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THE FOUNDATION OF

SOCIAL JUSTICE

By PATRICK EDWARD DOVE

The following is taken from Pairick Edward Dove’s
book The Theory of Humian Progression (1850}, The life
sketch of him in the Dictionary of Nationa! Biography says
of it: “The main principle is that all progress is conditioned
by ithe deveiopment of true knowledge; it maintaing the
doctrines of liberty and equality and argues that rent ought
to belong 1o the nation. It thus anticipstes Mr. George who
prassed it at a public meeting at Glascow (British Daily
Muail, 19th December 1884).

Patrick Edward Dove wag born at Lasswade, near
Edinburgh, in 1815. As a voung man he travelled widely,
and lived for a thme in Paris and London. About 1840 he
came into the family property in Ayrshire, and iived there
until 1848, when an uvnfortunate invesiment deprived him
of most of his fortune. Shortly after this he marred and
went to live at Darmstadt, in Germany, where he studied,
wrole, and lectured. Tn 1850, the same vear in which Herbert
Spencer’s Social Statics appeared, enunciating similar con-
clusions, Dove published his Theory of Human Progression
aid Natural Probability of o Reign of Fustice. 1t was the
first part of a work entitled The Science of Politics, of
which the second vpart, The Flements of Political Science,
appeared in 1854, The first part was acclaimed by Thomas
Carivle, S William Hamilton, Professor Blackie, and Sena-
tor Charles Suroner who circulated many copies in the
Pinited States, but it never secured general public aitention.
A second edition, edited by Mr, Alexander Harvey, was
published in MNew York in 1895, and subsequently an exeell-
ent abridgment by Miss Julla Kelloge was published by
Isaac H. Blanchard & Co., New YVork and reprinted by the
Kobert Schalkenback Foundation, New York. The second
part had even less attention, and is now exceedingly scarce.
Atfter publishing his book Dove lived for a time in Edin-
burgh, and later in Glasgow. He wrote extensively on ccono-
mic, religlous and philosophic subjects, and interested him-
self in military science. In 1860 he was siricken with parsly-
sis and went to Natal in a vain search for health, Returning
o Scotland, he died in 1873 and was buried in the Grange

Cemetery in Edinburgh.

PATRICK EDWARD DOVE'S HISTORIC STATEMENT

‘The guestion is upor what terms, or according o what
system, must the earth be possessed by the successive gen-
erations that succeed each other on the surface of the globe?
The conditions given are— First, That the earth is the com-
mon property of the race: Second, That whatever an indivi-
dual produces by his own labor {whether it be a new object.
nade out of many materials, or a new value given by labor
to an object whose form, locality, cte., may be changed) s
the private property of that individual, and he may dispose
of 1t as ke pleases. provided he does not interfere with his
fellows: Third. The earth is the perperuci commion property
of the vace, and cach succeeding generation has a full title
10 a free earth. One generation cannot encumber a succeed-
ing generation.

And the condition reguired 15, such a system as shall
secure o the successive individuals of the race their share
of the common property, and the opportunity without inter-
ierence of making as much private property as their skill,
industry, and enterprise would enable them to make.

DivISION OF THE SOIL

The scheme that appears to present itsell most naturaily
is the general division of the soil, portioning it out to the
inhabitants according to their number. Such appears to be
the only svstem that sugeests itself o most minds, if we may
judge from the objections brought forward against an equal-
iration of property. . .,

Men must go forward, never backward. To speak of a
division of tands in Edgland is absurd. Such a division would
be as useless as it 18 improbable. But it is more than useless
-t is wnjust; and unjust, not to the present so-called pro-
prictors, but 1o the human being who are continually being
bom into the world, and who have exactly the same natural
right 10 a postion that their predecessors have.
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The actual division of the soil need never be anticipated,
nor would such a division be fusi, if the divided portions
were made the property (legaliv, for they could never be so
moraliy) of individuals,

If, then, successive generations of men cannot have their
fractional share of the actual soil (including mines, ete.),
how can the division of the advantages of the natural earth
be effected?

DIVISION OF RENT

By the division of its annual value or reni; that is, by
making the rent of the soil the common property of the
nation. That is (as the taxation is the common property of
the State), by taking the whole of the taxes out of the renis
of the soil, and thereby abolishing all other kinds of taxa-
tion whatever. And thus all industry would be absolutely
emancipated from every burden, and cvery man would reap
such nataral reward as his skili, industry, or enferprise
rendered Jegitimately his, according to the natural law of
free competition.® This we maintain o be the only theory
that will satisfy the requirements of the problem of natural
property. And the guestion now is: how can the division of
the rent be effected? An actual division of the rent—that is,
the payment of so much money o each individual-—would
be aitended  with, perhaps imsuperabie  Inconveniences;
neither is such an actual division requisiie, every require-
ment being capable of fulibment without H.

We now apply this sofution to England. England forms
a State; that is, a communily acting through public servants
for the administration of justice, etc. In the actual condition
of England, many things are a¢ present unjust; and the right
of the Government t0 tax and make faws for those who are
excluded from representation is at all events questionable.
However, we shall make a few remarks on Fngland as she
i85, and on England as she ought to be; that is, as she would
be were the rules of cquity reduced to practical operation.

ist. The State has alienated the lands to private mdi-
vidualy called proprietors, and the vast majority of English-
men are born to their fabor, minus their share of the taxa-
tion.

2nd. This taxation of labor has introduced wvast sys-
tems of restriction on trades and industry. Instead of a
perfectly free trade with all the world, England has adopted
a revenue system that most materially diminishes both the
amount of trade and its profit. And, instead of a perfecily
free internal induostry, England bas adopted an excise that
iIs as vexatious 1n its operation as can well be LUULCi\rtd
Both the customs and excise laws, and every other tax o
industry, bave arisen from the alienation of the soil fmm
the state; and had the soil not been alienated. no tax what-
ever would have been reguisite; and were the soil resumed
as it undoubtedly ought o be), every tax of every kind and
character, save the common rent of the soil, might at once
be abolished, with the whole army of collectors, revenue-
officers, cruisers, coast-guards, excisemen, etc., etc.

