There is cne point, however on whieh I sm inclined to differ

frem'Our ﬂéxas friends. They seem dlspesed to think that it is a

mlstake tc present’ any ether than the flscal slde of the raform.
There are cheumstanceﬂ'under which this may be true. But speaking
: generally it is net- true that this is the strongest side, or that
anytnlng is to be galne& by i norlnv the guestion of the rlghc to
the ﬁée“gf’lana. To show men that the comcentration of taxes on
iaﬂd values will reﬂuce‘tha_taxes they have to pay and directly .
béﬁafit them~ is:a gaéd thing to do, especially among. the farmers
who ‘have been tcld that our objeet is to lay on them the Whole bur-
_den of taxatlon. But to bring men to our side who Wlll s tay there
thraugh thick and thin, to arouse the enthu81asm that is slone cap- ?f{
able of carrylng a grest reform against powerful vssted interssts, 9
we¢ must appeal to somethlng stronger than any hope of individual galn.;ﬁ
It is = mistake %o Suppose that men are altogether selfish, and view N
" everything from the standpolnt of how it will affeet them. On:the. _
contrary, men are natuvally sympathetic; they naturally lova Justicei;;§
they are naturally moved by questions of right and wrong, even when
these do not affect them. rﬁnd in large matters, and when large
bodies of men are concerned, the power that can be aroused by the
apneal to higher end hobler instincts, is always more poteﬂt andﬂmore: ‘
eﬁdurlnﬂ than tnat whlch can be aroused by apvrealing to the lomer
qualitiess Therefore it is ubat believe that while the flscal side
of the great reform we would brlno about is important, the moral 31&3-'
1s more important stili. It may be well at times to put the flscal

51de to the front hut it weuld be the g%eatﬁﬂbf mistakes to perma-
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nently ignore'the moral side. On that side we reach men whom we
" could not reach from the fiscal side, and from that side it is that
we gét the energy, the devotion, the activity that is carryingrour
movement forward. Take the men who are'to-ﬂay subscribing to the
campaign fupd of THZ STANDARD, and the ﬁen who from its start have rfif
sﬁstained it;-také;the meﬁ who are distrihutihg our literaturs gnd
publicly or priyately'pushiﬁg our ideas; tgke'the men on the othzr R
side df the Ailantic, and the men in'Australia, wﬁo are working in |
the same cause - is it from the fisecal side or the moral side that
they are.moved? Téke the men of Texas, who‘are deing such goed

- work with their petition - if all that they saw in the reform they
are trying ta.bring ebout was but a reform in taxation; I doubt if
one.of them would have‘sfirred a hand. They certainly would not have-
-done éuch work as Mr. Ring has done and is doing. And when these |
men propose to put the larger and higher aspects of the singla tax

in the background, and to present it only as a fiscal réform a&—
vantageous to the personal interests 5f those to whom it is presented, .
. they are ignoring in othsrs the very force that has set them to wﬁrk -
and keeps them éﬁ it. Such a policy may be best at a certain time,

" in a certain place, and for a certain purpose, and it may be of great
use in clearing away misapprehensions that are the result of misre-
presentations. But the strength thus secured cannot be reliead 5n
‘long or far. A4s Magzzini pointed ocut, when men are gppealed to by
considerations of self-interest, they can be carried away whenever
their self-interest is apvealed toron the other side; and thus it

is that reform movemsnts based on appeals to class intersst have

constantly been shorn of their leaders. | Therefore, as he contended,




every great and sueccessful movement for soclal reform must be in
essence & religious movement; must appeal to mey, not to assert |
or promote individual or class rights or interesty but to secure
to all that freedom their Creator intended them to have.

