a man takes a fish
out of the sea, the fish is properly bis private property; but that
fact does not necessitate giving him the sea as private propeity.
(Applause.)

The CHARMAN—The next question is—Would not the abolish-
ing of taxes benefit the large merchants of a city rather than the
artisans or laboring classes? .

Mr. Grorge—No, I don’t think so. The greatest benefits would
be to the laboring classes. The incidence of taxation, as now laid,
benefits the capitalist, or the man who has most money. The
making of liquor has been concentrated, and distillers have built
up great fortunes over in-Ireland. The distillers ate the men who
renovate and build churches. It is the same with all sorts of
husiness. We have in our country, mose thaa in yours, a protective
tariff. The duties are paid primarily by the importers. Do you
think you can get them to work for free trade? On the contrary,
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they profit by the duties, as their effect in increasing the amount of
capital required for the business keeps competitors out. The effect
‘of all these taxes is to concentrate business in the hands of capi-
talists. Now, it is sald, why attack the landlord alone; why not go
for the caprialist? The capitalist, 25 a capitalist, is doing nobady
any harm. What harm is done by the capitalist is as a monopelist.
It is the monopoly that you want to desiroy. Now, we find when
a man has a great swn of money, this power is in the phrase of the
Socialists, wsed in exploiting labor. Where does this power come
from? Suppose I take a mullion pounds and go into a country
where men can earn for themselves £1 a day and put up my big
factory, can I get anybody to work for less than £1 a day? Not
ruch. It is because these men' are impoverished that they are
forced to compete with each other for starvation wages. Suppose
every family had, as it well might have, i#ts own house and garden,
- enough to Irve on, would you find people working for a few shillings
2 week? There's where the pressure comes from, One millstone
can’t grind. It requires two, the nether millstone as well as the
upper millstone. {(Applause.)

A GENTLEMAN in the rear of the hall asked Mr. George a ques-

tion—in effect, whether, supposing the rent of the land was paid to
the State, instead of to the private owner, it would make any
difference?

Mr. GEORGE~-It might not make any difference to the rent or
in the rent, but it would make a very great difference to the people
who paid the rent, That question was well answeted in a Londen
newspaper by my friend Mr. Joynes. A man wrote and said, what
difference was it-to the farmer whether he paid his rent to the Staie,
or whether he paid it to the landowners? He said this was the
differentce——that the State was not likely to go to the Continent, or
go off in its yacht and spend it. It would not be just to the rest
of the people to make rents low. Every rent ought to be a proper
rent, as much as the land is worth, because that is the only way of
secaring equality. Theee's the mistake our friends in Ireland have
made, They have gone and twrned that great agitation into a
miserable lietle thing for the tenant-farmers. Now, the tenant-farmers
are not entitled to a whit more favor than any other class in the
commounity. The class to look to, the class to strive for, is the very
lowest class—not the fatmer, but the laborer. He is the man. Im-
prove the condition of the man who has nothing but his hands, 2nd
you improve the condition of the whole community. {Applause.}
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A GENTLEMAN in the gallery asked—Does Mr. George propose
to confiscate the interest on bonds held by widows and orphans,
which absorbs a large part of the income of land?

Mr. GEORGE-I W_0uid propose to confiscate the whole value
of the land, . : :

The GENTLEMAN—Well, what I- refer to belongs to widows

~and orphans.

Mr. Grorge-—Do not be delnded by this widow and orphan
business. That is a matter that is always put to the front, When

men talked about abolishing slavery in my country, the try was

raised about the widow and the crphan. It was aai_d, “Here is a
poor widow woman who has only twe or three slaves to live apon,
would you take them away?” It reminds me of the story of the
little gitl who was taken to see a picture of Daniel in the lioas’ den.
She began to cry vety bitterly, and her mother said, “Do not oy,
do not cry; God will take care that no harm will befall him.” To
which she replied, “T ain’t crying for him, but for the poor little
fion in the back—he is so little 1 am afraid he won't get any.” I
propose to take care of the widows and the orphans. As 1 told
those people in London whom I addressed recently, every widow,
from the highest to the lowest, could be cared for. There nead
be no charity or degradation; every one of them could have an
equal pension. It will only take twenty million pounds to give
every widow in the three kingdoms a pension of £100. And in
the state of society which would ensue from breaking up fand
monopoly, no one need fear that the helpless ones he left behind
would come to want. This is not the case now. Take your Duke
of Argyll or Duke of Sutherland—nothing is mote certain than
that their descendants will be yet tenanting your almshouses. John
o Gioat was sent by one of your kings up to Caithness, and
made a rich laird. But the lot of the o Groats now existing
there is just as poor and miserable as any people there. The best
blood of England, as it is called, mums i the almshouses. How
much better it would be for the richest man to know that he left
his widow and children in a state of society where they conld aot
possibly want, where all the influences arcund them were healihy,
than in such 2 state of society as this! Why, look at its moral
aspects. The vice and disease that_are bred of poverty, do they
rest merely with the poor people? No; they climb up through
the ranks of the rich to the highest. (Loud applause.)
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The Cuamman read the next question, as follows:—If Mr.
George would abolish ownership in land, what compensation would
he give to those owners of land who have acquired it by purchase,
sanctioned by existing law? :