3rd.  Taxation can only be on land or laboy. (By land
we mean the natoral earth, not merely the agricultural scil)
These are the two radical elements that can be subjected 1o

*¥We have no hesitation whatever in prediciing that all civilized
communilies must ultimately abolish all revenue restrictions on in-
dustry, and draw the whole taxation from the rents of the soil
And this because the rents of the scil are the common produce of
the whole Iabor of a community,
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taxaiion, capital being originadly derived from one or the
other. Capital is only hoarded iabor or hoarded rent; and as
all capital must be derived from the one source or the other,
all taxation of capital is only taxation of land or of labor.
Consequently all taxation of whatever kind is; first, taxation
of labor—-that is, a deduction from the natural remuneration
which God intended the laborer fo derive from his exertions;
or second, taxation of land-—that is, the appropriation of the
current value of the natural carth to the ecxpenses of the
State,

Now. labor is essentially private property, and land is
not essentially privaie property, bui, on the contrary, is the
common inheritance of every generation of mankind. Where
the land is taxed no man is taxed, nor does the taxation of
land interfere in any way whatever with the progress of
human industry. On the contrary, the taxation of land.
rightly directed, might be made to advance the condition of
the country to a high degree of prosperity.

4th. For the expenses of a State there must be a
revenue, and this revenue must be derived from the taxation
of labor, or fromy the rent of the lands. There is no other
aliernative; cither the rents of the soil muost be devoted to
the common expenses of the State, or the labor of mdivid-
vals must be mterfered with; and restrictions, supeivisions,
prohibitions, ete., miust be called into existence, o faciliiate
the collection of the revenue . . .

HISTORY OF LAMDED PROPERTY

The political history of landed property m England
appears to have been as follows:-—

ist. The lands were accorded by ihe king 1o persons
who were to undertake the military service of the kingdom.

Ind. The performance of this military service was the
condition on which individuals held the national Jand.

3rd. The lands were al first held for fife, and affer-
wards were made hereditary.

dth.  The military service was abolished by the law,
and a standing army miroduced.

S5th. This standing army was paid by the king,

6th. The king, having abolished the mikitary services
of the individwals who held the national land, resorted to
the taxation of articles of consumption for the payment of
the army.

The lands of England, therefore, instead of being held
on condition of performing the military service of the king-
dom, became the property of the individuals whe held them,
and thus the State of Fngland lost the lands of England.
And the miklitary service of the kingdom, instead of being
performed by those individuais who held the national rand,
was hanceforth (after the reign of Charles 11} to be paid
for by the general taxation of the inhabitants of the country.

Therefore the present system of taxation, and the
national debt, the interest of which is procured by the
forcible taxation of the general inhabitants of England, are
hoth due to the alienation of the lands from the State, mas-
much as the national debt (incurred for war expenses)
would have been a debt upon the lands, and not & debt upon
the people of England. Tf, therefore, the legislature had a
right to abolish the military services of those who held the
national Tand, and thereby to impose on the general com-
munity all the liabilities of the military service of the king-
dom, the legistature has the same right to abolish the general
taxation of the community, and to allocate to those who



JULY 1982

wee that have been incurred, and
still being incurred, for the war charges of the

hold the land all the ¢
that are
kingdorm.

The alienation of the land from the State, and ifs con-
version into private property, was the first grand step that
laid the foundation of the modern system of society in
England-a system that presents enormous wealth in the
hands of a few aristocrats, who neither labor nor even pay
taxes in proportion {o those who do labor; and a vast popu-
lation laboring for a bare subsistence, or reduced sometimes
by millions to the condition of pauperism.

So long as this system s allowed to cantinue it appesrs
(from the constitution of the earth, and of man's power to
extract from it a mainienance) an absoluie impossibility
that panperism should be obliterated: inasmuch as the bur-
den of taxation necessarily falls on labor, and more especi-
ally as the value of labor is necessarily diminished wherever
there is a soil allocated 1o an aristoeracy® . . . .

xpen

THE EVOLUTION COMPLETE

The abolition of the militarv tenures, however, did not
complete the great evolution by which the lands of Fngland
have been transformed into the property of a fow thousand
aristocrats, That evolution consisied of three great facts.

Ist. The allocation of the church lands to mdividual
proprietons.,
2nd.  The abolition of military tennre. and the substiin-

tion of the taxation of articles of consumption, n other
words, of the iaxation of labor.

drd. The enclosure of the common lands, whershy vast
numbers of the peasantry were ruined, deprived of their
legal rights, which were quite valid as the entails of the
aristocracy, and, being separated from the land, were sent
1o propagate pauperism in the towns aad villages . . . . And
though the manufactures of England, iaking an expangion
altogether unprecedented i the history of the world, were
able fo cosume the redundant population, the time must
come when the rate of increase will diminish, when the
popufation shall find no mainienance either in the towns or
in the country, and social changes atiended with a more
equilable distribution of the sources of wealth will result in
spite of all that men can do to prevent them.

No truth appears 10 be more sufisfaciorly and more
gencrally borne out by the history of modern Europe than
that the progression of men in the matter of 1k ty is from
a diversity of privileges towards an egality of righis™; that
is. that the past progress has been all in this ditection since
the maximom of diversity prevailed in the aspect of mdivid-
val lord and individual serf, And if this be the case, it
cannot b able conclusion that if sufficient time

"Political economists have insisted much on the small matters
that affeet the value of Iaber, By far the most important is the
mode in which the soil i distributed. Wherever there is free soii
labor maingains #s value, Wherever the seil is in the hands of a
fow proprietovs . . . labor necessarily andergoes depreciation. In
tact, it & the disposition of the land that determines the value of
labor. If men could get the land ro labor on they would mane-
facture ouly for a remunerasion that afforded more profit than
God has attached o the coltivaiion of the earth. Where thev cannot
get the fand to labor on they are starved into working for a2 bare
subsistence. There i3 only one reason why the lzbor of England,
Ireland and Scotland iz of so litile marketabie value, and that
reason i the present disposition of ihe soil, Were the soif disposed
of according to the faws of cquity there cipnot be the least doubit
thai the labor of the laboring classes would ai once rise to s least
dowble its present value.
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be allowed for the evelution. the progress of change will
cofitinue 10 go on till some ultimaie condition is evolved.
And that uliimate condition can only be at the point where
diversity of privilege disappears and every individual in the
State is legally entitled to identically the same political
functions, Diversities of office there may be, and there must
be, but diversity of rights there cannot be without injustice.

Such, then, is the theoretic ultimatum that satisties the
reason with regard to #s equity from the past history of
ultimatum that the reason infers from the past historv of
mankind. Such, then. is the point towards which socicties
are progressing: and when that point is reached the ulti-
matum of cgoity is achicved and the present course of
historical evolution is complete.