Every once in a while some one, thinking only of the apppsitibn-

- writes mé'that he deems it a mistake that in “Erogfess and Pdvéﬁ$yﬂ

I should have sald anything at 8ll about the fight of individual
- oFmership of_léﬁd; and that it would have proved far more effective
if I hed contented myself with pointing out the economic benefits

of conceritrating taxation on land velues. I know that this is no#

“so. I kno& that the feeling that induged me o write that boek-is
the‘féeling to which it has appealed. The success it hes had and
the forces it has set in:mbtion, ars fo‘ma proofs of the truth of
what I wrote in it when I seaid:
"1f you would move men to acfion§ to whét shall you appeal?Ti?
Not %o their pockets, but to their patriotism; nct to selfiéh~ .
ness, but to sympathy., Self interest is, as'it were, & ﬁachani-ﬂ-
ezl force -~ potent, it is true} capable of large snd wide re-
sults. ﬁut_there is in human nature what hay be likened to a
chemical force; ﬁhieh aelﬁé and fuses and overwhelms;hto whiech
nothing seems impossible. -fﬁll that a man hath will he give
féor-his life' ~ that is self interest. But in loyalty to higher
impulses men will given aeven life."

In the long list of men whom I know as havipg since then given

monsy, time, influence, toil, to the spreasding of the doctrines that

book sets forth, I know of no single case in which ths moving motive
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was any individual benefit, or even the idea of great and beneficial .

' fiscal reform. In every case of which I know, the mOV1ng motive

was the ides of overthrow1ﬁg a monstrous wrong, the 1dea of maklng

1life better, brighter and fullér for those worse off than themsalvesrfi

and for those yet to be borm. I have known meny who heave recoonlzed f?

 the fiscal side of the reform alons' but I have never known of any

efficlent aid from them. The men who have worked, the men*whc will
work, the men who can be ebunted on QVerwhare; and every time, till
death closes their gyes, are those to whom this reform appeals from

the moral, the religious, side; those who see in it not & mers

improvement in taxation, but a conforming of our most important so-

cial adjustment to the law of Justice, to the will of God; a restora-
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tion to the disinherited of the bounteous provision which the Intelli-

gence that laid the-foundations of the'worla and brought them upon |

it has provided for them.
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tax whlle we show men how it will reduce their burdens and ineresse
their incomes; let us never lay aside the appeal to the higher
principles -never seek to gain recruits by presenting to others in

" the 1light of a trading expedition that shall bring back much gain

to those who participate in it, what to us is reslly a crusade. The
unenlightened selfishness which brings want amid all the elemenis of
plenty, which forces us to stint whers we might enjoy, which converts
into barren wastes what might be. gardens, and makes life a drudgery

where it might be a development, cannot be cast out by enlightensd



selfishness. Selfishness can only be overcome by what is highar
than selflshness. This is the core of thist‘s'teaching -~ the

fundamental truth that 1t 1s only by seeking the good of others

that men ¢an fully secure what 13 truly good for themselves. And
it is to the qulek and sure moral sensa, rather than to. the slowe
and duller intellectual gereeptiens; that we can most succassfu11y=

appeal. We seek to substitute s rational for an irrational system '

of.taxatidﬁ; we aeek to bring into fﬁll ylay 81l the fagtors in the
pioductlon_of wealth by abolishing the system that 1mposes flnes

anﬂ restr;etions anﬂ prohibitions upon them. .But what we prlmarllyﬁ

seek, is bo do justies and give freecdom. The great'enq o which tﬁ§
single tax is but a means, 1s %o secure to-all men the nafural ;ighﬁs;i
of man - to give te each during his life the equal rightg%b‘the uéé;‘\
of those natural tpoortunities that the Gresbtor has prévided fcr tﬁé J;
suétaﬁ&nea and'enjoyment“éf life, and'to secure to each the eguail -
benefit of what has been wom for the commen advantage by the pregré$éﬁ;
of the raes and the devekpmant of eivilization. There are mnany siﬁ@f ;
tc understand our eeanemié reasoning who will be guick to appreeiéfa B
our moral purposa. ‘ . ;

4nd 1t is because they do not understend our moral purpose; ﬁe:}f:
cause they only look on the fiseal gide bf what we propose, that |
there are so many who do asppreciate its sconomic advantéges of thé )
single tex without seeing in it anything to stir: this enthusiasm.
"It will inerease wealth,” they say, "but how will it ebolish poverty?"

i . : : " :
"It is a reform" they say, "but when so mgg reforms are nesded, how
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can 1t be a cure-a2ll?" 4nd so to them our concentration uﬁon it
seems the concentratien of cranks who have lost the sense of proper-i .
tiorn; cur ideas of what lt would accompllsh like the idea that all
physical diseases can be cured by one madiciné, Possibly because
we are obllged to devote to the economic 8ide of our pzop081t10ns “
5O much attentlon, they take this for all, and do not sée that the
only cure-all in which we trust is gustlce, that what we build our
expectations upon iz, not a mere improvement iu human.laws,'hﬁt
_ Bueh é_impl_ifi@:aﬁ-ior_a_,_gi_ humsn léws as in the most important of sll
humen relations will give free play to the natural law. |