Mr. Grorce—I wounld not give them a penny. I don't think
this matter of compensation comes into practical politics. Why
should you make any discrimination between a man who purchased
his fand, and a man who did not purchasc it? Does it make much
difference whether I am the robber or I bought the thing of the
tobber? Supposing I was big enough to steal one of you, and
cun you off to 2 country where I-could hold you as my slave, you
would have a moral right to get awsy from me as soon as you
could; but would that moral right cease the moment ¥ had sold
you to somebody else? If you were to say we will recompense
anybody who can show that they bought their land, what would be
the result? Why, by the time you came to take the land, every-
body would have sold it to scinebody else. A gentleman said to
me tonight—""Ch, Scotsmen will not hear of anything else but
compensation.” 1 don't believe that. (Applause.) I have a very
much higher notion of Scotsmen than that. I believe the Scots
are too logical a people to tolerate the idea of compensation. 1
will tell you a story I heard about this matler of compensation.
There was one of your Highland lairds-—a Gordon something oc
other—in a tailway train with a gentleman, and he was talking
about these wicked ideas that were floating about—this theft and
Communism. The gentleman said to him, “How did you get
your land?” He said, “We got our land by bringing our men
into the field to fight for the country.” The gentleman said to
hita, “What did the men get?” Well, he had to admit that the
men had not got anything. But he said, “We have had the fand
for a long time, and sanctioned by law. It would be robbery to
det us of it The other gentleman said, “How long have
you had {177 e have had it for 800 yeass.” Well, the “oentle-
man said, “If you have had it for S0C years, don't you think you
have had it long enough?” (Avslause)) Compensation iy pre-
posterous, Why, 2l titles to lzad are nothing but robbers titles,
and the titles to a large part of the land in Scotland are 2 great deal
worse than robbers” titles. They are not titles won by the strong
- hand or by conquest. They are rather the titles of the sneak thief-—
or worse. These Highland chicfs betrayed their brethren—took
advantage of a language and a law that they did not understand.
They were won by treachery and treason. I don’t propase to go
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back into inquiries of that sort, because, to my mind, it makes no
difference how a man got the land. It may be said he bonght it.
Supposirig he bought the sun? Could ke buy it from any one who
had the right to sell it? But where do these titles come from?
Has one generation, supposing they were all united, the right to
sell the rights of the coming generation? This earth belongs to all
generations, You fmen have carried in a certain direction compen-
sation to the extreme of absurdity, but it has always been compensa-
tion to the ruling classes. You paid the descendants of Charles
the Second’s bastards compensation for hereditary pensions and
taxes, and you paid enormous sums to buy out the hereditary
jutisdiction of your Highland chiefs. For every sinecure held by
one of the ruling classes he gets compensation, but you never hear
of a poor man being compensated. How much were the people
compensated when the taxation was taken off the land and put upoa
labor? Why should you compensate the: landlords? The only
reason is that you have been doing it for a long time. Nobody
proposes to take anything from the landlords. I would give every
one his full equal share. It is not proposed to take anything from
them; it is merely to stop them from taking from other people.
(A voice—"What about recently acquired land?") Treat it in the
same way. Supposing the Jand was acquired, is it not the principle
of law that the buyer can get no better title than the sclier has to

‘give? If a man has no right to the land, how can he give another

man the right to it? As a matter of fact, you would do no injury
by laying down that principle. No one could be hurt by the
resumption of the land as common property, save those who could
well afford to have their incomes lessened. The man of small
means who had got himself a house and Jot would be the direct
gainer by the change which would exempt houses from taxation, and
put it upon lots, while he would be an enormous gainer by the
increase of wealth and the rise in wages. Then the business men

who are landowners would profit by the irprovement and stimalas

tion of the productive energies of socicty far more than they would
iose as landlords. The typical landlord is like a landlord in Dublin
they call Cosey Murphy, who stayed in bed cight years; the typical
tandlord is the maa who goes to the Mediterranean in a yacht, and
spends the money which e draws from the tail of the people here.
Consider, the real thing that would be taken from the people who
demand compensation i not land, but the power which the posses-
sion of land now gives them of levying toll upon the Iabor of others.
What does the Duke of Sutherland want with his twelve hondred
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thousand acres; or the Duke of Westminster with his London estates?
No mote than the Earl of Airlie wants with the water that he sold.
They want to have the privilege of taking the wealth of the people
who have produced it. That is a right that no one can have. That
is a power that can be sanctioned by no purchase, and that no one
can justly ask compensation for. (Applause.)