IGNORING THE EARTH

There’s a story about a passenger ship where an illus-
fonist was entertaining passengers in the salon, At the end
of his act he said. “Now I'm going to make this whole
ship disappear.” At that moment, unbeknownst to him and
the passengers, there was a terriffic explosion in the hoiler
room, blowing the ship fo pleces. Survivors floundered in
the sea. One passenger, clinging fo a bit of wreckage, saw
the Husionist clinging to another, and accosted him; ““What
are you, some kind of nw?”

Well even i that Hlusionist could be blamed for the
mishap, that’s nothing compared to what modern economists
have done. They have made the whole earth disappear!

As you listen to them or read their lucubrations on the
ccononue situation, you will find a fot about capital and
labor but little or nothing about land. There are endless
discourses on interest and interest rates, but littie or nothing
on the rent of Jand. Much about taxes and tax rates but
sparse mention of land value taxation. Charts and statistics

about national income bul nothing on the unearned income
from land. Recessions and depressions are explained in
ierms of adjusting tax and interest rates. but nothing is
said about the influence of land speculation. Unemploymoent
is referred to as the stringent vemedy for inflation, but no
word 15 sand sbout restricted oonortunities for labor by
holding Tand out of wse. Capital and technology are recom-
mended for poor countries, but without disturbing the land
monopoly causing the trouble.

Land was once held in hish esteem by the classica
cconomists as a basic component of economic analysis. But
somehow it has disappeared today into capital. That's some
illysionism!

How can the whole earth with all its natural resources
so blithely waved awav? 0 can’t. And the results of
gnoring fand and the land problem are the periodical
explosions we experience, leaving us clinging to wreckage,

The bad repute into which economists have fallen -
and their failure to deliver us from our economic woes - -
is definitely linked to this denial. And as long as it persists,
we'lt have to call such economists “some kind of nut’”
Robert Clancy, in “The Georgist Journal”, Winter 1981.82,

Lo
8]

FUTIRE MEETINGS
July 2%, Lanch-hour foram. ‘Taxation’ Leadsr, L. Brown, 1-Zp.m
Jaly 28, Members’ Discussion MNight, 730 p.an.
Aug. 25, Members’ Discussicn Night, 7.30 3.0
Hept. Z3. Lunch-hour forem. ‘Seolopy'. Leader, Mrs M. Buichinson
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WHY | AM A SINGLE-TAXER
BY MARK A. SULLIVAN

My philosophy has always supported equal access to
the ecarth and equal participation in all affairs that directy
affect the community. “Self-govermment™ accurately de-
scribes this position. As 1 see i, every person should have
an equal share in the ownership of society (of its land and
of its coliective services) and an equal voice m any neces-
sary social decisions. Tt is axiomatic that this involves eqgual
liberty and respect for everyone’s desire to be free to confrol
his or her private affairs. It can all be summed up thos:
absofute individual sovercignty over personal affsirs and
egual individual sovereignty over collective affairs.

One collective affair is the maiter of land ienure. Since
your occupation of land prohibits my occupation of the
same location, and since we all need to occupy land in order
to live, ihe equalisation of Jand possession is a social affair,
Compensation from those who “own” the betier lands o
those who “own™ worse lands, or no land at all, accom-
plishes this. And this is the idea, as I wnderstand i, of
100 per cent land-value taxation.

Those services which benefit community members whe-
ther or not they use them (such as roads, sewers. pollution
control and territorial defense) are also collective affairs.
These services are natural monoepolies and are invelved with
the larger guestion of Jand ownership. The paying of these
services and the social environment in general) to finance
these services ensures that those who bhenefit the most pay
the most. Thus, no one carries more than s share or bene-
fits ai the expense of othess.

Whole control of the Jand-value fund should be demo-
cratic, with each community member having an equal voice,
I personally would prefer that it be used io support only

genuine public services with the surplug redisiributed equally
to afl. For this main reason | am a strong advocate of the

5. I do not think land-value taxation even at 100 per cent
is epough and I happily note that Henry George scems 1o
agree with me on this pomi:

“The abolition of ail tuxes that restrain production or
hamper exchange, the doing away with all monopolies and
special privideges that enable one citizen to levy toll upon
the mmdostries of other citizens, is an integral part of our
program. To merely take land valdes in faxation for public
purposes would not of itself soffice. If the proceeds were
spent in maintaining useless parasiies or standing armies,
Jabor might sill be oppressed and harried by taxes and
special privileges. We might still have poveriy; and people
might still beg for alms or die of starvation.”

boregard the ST as an instrument of seil - govermment.
To use the ST 1o support repressive state functions would
constitote, o my aound, a betraval of its purpose.

The advantage of a 5T is that it sty the amount of
public revenue to the total of all land values which, as ¥
see 1t, 18 the total of all bencfit, public and otherwise. If the
government wanis more revenue, it has first to do a better
job in order to raise land valves, Thus, the §T subjects go-
vernment {0 the market, and keeps it in its place as the ser-
vant, not the master, of society,

I the ST tax does not produce ali the revenue govern-
ment wants, that 15 an indication that it needs to reduce or
sunplify 1ts functions, or be more productive {mstead of
inefficient or destructive). One obwvious way in which it

could econcmise would be to get out of {he business of
managing and regulating moncy and exchange, controlling
commerce and indusity and meddling in our personal Tives.
Government would certainly be simplified, less oppressive
and costly, if it were relieved of the burden of magufactur-
ing and enforcing statutes that make criminals out of per-
sons who are living iheir own lives harming no one, except.
perhaps, themseives. I private organisations and persons
must make ends mect with what they can produce, or earn,
s0 must government,

i accept that national defence is an expensive busmess
but [ do not think we wilt ever need more national defence
than we can afford. National defence should not mean de-
fence of multi-national corporate investments outside our
own borders, or of peity dictators who oppress their subject
nopulations, or of other industizalised societies, who can
well afford to defend themselves.

Finally, if government is the employee of the people,
as it should be), all public services should be contracted-out
on o competilive-bid basis. This is not usoally done, especi-
aily in the arca of defence coniracts. A 8T and competitive
bidding allow people to say fo government: “Fhis is your
budget, spend it wisely, for you will get no more. And if
you don’t Hke it we'll hire somebody <lse!™
— from Land & Liberty.