Some months ago there was printed in THE STANDARD 2 letter
from a U@itarian_minister, H. Tambs Lyche of Warwich, Easéachusetfs,
which told how one who had fipét viewed the sf ngle fax as a fisqal
improvement! had come to see its higher side and larger meaning.
M&-Lyche told how the soecial problems had fa;eed themselves on his
sttention, and how ( and this is agtrue consciously or unconsciously
of the elass of whom I speak) state socialism with allrits crudeness
end dangerousness seeﬁed to him to offer the only practicable way
for their solution. ‘He told‘hoﬁ he had followed our movement with
interest an& sﬁmpathy, as promotive of radical diécussion! how he
began to seec in the smﬁmle tax a decided step toward socisal reform
but could nct see in it that one great reform that we see in it, and
regarded us as given to extravagant rhetoric. 4nd he told how the
more he thought of the single tax the more he saw in it, antil at

last it burst upon him that what the single tax would really do would
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be to\give.free play to natural laws. "At last,”™ he went on;:
"I see in the divine order and in natural law a provision
for ail our social nseds. I éee a plain way out of &l our '
_soéial_difficultiea‘- merblﬁ to order thiﬂgs_astnétuié and
reéson bid-....5 I-now'eleaklyasee fhat this single tax is

nature's law; thaf'snch nationization of land asrygu'proppse ;

§_ 9’ : will mean the end of this social syStam - which évery man who

has seen how it grinds the under olasses muét.regard aé a ger- . ’
tisble kingdom of hell upon earth; that it will mesn a new -
secial system, rising naturally inte all the good the socialist

aims at - & new and grander civilization, net only grand in

1tg material advances, but grander, still in the méwal advances

it will make-possiblé; that it will meah, in brief and in.trutﬁ;;a

- the physical foundatien for the_kingdom of heaven>oﬁ garth.
"I now clearly see that private property in land is'con;
traryﬁﬁolﬁatura, that is, to God's will. I now see that it is

the fundamental wrong which cuasés all the'mise:y and ugliness

of oﬁr advancing civilizations; which has turned sueh things

és machinery‘aﬂa all modern inventions inte veritable curses

to large classes of men, and which turnsrthe greatest misfor-
tunes like tornadoes and fires into much %o be desired blessings
for the same classes of men; which has separated society into
classes having distinétly opposed intereste, and withheld from
the messes the good that modern progress ought io have gifen
them. I see that the cause for which you struggle igd the simple

social économical truth - the answer to tha sphinx-like soccial -



question. 1 see that tne single tax is the law of nature,
or, in briaf the pure, clear will of Gﬂdc

THo fanatlelsm is here neaded to shﬂut 'God wills 1t"

In the caimest moagd conceiveble we ses that 1f we may sver use
- these words, we may‘use them‘here. Yes, surely ‘God wills iti*®
It is no aésumption; it is plain truth. We ses %helcammaﬁd
written in~the very fibers and textures of‘creaﬁion, of natufa¢;
Being natural, it is of course God%s will. 4nd in a natural .
mood, without fanéticism, but quiet and calm, we must gird up
our loins and work:for this csuse the best we can 'while it is
day,; It is a part of religion, a part of thinking men's ser%ice
to God. So I see 1t, so for several months have I seen it."
The man:whossees this is with us, not for so far only, but to
the end. He is "enii%ted{%r the war.” Let us negleet nothing, ang
hide nothing, that will bring us such rocruits.
We who have seen what Mr. Lyché has sesn, we who have enlisted,
as he.has enlisted, for the war, have in this natienél campaign a
great opportunity before us, and a great work to do. Endeavoring,
as 1t were, to cut 8 new read thcoough a rough country, we have me i
a great and well appointed army, bent as they say, on traveling a
little distance in the way we Waﬁt to go. What it is our part to do,
iz to help them on and urge them on, and so to animate and inspirit
‘them that they will go further than they now drsam of. We want to
elect Cleveland and Thurman, not for their own sakes, but becausé

their election will mark a milestone passed on our way.
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The demccrats have laid hands upon 2 power which they fear %o
use. They are "men afrsid of their horses" - the very horses that

mus t be reliéﬁ on to bear them:triumphaﬂtlﬁ through. Kir. Mills?