A CsNTLEMAN in the middle of the hall stood up and sajd—
“Suppose a man was induced by our Land Laws to invest £100 in
land. He might have invested the money in any other commercial
enterprise. Would Mr. George compensate the man who had lost
his moacy by the so-called pernicious Land Laws?” :

Mr. Grorer—I would aot. (A voice—"You will not do for
Scotland.” Second voice—"Keen quiet, you fool! Do you speak
for Scotland?") If a man invests a gold sovercign in a bad Bank
of England note, T would not reimburse him. If a man invests a
hundred pounds in slaves, I would not reimburse him. (A VOice—
“We compensated the West Indian slaveholders.”) A very wicked
thing it was. 1 hope you will not do so again. You stmnted the
foss which the slaveowners ought to have incurred upon.the backs
of the working classes of this country. You did worse. You strength-
ened slavery ell over the world; you taught the American slaveholder
to believe that, if abolition should come, he would get a price for his
human property. Up to the verge of the war slaves commanded as
high a price as ever they did. If, on the contrary, that agitation had
gone on on the basis of absolute emancipation, the thing would have
been gradual, The value of slaves would bave declined. Men would
not have bought and sold them. Now, the same is true in this.
want to do this at 10 o'clock tomorrow morning; but if we all
wanted to do it, it would take a good while. It necessarily must be
a progressive step. We must necessarily, on account of the resistance,
move step by step. And as we do this the landowners will bave a
chance; your recent purchaser will have a chance not to purchase.
(A voice—""Why not begin at home?”") The decline would be slow

and gradual. Why not begin at home? I am begiamag at home.

1 don't come over herc to preach anything T have not preached in my
own country. The very conditions that I have been speaking fo you
about T have seen growing upon new soil, and it was because of
that that my eyes were opened to it. Why not begin at home? 1 am
here beginning at home, We who speak this Janguage are on both
sides of the Atlantic but one people—becoming every day more one.
(Applause.} This agitation must go forward on both sides of the
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Atlantic—by action and reaction. America must be affected through
England and Scotland, -and England and Scotland will be affected
through America. Whatever we do, we do for this whole, great im-
petial race—the race to whom the destiny of modern civilization i
entrusted. (Loud applaunse.) .

A GENTLEMAN—Would you confiscate all rent?
Mr. GeEorGE—I would confiscate all rent in the econornic sense.

‘The QuEsTioNER—Then, would you give compensation for in-
provements? '

Mr. GeorGE—Let the improvements stand. Certainly I would.
I don’t propose to take the improvements, but to let everything
stand as it is now. It is the present system that is confiscatory.
It is confiscating labor every day. It is not a robbery that is done
and passed away; it is robbery that is going on every weck and
every month, every day and every hour. It is a fresh robbery that is
committed on every child that comes into the world. Now, to go
back to this matter of compensation. Some people do propose to
compensate. There are sorne who propose to compensate all who
can show that they have purchased the land at the price they gave
for it, minus the net rent that they have received. Then there is
Miss Helen Taylor, the step-daughter of John Stuart Mill. She is also
in favor of compensating everybody who can show that they have
purchased their land with the proceeds of their labor. She proposes
to make the landowners pay up with interest, and compound inter-
est, all the back taxes from the time of Charles the Second, and then
to tike part of that money and compensate the people who could
show that they had purchased with their own earnings. (Laughter
and applause.) There are people who believe in compensation—
compensation not to the landowner, but to the people who have
suffered. T would cut the whole thing now. I should be perfectly
willing to draw the line at “let the past be the past.” If any one
wants to compensate landholders, they have a perfect right, so far
as they are concerned themselves, to give compensation. They could
make a collection for them. You have a perfect right to do that,
but 1 deny the right of any individual to grant away the natural
rights of apother individual. Be just before you attempt to be
generous. There is only one true basis of social reconstruction, and
that is the basis of justice,

Votes of thanks to Mr. George and the Chairman concluded the
proceedings.




Every permanent improvement of the soil, every railway
and road, every bettering of the general condition of society,
every facility given for production, every stimulous applied
to consumption, raises rent. The landowner sleeps but thrives.
—Thorold Rogers.

Landlords are, perhaps, the only great body of men whose
interest is diametrically opposed to the interests qf the
nation.—Buckle in “Fragment on the Rise of Agricultare.”

The present century has been marked by a prodigious in-
crease in wealth producing power. . . . It was natural to
expect that labor-saving inventions would lighten the toil
and improve the condition of the laborer. . . . Now, however,
from all parts of the civilized world come ‘complaints of
industrial idleness, of pecuniary distress among businessmen.
... This can hardly be accounted for by local causes. . . .
Beneath all such things as these we must infer a common
cause.—Henry George in *“Progress and Poverty.”

The Iand, the earth: God gave to man for his bome, susten-
ance and support, should never be the possession of any man,
corporation or unfriendly government, any mote than air or
watet, if as much—Abraham Lincoln in Dr. Robert Browne's
“Abraham Lincoln and the Men of His Time.”
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