LETTER TO MAYOR AND COUNCILORS OF COBURG

[ was surprised to read in the local paper that you were
prepared to abolish MUNICIPAL RATES and place the
Municipal costs on general taxation.

iespecifully, I pomt out the Council rafes and
M.M.B.W. rates are not raxes in the classical sense but the
cost of providing services (o property; this in turn adds 1o
value of the subject property. The truly natural method is
to rate on land values only and not on improvement value,
I say this because apart from inflation nfluences. the in-
crease in value of property is really on the land

[ can see no reason why such cosis should be levied on
all people per micans of monies from general taxation.

it must be recognised that tenants of property pay rates
per medium of rent.

I recognise ithat Councils do provide some services 1o
persons but the cost of these are met by grants from State
Crovernment,

It sounds attractive 1o date “abolish rates™. but after
all the cost of such services must be paid for by somebody,
and the best and farrest way is by land owner whose pro-
perty value is maintained or increased by the services
offered.

Another Tactor of the proposal is the virtual destruction
of the power of the peopie to have close control of such
expense by the control of clection of Councillors.

I H. Morris.

PR, PUBLICITY

in “The Australian™ on 7 October, 1981, the “Opinion™
columan was written by Mr. Jack Wright on “Fair ang’
Practicable Ballots™. ;
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ELFARE STATE

By Dovid Spain

A complaing often visited agamnst those unemployed who
seck to set themselves up i a snd co-operative, with basic
agriculttural self-sufficiency. is that ihev gsually rely on the
dole, or on supporting mother’s pensions, 1o do so.

in this essay § wish to reaffizm the wight of unemployed
ote. to benefits of the welfare state, to affirm that survival
fifestylers are especially entitled to these bepefits, and to
offer both hope and advice whereby this drain on the public
purse may be seen as but iemporary.

Whether onc be a religious person- erlorsing the com-
mandment o love one’s neighbour, oF simply a normally
expedient individual, it is clear that the guality and securily
of any civilization can only be lowered by allowing « slgni-
ficant pool of economically wnfortunate individuals to form
and suffer from shortages of food and shelter grossly in
contrast to the abundance in which others dwell. The anger
and bitterness such a situation engenders provides a prime
reservoir for violent rebellion, nihilistic dogtructiveness and
growth of explotaiive perversities, H also necessitafes main-
fenance of & laree and violent authoritarian police force if
acts of dissent and theft are to be keot in check.

What Con They Do?

There are those who advocate that all or some unem-
ployed be refused the basic sustenance presently provided by
the dole. What are they expected to do then? Live in rags on
seraps in camps of shame and sorfow beside the public
roads, as John Steinbeck so vidivdly deseribes of the Ameri-
can depression in “Grapes of Wrath”? Or be liguidated as
the Nazis attemnted with the Jews —— « solution analysed as
sible recently by academics investigating ASIO connec-
tions? (1),

Any governpent, as representative of the whole society
must accept responsibility and use its power for the benefit
of every element within that society. The rights and exigt-
ence of minorifies must be accorded respect, Not infre-
guently rights and traths at present cxistent n 2 minoiity
will eventoally come to dominate. If the economic practice
of a socicty 1s failing to provide normal opportunities for
some members, then it is the economic practice, not the
outcast individuals, which must be presumed Taulty.

There are some who maintain the unemployed folk could
find normal employment if they looked hatd enough. Yet it
i¢ manifest this is not so. Any number of stories are avail-
able from unemployed who have looked endlessly for jobs.
There are dozens of applications for advertised positions.
Government Departments such as the CES and Dept. of
Social Security are engaged full-ime in actually trying to
jocate jobs for recipients of the dole.

The Cauvse

The cause of unemployment does not Iie with the motiva-
tion of the jobless. It lies with cconomic practice, and the
remedy therefor lies in a fresh appraisal of the role pro-
duetion znd employment should play in modern society.

At present some S00.000 Austratians (1092 of the work
force) are registered (or haven’t bothered getiing regis-
tered) as wnemployed. For a decade ihis number has been

sieadily growing, despite siringent monetarist measures de-
signed Lo stimulate private sector demand. productivity and
jobs. There is every indication this growih will contipue.

A prime reason for the trend s thal machines. especially
electronic appliances based on the siticon chip, are replac-
ing human labour in many spheres of work. both blue-and-
white-collar. There are some who maintain that machines
should never be allowed to replace human jobs. T do not
helieve this is so. Humankind was made for higher things
than working, though we may have Lo work Lo establish (or
te-cstablish) that state {2} What is needed is not so much
fear of unemployment as a desire for disemployment, simply
because the ccopomy and society can sustain itself and grow
with minimum labor,

pMatdisiibution of Wealth

Another prime reason for unemployment is that, mostly
due to government failure to collect its revenue from site-
rent of land occupied, inflation and parasitism have con-
centrated 90% of the weslth in 10% of the hands {33, Con-
sequently both the demands and iniiative of many for pro-
ductivity are lessened.

Sach o lessening of demand for manufactured products
and for services musl not be viewed with regret. To certain
extent such a lessening 15 inevitahle once people obtain basic
material necessitics — they don’t want more. Lo this end the
production of high-guality items must be encouraged. There
are hut Himited raw resources on Earth, Already most of our
native forests, and easily recoverable mineral reserves, have
been exploited, and not replaced, mostly for the lasting
benefit of a few. It is crazy Lo base economic health, as our
major  political parties still do, on continued  economic
growth (4).

A withering-away of the exploitative and cash-based
SCOTIOMY, a8 NOwW we know it, is more in order. Those who
are presently sustained by this system arc being so at the
expense of the environment, of future generations {and the
resources available to them). of the economically depressed
classes, and even of themselves, who spend an inordinate
time doingwork that is ultimately unpecessary. When the
ideal state which permits of complete  disemployment is
achieved, then there will be no ili-health, no governmertal
complexity, no legalism and littie need for industrial or
technological bencfits — yet the quality of fife will be far
higher than now. Ynstead of humankind being & mere mind
fess appendix of his own monstrous cconomic system, it
should sather srasp the destructiveness, cost and achieve-
ments of this system in view of an ullimate goal, and thus
come 1o truly economize.

Pioneering Answers

Araongst the multitude of Austratian uncmployed there is
one group which, m various extents of CONSCIOUSRESS and
achicverment, is plonecting answers to these problems ol
pnemployment, 1es0UICe consumpiion and wasteful societal
complexity. These are the survival-lifestyles. By grOuping
together nio co-operatives and buying their own jund, 1t s
possible for such foik to build their own homes out of local
materials and o plant self-sustaining  agricultural perma-
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cuiture. This process Is not easy, since the price of land is
high and it takes many years 1o prodoce a home and orch-
ard when the only gapmzl availabic is the pittance of the
dole.