zéﬁeedh in cloéingwthe-tariffﬁéebatéw@égtffféﬁ the_sﬁéﬁapainfiﬁiS"
partj has assumed, & stroug and effective onse. He showed that the
pill is not & free frade bill,*but only a timi& advance in the ﬂi§g¢$3;1
tion of free trade. Yetrhe'SHPPQrted it with arguments_whoge only E
~logical conclusion is iﬁ:free trade. A1l this is gaod as far as i%
goes, andgitris-the line on which the mos b advancéd demoérats will
made the fight. But wntil they avow themselves for free trade - not
g bariff far_revéﬂue only,"” but real free trade, the democrats are
ﬁampered. They canhat make“that appéal for themselves that is most
‘effective with the masses. They cannot present free traae‘in its
beanty and harmdny-as-the "iﬁterﬂational law of God;" they cannot
appeal to that morsl SEﬂse—whiGh is gquick and true in men who dis-
trust"figures and facts." They can match "statistiqs" with men who
are aéepts in lying in_figuass; and facts with men who are¢ ready to
manufacturse faets. Buﬁ they eannct appeal Lo the deép sense of
social injustice, to the wide-spread desirs for social reform. Nor
can they explain the socisl phenomena in which protection finds its
real strength with the masses. They can promise the laborer that
commodities shall be cheapened and préduction increased. But labor-
ers are constantly teld that the cheapness of commodities is the rea-
son why thousands have 10 suffer fof wanb of’them; they are aceusto-
med to lcok upon oger-produc tion as_the_cause of WideSPEead distresse.
And when confronted with the failure of what is callesd free trade

to eradicate psuperism snd abolish stravation in Great'Britain, the
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"free trade" democrats have no answer'that can satisfy thé laborer.
We who are really free traders in the full, true sense of the tern,
can in 2ll these things do What_the.democratie'"freer trader'g™
cannot. We can appeal to the moral senge. We éan point owt that
rgstrietion, which is the true name for What is ca1lea protecfién}
is the cause, and the only ceause, why, in a world so abqundiﬁg‘in
.all the materisls ofJWealth,‘an& in eounjries where the pre@gbtivg
arts have reached such high deveIOPQent, wages should be so 10@ én&
want so general. We ean-show why wagesfare lower in Greét Britain -
in spite of freer foreign trade, and higher in the United States
in spite of resirictions oanoreigﬁ trade. We_can.explaiﬁ the para-
doxes that have entgnglea 80 many men_in thé meshes of protection-
ist éophistry; and we are free to show that the way in which the
democratic party is now timidiy mqving is the way that;-if followed
to the endi will really emancipate labor, oPeﬂ abundant opportuni~
ties §f employment to all, and'maketwages what in natural justicse
they ocught tc'he, the full earnings of labor.

This we must try to do in such ways as we can.

On another page William T. Croasdale discusées this question.
It does not sesm to_mé that a spparate erganization is a%solutely
neceséary anywhere. We can do a good deal of wérk individually.
- 4nd ss for organized work, we can do that most effectively, in states
where no objection exists on either side, by working with and
through democratic organizations. In states like Hew York I am in-
elined fc think that indtead of a separste organization of éingle

tax men, 1t would be best to start or join free trade clubs, and
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quite a number of siﬁgle tax men have recently beeg doing in this
'éity and in Brooklyn; where-thelﬁeqenuarefarﬁ elub, of which_Thomag,ﬁ;
é. Sﬁeafmﬁn.has long been en acti#${ is in reality a free tradé f
ciuh, and something more. Wé'Shall thus work with men who arefmucﬁﬁ

further on our way than the democratic tariff*reducers, and while

uniting forcess to push the discussiqn.of the tariff QueStiqn:tQ'EQng_;g
radical lines, do somethiﬁg to bring those who are already in favor
.0f free trade to the further step;éf‘free production.

h Signed: Henry George. .

July 28,1888,




