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A SINGLE TAX Nay OF 1848,

Throuvh the kindness of W.I. Boreman,of Parksrshurg, WeVa., I

. am favorei‘by ﬁlchardrdllson, of the same city, with a sight of "Ex.

caréion Hov45, Clearance Ho.5, of the Poftiand Fleasure Boak, J.Hacker,
Owner, kaster, end Crew,”™ published in Portlang, Me.;A”7th day, 6th
month- ioth 1848." It is g 1ittle sheet of four pages, somewhat ieSs
in size thaﬁ the D&DGS of THE STANDARD, ecntalnlng no advert;sements
and leided inte departments such as Land Office, Poet's Sabln Fomale's
Cabln Inqulrer & Cabin, Quaker Cabin, Lreasury Department, Loafer's

Oabln and Intelligennm folqe. iaegioafer“s Cabin is devoted o

'offerlng & reward of omns cent for two delinguent subscribsrs who, after.

or&erlnﬂ the Pleasure Boat for thres months, had. failed +o pay frr ity

to = notlce also by name, of two "miserable 1oaflng constables T of |

.Portland who had arrebted an old colored Man and fined him g dollar

for smoklng in the street, and to a. Eecommendation to a 1o% of young

loafers who disgrace their femilies by puffln@ clgars, that they shoulgd

&0 to work. Every other department is davoted to or contains denun-

clations of Lana Firacy.

Owner, lizsfer, snd Crew Hacker was, I take if from ayp allusion,
of Qﬁaker extraction, and was evidently one of the land reformers aof
that time, of whom Henry Beenay, H.K.Iﬁgalls,_aﬂ& Zlder Evans of the
Shaker community, are yet left, and whoée agitation was leargely ingtrg.
mental in the passage of the homestesd law of 1852, Théy had =ome
idm of the svils of land monopoly, but their ideass of remedy went no
furﬁher than to the limitation of langd ownership and the oroviding

of all with homéstéads. dr, Hadker, hyathe-bym-had & pretty clasr
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idea of the relation of land monopoly to standing armies, agmay he
poly

been,fram a rlgorous item in the IﬂteTllgence Cffice

"The ragamuffln who ‘was reeruiting landless ‘human cattle
in this e¢ity to supply the Mexican maggcts with Summer provi-
.Slonb ‘hauled down his striped rag a day or two after he was
noticed in ths ant and clesarsd out Wlth some five or 31x whom .
he had enllsted. The poor fellows, after sareiving in Boston
probably began to bhlﬂk they were an the wrong course to the
”Né$thern frontier and beautlful and healthy climate," for all -
but one aeéerted.. If any more of these. striped rag ehaps ars
sent here to edllect food for maggots I hops all boys and men
will keep clear of them.”

-But the neticeable article in this number of the Fleasure Boat

is a letter from Zdward Burgess, of Ragine, WlSCOﬂSlﬂ published under

the neading of Treasury Department; After senalnﬂ 2 year's subscr1p~

- bion, Hr. Burgess thus goes on to propoae the Slﬂ”le Tax:

"I want now to say a few Words on the hest means of raising
'revenue' or taxes so as to prevent land menopoly. I know nat
Waat are your views on tbe subjeet, but saoald like 1o have you

inguire whether raL81ng all the taxes off the land in proportlon

to i3 market vaiue would not vroduce ths greatest good to man-

kind with the least evil of any means of raising revenue. Tax--

ing personal property has a tendency to limit its use by in-
ereasing its price, and the consequent difficulty of obtaining
1%, whether in the form of s duty &5 the Government or g profit

by the maker or seller. The higher the duty demanded by the Gov-



erangnt, the more capital will be required to prepare ths arﬁ;
icle for thé nurchaser, and as the Government duty hés diminished
the same, a larger pfofit on a,sqaller sale will be required to
ramunerate'the éapiﬁalist fdr,igvésﬁment, hence the consumer
has to pay alsort of treble tax; the Govermnment tax, the sxtra
capital taz and the tax cénsequent o1 diminished sale. Lpply
this rule to eny taxed article you choose - cloths, coal, taa;
coffee, lace, silks, knives, ete., ete. HNow the diminished use
thraws thé wollkman ouf Qf'empioyment, ovefétocks the labor- mar-
ket, lowerg wages,; causes muperism and the vices cbnsequemt;
or indolence, or the want of healthy excitement. We must do
something bad or good; then let us give avery anéouragement to
’doing good.