However, is not pursuit of this creative process preferable
to becoming embittered. feeling useless, adopting hard drugs
and Lndomng vandalism or violepee in some frustrating
dead-end of the big cities? Forming caring and co-operaiive
communities m the countryside is far better socially than
isolation and alicnation as failures i a materialistic culture.
There need be no loss of cultaral guality, indeed the best of
both urban arts and awareness, and of rural tranguility can
become wedded in a land co-operative.

Self-Sufficiency

Not only are the individuals happier, but their chances of
becoming economically self-sufficient are enhanced. Tt might
take 7 or 10 years for a person on the dole to build 2 home
and permacwiture, but cventually such one start earning
enough meome (from sales of produce or of crafis etc.)
o cater for their diminished necds. 320,000 is usually
accepied as a minimum investment for setting up one paid
Job. H any government or entreprencur was prepared to
invest such a sum per person into a land co-op. then
have no doubt folk thercin could get off the dole. Failing
such investment, let governments and taxpayers look at the
positive benefits of land co-ops and of permaculture —
happy people, stable families, beantification of exploited
landscape, and a slow growth in economic viability — and
desist from criticizing unemployed folk with encugh initia-
tive and hard-working ability to enter this path, because
they are happy or because they take some time to become
independent of the dole,

I agree with criticism of paving pensions to unmarried
mothers on the ground that if encourages irresponsibility
and mmmorality. There can be little doubt but that stable
pair-marriage affords optimum conditions for growth in the
pariners and children. But failure to inculcate and provide
this ideal is a faflure of society, more than of the mdividual.
The remedy is educative, rather than by penalizing mothers
and children who find themselves in this unfortunate con-
dition,

Encouragement Needed

Thus, there is no way that the benefits of the welfare
state shouid be denied to the unemploved, especially those
who have enough initiative to search for their personal ful-
fillment, and to pioneer more viable forms of community
and economy, within the survival lifestyle ventures. Quite
the contrary, The entry of wnemiploved into such ventures
should be pos;t;vdv encouraged as a most positive way of
solving evonomic and social problems new hes seifing Main-
siream civilization. And even for these ones, ﬂuim@: appro-
priate capital investment or the basing (by s_(*ve,mmf*nm]
coliection of site-rents), the entitfement of survival life-
styicrs fo collect social security welfare benefits must be
expected to contmue for many years,

Roferences

(1} See ‘Big Brother Democracy’. (Ed. Pat Flanagan},
Dept, of Continuing Fduc. Adeluide publication; 1979 pp
72-75 incl.

(2) See Matthew 6; vv. 25-34.

{3} See “Australia Rlpped Off”, AMWSU publication, 1979
for figures.
{4} See F,

E. Schummacher, “Small is Beawtiful”
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RENT, ITEM OF COST

Mi. J. J Pot ip the May 1982 issue of Progress says
that “‘rent is NOT an Hem of cost and must NOT be paid
from pmduction“

1t 1s true that the cost of production Is fixed by what
the same application of labour and capital can secure from
the least productive land in use, bui this is not to say that
rent is not an item of cost where production takes place on
betier land above the margin of production.

I wonder how many accountants cowld be recruited to
the Georgist movement by making such a chum.

One might as well say that the exira finance invested in
4 more efficient muachine is not a cost factor because it
mereases the rate of production or improves quality or the
extra wages paid for more highly skilled labour are not an
item of cost because productivity is correspondingly -
creased.

To uvse the most suitable land available and pay the
cosi involved s with the object of reducing other costs
in order to pmame a product or render a service that will
sell competitively in the market and show the greatest return
o entreprencurs.

i therefore s good business (o pay rent appropriate to
the kind of production or service required which must be
accounied for in the cost strocture.

Henry George stated thai there were three factors in
production, land, lsbour and capital the returns for which
are yent, wages and interest

The finaj returns to rent, wages and intcrest are fixed
m the markei according to what consumers are prepared to
pay; this in turn influences supply by the prodocer who
restricts productions if returns are inadequate and so the
market is kept in equilibrium reacting to supply and de-
mand.

Adl three factors are subjeet to monopoly under present
conditions which distorts the free market and discourages
production. Such monopolies would be absent from a Geor-
gist economy. The advantage of using rent bearing land is
to aid production by rcduum the cost of wages and or
mlerest as a proportion of the product or what amounts to
the same thing — sccuring 4 greater ouiput from the same
apphcation of labour and capiial,

It st be very confusing to those we seek to recruit
to our ranks to sce Georgists engaged in such obsucre
argoments when there is s0 much to be done that will
advance our canse and such dire consequences facing the
futare of civilisation i we azi n our LM( before orduiv

governmient is destroved by the forces of blind reaction o
injustice,

Grahare Hart, Wembley, W A,

Tax Racket. An arficle in the “Naiional Times™ by AN.U.

econtomist Craig Emerson estimates that $5006 million #s lost in fax
avoided and/or evaded,
are carrying the

and that erdinary wage and salary earners
real burden.

Which provides,
reform.

of course, a further agreement for the Georgist

Taxes, MNet P AY E. ncome fax was 33% of total tax revenue
in 1969-70, 4% In 1975-76, and 46% in 1981-82. “Age”, 18-2-82,
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‘GROWTH AND
BEING A

‘LAND REFORM OR

the Dynamics of

{Ecopomic Surplus and

FSSRA, London 1980, 3§

Centenary Essays No. 1
pages, £2.50 (ma p. & p.).
“Idle Land Mcans Idle Men™

—- Slogan of the British E’rogrtsswe Party {880

1dle Jand indeed means idle men but the present day

question on the political agenda is what causes the land io
be idle and thus men to be unemploved?

The London based Economic and Social Science Re-
scarch Association (ESSRA) in commmissioning a series of
centenary ¢ssays o commemoraie tm HMith anmiversary of
the publication of Henry George’s “Progress and Poverty”,
has undertaken the value task of dlssemmdung the theory
of the single tax on land values at a crucial historical period
in world land/use development. '

As ihe global economic crisis deepens, the world wide
political realisation is rapidly dawning in the progressive
camp that neither western “free enterprise” nor soviet
“socralist reality” have between them the nght answers to
the vital problems of the rapidly avgmenting landless, home-
less, jobles
ised hunmnity throughout the carth.

What is 10 be done?

Fred Harrison, a graduate of Ruskin College, Oxford
and Burbeck College University of London is the editor of
“Land & Liberty” the official orean and journal of the
United Committee for the taxation of land valves, the United
Kingdom organisation keeping the Henry George ethic alive.

I his centenary essay Mr. Harrison contrasis the four
afternative forms now available for politically meeting the
fand wuse crisis in a spectrwm ranging from institotional
reform through viclent reform and from institutionalisec
revolutions through (o violent revolution. He gives as one
to ong examples of cach form of political agitation in the
tilster civil rights marches. the Watts niots, the Allende
experinment and the Sandinista MNicaraguan revolution.

While {rying to set up a twin dichotomy between re-
farm/revolution and institationalism /violence, Mr. Harrison
does not need to stress what 18 perhaps self evident: the
political truism that in critical mass sitaanions no matter how
gradualist a ¢ivil rishts Ulster reform is mooted or how
bloodless a “legal” Allendist revelution is attempted, a chain
inio  errovistic

reaction leading to 2 nuclear explosion
violence of either right or left i almost éncvitabé' whm

fcrms exce cds !hc resilience of the political structures 10
carry the mass/stress foree /fweight ratios.

After a majesterial world survey ‘of the political and
economic global situation which ranges comprehensively
over the attempts at redistribution of world ncome and the
inception of the welfare siate from the poor laws and charit-
able ethos of the 19th Century on to a xwww of the peasant
hased revolts in Furope commencing with France. Russia,
freland and on to the third world ferment in Korea, Viet-
nant, Cuba, Bolivia, Zimbabwe, Chile, and now El Salvador
and concluding
‘abject poverty of the British farm workers who even to ihis
day canmpot afford to eat the food they grow for the rest of

FPROGRESS

“quadrilemma  of

. helpless, masses of vnemployed and marginal- - yariable

with the parlous and scandatous staie of

Page ¢

GREED’
REVIEW

RED REVOLUTION’
Political Violence) by Fred Harrison, M.A.

the community, the oversight of events ends with an analysis
of the two alternative penaceas presented by private mono-
poly land use under “capitalism”™ and the enforced collec-
tivism practiced under “communism”, both of which Mr.
Harrison conclasively demonstrafes, have failed in their
goals of social justice and right distribution of wealth,

Mr, Harrison presents a clue to the final solution of the
the ~graduoalist/violent/reform /revolution
syndrome in the title of his penultimate chapier,

“Conclusion - Land the Key”

In his closing argument the author clearly states —

“Without a lasting solution to the land issue there can

be no long run siability in the industrialised economics

Political confiicts over possession of the Tand |
can be resolved only by the right land reform™.

As students of Henry George have good reason and
logical argument to know. the only “right land reform™ is
the universal institutionalising by legal force of government
of the single tax on the sitc value of all fand :— not through
agrarian  reforms, not  through ialac sales, nod
through nationalisation nor collective farming, not through
socialist enforced co-operatives, nor state planning and cen-
tralised purchasing, not throvgh lunited re-distribution of
farge heolandias and lati-fandias into tight kulak and small
peasant land holdings, not through the enforced evietion of
large land owners and cnforced Teseitlement of small land-
Jess peasants will the world solve its global land problen.

Only by the single fax being universally implemented
will the pulmns unpainless. but only quick, just, universal,
equal, and right zadiuﬁ fand reform be achieved.

As Mr. Harrison explains only the single tax will
achieve the fundamental pre-requisite for economic stabiity
which 1s the basic siz‘uctu;'e for the unlimited growth of real
wealth of nations and its wnprejudiced distribution amaong
the peoples of the carth.

The coming struggie for this right, this mighty reform,
the imposition of the single fax, & about fo become the
over-riding global issue in the forefront of world events.

All the signs are there that this climactic siruggle is
about to commence.

As the final conflict xmmmmbiy advances ali Georg-
ians reslise that they have only just begun the good huhi
—- the last great buitic with the last great robber, the land-
lord. is now at hand.

The only obstacle to cur dreams of unlimied growth
on the bioad uplands of tomorrow s the unconscicnable
greed of the landlords of today.

If Mr. Harrson's centenary essay has moved the world
a little further on the bright path to the single tax goal. it
will have fulfilled its historical and ethieally Georgian pur-
pose. :

We welcome this essay whole-heartedly and urge the
reader to use it as o primer to the further and deeper under-
standmg of the last “‘I“C‘dt remaining political gquestion before -
the general assembly of mankind - the land guestion -

the final answer to which will duurmm\, the future ground .

plan for hwmanity:-— be it ufopia or oblivion,
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By OSCAR B. JOHANNSEN

To put it middly, the reception which Reaganomics has
received, as evidenced by the stock market, has been disiinct-
ly negative, This has confounded the * 5upply side™ econom-
ist whose theories have hccr the mainstay of Reagan’s pro-
gram, Those opposed have been quick to eoriticize. They
have proc!mmed that it was a failurc and have urged the
President 1o tuen about face and reinstate the program
which kept the New Dealers in power for so many years
of: tax, tax to spend, spend 1o elect, elect.

But the assumption that the program had failed even
before it had a chance to get off the ground has been a bit
premature. Probably the reason the criticism gained some
headway was the fault of the more zeaious “supply-siders.”
'They had implied that once a bill incorporating their theories
was enacted, expectations would cause ex_pcmdcd business
and a boom even before the program officially began.

The rationale of “supply-side”™ economics resolves
around increasing the supply of goods by providing incen-
tives, as well as by granting to business ag much Treedom
as possible, to produce,

Under Keynestan cconomics, as practiced, the empha-
sis has been on increasing demand on the assumption that
i would automatically cause production to Increase. But the
means adopted were fanlty, To stimulate demand, the Key-
nesians relied on gigantic spending by the government re-
gardless of what deficits were incurred. The money required
came from increased faxes on business, and by what amoun-
ted to printing ever greater guantities of money, At the
same time, regulations ad nauscam were levied on produe-
fions on the specious plea of attaining such destrable social
goals as betier safety, health, and a finer environment, ”ﬁlc

COMSCYUENCe was that pi(}dUU}Oﬁ dpnrumd v»h:
I- " P
5

I\L})L ]a‘};h_\.
snmu%mw was iad.cai by wn(mﬂ, s i the last election, con-
trol over the Presidency and the Senate changed hands.