'ﬁLet 08 now consider the coﬂseQUSﬁce of laying all the
“taxes on land. The iandholﬁer would then have so much less in-
tersst in keepiﬁg the land by the extra amount sf‘ﬁaxes 1eviad
on it. To take itlequally profitable, it must be bebter culbi-
vaté&; and if they canﬁot or will not do it ﬁbemselveé, It will
be theif interest to sell it, or hirs the cultivatioa to be dons.
This will gife employement and food, instead of diminishing-them,
as in thé'taxing'of persbnal property. Look at the dreédful
condition of Frénce at tho present momenﬁ. Thoussnds of her
heroic sons digging up &tones in one psrt of the strests ang
removing them to another,'just_to keep the people from anarchy!
Will this‘give permanent an&.profitablé employment to the unem-
ployed? Is this the way to lighten %the burden of tazation and

meke 1t easy for the texpayer? Who can forsee the poverty, the
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bankruptey, the misery, the crimg, thet rrust fol;ow the contin-
uance of such & course? The workmen now look to government for
employment and WEges. Hcﬁ can the wages be continued withous
the land being nade proﬁuctivé? Eow can the land 9e made pro-
ductive without the requiéite labor? Then why not make it the
intersst of landholders to have the-lahd cﬁﬂtivated by laying
all the taxes om the lend, and thus throw the speculation in
personal property? What care we how much personal property any
one has, if we have the use of #he 1and_to méke_the saine for our-
selves? If the legitimate landholders are wise, they will see
to this btefore the workmen assert their claimito the soil, ang
enforee it by armé;

"Ought-tgxes to be raised in such a way as %o encourage in-
dustry? Now, Iif two persons own egual quantitiss of'iand, say
¢lghty aeres each, one puts a thbusan& dollers worth of improve-

ment on his land, the ofber one hundred dollars,:the improvements

are taxed according to ﬁheirlvalue; consequently, the one who
has made & thousand dollars improvement has fen times the taxes
to pay for industry that the other has to pav for hié indoleﬁca;
Does not.the industrions man pay off the 1dle man's taxes? As
they each occupy an equally vaiuable portion of land,‘ﬁhyyshould
they not contribute equally for its use, to defray the necessary
expensas of Govermnment? |

"Let us look at the economy. Oneé valuation, less &ifficult 
than veluing what persana1 properily you can find, would suffice.
No one would be interésted in denying what bBelonged tb him. We

have now several valustions for different'taxes;ﬂl think three,
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with as many different sets of officers 1o pay, which is in-
quisitorial and vexzatioms.
"Now, &s to the moral results. The getting rid of paying

& taz by smuggling or false swearing sesms almost considered

Smarf, which lessens respeeﬁ for all law and honesty. Three

of our principel merchangs swore off their persomal tax last
year, others have to pay thelr tax, which @neGurages them to

do the same, till the habits of allibecome more corrupt. One

cf the three merchants got up a petition this year to allow the
merchants to swear off what goods they'owed foé, so that mhiie‘
the owner of a house mmst pay his tax, though he owes the full
amoeunt of it;, the merchant may evadse t@e tax by swearing he owes
for & 11 his goods. o | |

"Please, 88 soon 8s convenient, oblige us with your views

on this subject. Right or wrong, I am anxious to know ite
Iours respectfully,
Edwin Burgess. "

This is a clear and admirable statsment of the ressons for the

Single Tax from the fiscal side. It may seem remarkable that in writing
to one of those who without seeing how to secure them did 8dee that all
men have equal rights to land, Mr. Burgess should not have pointed

out how complétely the means he proposed would have secured this equal-

ity of right. But that he himself did see this I have no doubt, and
I imagine that hié reserve was prompted by the same reason which; in

871") in which I first pro- =

[

the pamphlet {"Our Land anéd Land Dolicy,
posed w®hat we have since come to cgll the Single Tax, 1 avoided pro-

poging in terms the abolition of private ownershiy of land.
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I knew nething more than this of #y. Burgess, but some of TH%
STAHBABD‘feaderS mey be table %o tell @S some thing more. It is plea-
gsant that the‘progréss_of our iﬁeas are reviving the memory of maﬁ»
who advoeated the same truths ere the time was ripe fbr them, and who;f
seeing no results could only trust that.-

| "After hands shall sow the séed;
After hands, from hill and mead,

- L 3
Reap the harvest yellow."

The Liverpool Finaneial Reformer is repﬁhliahing some of the
cbayters1of fatrick ﬁave’s “Humsn Eregression", first published in :
-1850, and of which 1 géve an acecount in THE SEAND&RD;some two yeaés
ago., I shoéuld like té suggest to the Reformer the republication
of the whole book. Between Great Britainfandthe,United States I
should think there Wcﬁld be a sufficient sale. |
D.C.kacDonald, of 4berdeen, has not yet, I %hink, reprinted
'Erafesser Ogilvie's "Egsay on Private Property in Lénd,? published
'in 1782, an account of whi¢h I gave at the same timé'With that af
Dove's book. But he has unearthed some interesting facts with re-

gard to the Professor, and secured a portrait of hil from which he

hes had an sngraving made.
' HEFRY GEORGE.

dug. 5,1891.,