The “supply-siders” advanced the obvious antidote.
Increase production by giving both business and consumers
incentives in the form of tax cuts and by the elimination
of onerows regulations, By lowering indwvidual tax rates
“across the board, individuals and corporations would have

more money not only o spend but to invest. Increased in-
vestment would mean more capital, Le more tools, and with
less imhabiting regelations, production would increase. The
enhanced production would tend o decrease prices. This
would be helped by the reinstitution of the gold standard.
i would foree the government (o stop increasing the money
supply to pay for any Federal deficits. To eliminate deficifs
and to establish a halanced budget, many of the soctal and
welfare programs were to be reduced or eliminated.

While Wall Sireet is enthusiastic over Reagan, it did
not buy the program. It was not that it disapproved. Rather,
it foared the program would not work out as planned for a
number of reasons. It was palent that the budget cuts pla-
nned had met with such great resisiance from powerful spe-
cial interests that the actual reductions were noi laree cneugh.
Also, Reagan did not cot the defense budget, Instead, he
d(iVOLcide mereasing if, whereas a balanced budwe; requires
decreasing defense. In addition, the President had been for-
ced 1o compromise on the tax reductions so they were not

“as substantial as had been planned, Social Security taxes
would keep on increasing and bracket creep would still exist

same —

-can only bhe leﬂm;)m'zwy_

unil 1985, Bracket creep arises from inflated prices which
cause incomes to rise, This put almost everyone into higher
tax brackets so more taxes must be paid. Thus real incomes
do not increase. Insicad they may fall. The tax cuts amount-
ed to but a levelling off of the constantly increasmg
burden.

tay

The budget cuis were obviously insufficient, especially
inasmuch as defense was a sacred cow. In addition, the tax
cuts, while not really substantial, still means reduced rev-

~enue for the government. The result could only mean huge

deficits. Despite the affection of the “supply-siders” for the
gold standard, Congress was hardly lilkey to reinstitute it.
Thus, the deficits would almost certainly be monetized,
that is, paid for by the simple expedient of, in effect, prini-
ing more moncy, This inflation of the money supply could
enly mean rising prices, including higher interest rates, the
very things the Reagan program was supposed to reverse,

While Wall Strect may be sceptical, nonetheless as the
tax cuts go into effcet, and as budget and regulatory cuts
materialise, it could well be that these will have a stimul-
lating cffect on production, with business expanding and
profits increasing

However, 1 this does happen, sooner or jaier, dhe
uspal cyelic slowdown will occur, After all, as business
conditions improve, as new plants and equipment are con-
structed, the demand for land will zoom. This will mean
incressed rents and land prices which will rise o a point
where it does not pay business to rent or buy land. At
that tme, the fall off in production will begin. It may be
precipitated by the bankrupicy of some important com-
pany, or it may be gradual. But the result will be the
dl,prmxle‘ﬂ uncmployment, and bad times.  This
will bring on insistent demands for the Federal govern-
ment to do something! For far too long ail of us have
been taught to look to the government, as though it were
God, to solve our problems.

Reaganomics, thus, may work, but if it does, its spccess
In the long rum, the benefits will
ensye to the landowners, with rents and land prices soar-
ing into the stratosphere, which will tend to bring on a
depression, unless heroie actions are taken to prevent it

Paradoxically, while Reaganomics is an atlempt to get
government off our backs, and to permit grealer frecdom
for the individual, it may well be that eventually the con-
sequence may be the opposite. If it fails, the liberals and
socialists will procizim to the world that the free market
ecconomy had been (ried and found wanting, for it did not
casure steady employment and prosperity. Instead, wiil
be argued that it is obvious that planning is necessary with
much of indusiry nationalised and the government d]lLUmg
the & umomy as is going on in France al the present time,
A “benign” dictaior an the style of DeGagile may even
arise who will promise to take us to the heaven of pleniy
but instead will lead us to the hell of socialism,

Until such time as people once again learn to ook
to themselves o solve their problems and (o insist on as
ligtle government as possible, with a just system of Land
tenure, the end result of all these new sconomic fads will

“merely be to hold out impess;ible dreams which turn inro

nightmares!
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What is a property tax? Tt is a tax on land and its
buildings, plus machinery, equipment, and inventories of
business, In the Leited States, it yields close to $70 billion
a vear. It is a tax designed to permit the residents of a
community fo finance services for themselves.
“mierits™ and its “demerits.”

One of the demerits is that the tax, falling on man-
made products, invariably discourages production. Another
point, rarely noted, is that the tax, a5 a cost of occupancy
and construction, tends to induce smaller-size rooms. 1t re-

sults in the loss of potential benefils from the “law of the .

cube.” Human well-being can generally he served betier by
the construction of rooms, houses, and buildings of larger,
as opposed to smaller, size.

Still another flaw in the tax is that well-constructed,
highquality buildings are now taxed more heavily per unit
of space than are slums and “junk” In many arcas, new
machines are taxed more heavily than old. Is it not stupid
1o decree that if a family or a company supplies more and
berter capital facilities, it must also pay more toward the
costs of government?

The tax on buildings discourages maintenance and
modernization. Cities which need to replace obsolete, de-
caved, destroyed buildings, nevertheless put tax impedimentis

in the way of progress. Is this not both irrational and self--

defeating?

One of the merits of the property tax, on the other
hand, is that it also falls on land values, thus compelling,
rather than discouraging, the use of land. Therefore, a
change in the structure of property taxation which would
cause only land, rather than improvements, to be taxed,
would spur production in two ways. Land, which is often

ha omnloved o
O ompaoyet OF

held idle for speculation, would have to
given yp. At the same time, the removal of taxation on -
provements would create the incepiive to produce all ma-
ferials needed to satisfy the demands of the community.

Raising taxes on the value of land would temporarity
work against the owners of land, but, in the long run, would
benefit everybody., Many land-owners have unrealized capi-
tal gain accrued since the land was purchased; and some
Tand, especially that which is largely vacant or under-utii-
ized, is relatively wnder-assessed. Five years of transition
would permit gradual adjustment: and all people, including
lundowners would gain by the change. The community
would capiure in taxes some of the value which it has
created, and spend it on schools, streats, and other facilities.

If the full tax on land value were collected, the fax
would be almost burdensomeless (except that the owners of
land and their heirs would lose their “unearned increment”™).
The necessity of paying tax on the full market value of Tand
would intensify the pressure to get the best income possitle,
and thus cause the owners to make more cffective use of
land. The “speculators™ would practically disappear.

Today, kecping urban and suburban land idle, or nearly
so, while waiting for prices to go up, may cost the owners
rather litile. Their ability 1o deduct property tax in comput-

ing taxable income reduces the net cost to them (but not to

society) of holding land largely idle while waiting for the
price to rise. If land value taxation were adopted, the land-

owners would be unable to continue their corrent praclices,”™

Predictions of some tendencies seem rather safe. The

it hag its~
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new tax would weaken the power of some landowners (o
“force™ people In a growing community to settle farther
out than otherwise. The effective supply of land would rise,
especially where market prices are high, New posaibilities
of, and mcentives for compactness would appear in urban
areas. More intensive use of the higher-priced, ceniral areas
of cities, of “close in” rather than “farither out” sectious,
would result. The filling in of the idle spois would be ac-
companied by more vertical development, which would, 1n
turn, result in the saving of transporfatiop costs, Horizontal
expansion would be somewhat less attractive compared with
the more intensive (veftical use of land).

As a concluding thought, the following words, penned
a century agoe by a famous economisl, seem to be pertinent
in guiding our thinking on taxes today:

“The present method of faxation . operates upor
enerey, and industry, and skill, and rthrife, like a fine upon
these gualities. If T have worked harder and buili myself
a pood house while you have been contenied to live in a
hovel, the tax-gatherer wow comes annually to make me pay
a penalty for my energy and industry, by taxing me more
than you. If I have seved while you wasted, I am muler,
while you are exempi. . . . We punish with a fex the man
who covers barren fields with ripening grain; we fine hm
who puts wp machinery, and hinn whe drains o swamp.”’

The economist who wrote these words was Henry
George.

DUTCH STUDY ON URBAN LAND VALUES

~ We have received from Holland a publication entitied
“Gemeenten und Grondpolitick,” containing a considerable
inbnlar ‘

RCLEFLIRERE

gyt of
CGEIIIGIIL U

muaterial, maps. A sympathizer
fluent in Dulch has provided the following notes:

Land increases in value 1o astronomical heights, par-
ticularly in city centres.

However, there are great costs for the community to
provide the infra-siracture of roads elc.

Private owners cash in on the extra value paid for by
rates and taxes.

This discassion limnits itself to these points, and does
not consider other benefits to the community.

Forests dom't give owners much benefit; hence these
are controlled and owned by the community, '

Council suburbian development policy s to charge only
purchase and development cost to private owners, a secret
subsidy.

In pew suburbs the private owner pays part of the
community facilities as the counctl charges for these via
land: price, ;

However, in old suburbs this s no longer possible: new
facilitics arc paid through taxes and rates, but Jand values
increase, j

In fact the owners in new suburbs are partly paving
for better facilities in old suburbs. Therefore it is fairer if
private ownership of land s replaced by public ownership
or collecive ownership.

History teaches that collective ownership was more

with
wilh

pievalent in former tifnes than it is now. We should row ™

atm at bringing land nto collective comiaunity ownership,
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Riules for the nse of land.

All tithes of land to be valued publicly (subject 10 right
of appeal); maps i be published. Rent for use of land o
be based on these values. Valuation to be periodical, prefee-
ably vearly,

Why Rent for Land?

i) Because the earth belong to al! people eqgually as a
birthright. The rent owed to the community by the user
of the land is an expression of this birthright,

2) Rent paid to private owners is tantamount to disinheyit-
ing the community.

3) The value of land is not determined by efforts of the
owner, but by the socio-cconomic development of
society.

4) Rent is determined by the land value in a free supply

and demand situation: it is not relevant to purchasing
power, produce, profii, possession of income.

5y Sales of land are no Jonger possible {and thus price in-
creasesk.

6) Hence the rent system is not hxflationary, like specuia-
tive profits.

7} Rent stimulates ¢conomic activity in order to pay the

rent,
8y Slums will be rehabilitated by the private rent paying
users.

9y Rent cannol be passed off on others.

1) Rent cannot be dodged.

11} Rent is easy and cheap to collect.

12) Renl i3 public,

13 The rent fund grows as the socicty develops.

14) Freedom is only possible when the oppression of pri-
vate ownership of rent has been aholished,

DATES FOR 1982
Lunch-hour foropms: Oct. 7 MNov., 25, {(Grabam Harts
books of essays, “Taxation the Power to Destroy” i the
basis}h

Members' Discussion Nighfs, st 730 pm.: Aug 25, Oct.

28.
Commemoration Dinner: September 50.
End-of-Year Social: Dec. 20.
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THE HEMRY GEORGE LEAGUE

31 Hardware Street, botween Elizabeth and Queen Streefs
Methourne, 3000, Teiephone: 67-2754. Hon. Secretary: Mr. .
Forster. Office Supervisors: Mrs. M. Rosentha!, Mis. L.
Sutton, Mrs. ¥ Wigley.

The Henry George League is s non-party educational
body advocating that public revenues be drawn from public
charges upon the site-value of Jand and that taxes wpon labor
and capital be correspondingly abolished.

If your view zccords with this yow are invited (o join.
Annual Membership Fee is a minimuam of $10 which includes
cost of the newspaper “Progress” posted.

Sobscription for “Progress” alome within Ausiralia is §3
per annum posied (for which stamps will be acceptabie). This
is nominal only to exiend our message to new contacts who we
bope will later become members. If you appreciate the news-
paper you are invited to obtain mew subscribers,

Subscripiion rafes for “Progress” posted {0 oversens
comiries ave £2 (ufg) te Commonwenlth coundries, and
$4 for other counirics.

MEETINGS
Held at 31 Hardware Sireef.

EXECUTIVE:
Thorsday, 12th Auvgusi, at 7.30 pm.

LINCH-HOUR FORUM:
Thorsday, 2nd October, ab 1 pom.
(Topie: The Mass Media)

MEMBERS DISCUSSHIN NIGHT:
Thursday August 25, ai 7.30 poan

MEETINGS OF OTHER BODIES FOR WHICH
“PROGRESS” 1§ THE OFFICIAL ORGAN

o e lenros

The fallawriy seatings will fabe nlace gt anty
The IGHOWERE mieelifngs Wil take p}é.‘,e at Henry Ct—u.lsu-u

League Rooms, 31 Hardware Street, Melboume:

Combined Weork Nights on special projects for the Lamd
Vahses Research Groop and Gemeral Couvmcil for Rating
Beforme:

Thursdiny, 19th Aungust, 1882 af 7.30 pm.

These are working meetings. Mew workers or enquirers
are invited to come.
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