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Whose Welfare State 7

En his broadcast on October 24, concerning the reduc-
tions in Government expenditure, the Prime Minister’s
main theme seemed an appeal to the people to work harder
and endure more privations in order to save the Welfare
State, which, he implied, they all loved so much; as if they
were so overjoyed at not having the promised mere and
more they would be quite contented to have less and less—
and, incidentally, paying the chemist a shilling a bottle
for it. The Social Services, he said, “ are your services
and vou pay for them directly or indirectly. . .. We
have set ourscives the task in this countty of ctreating
the Welfare State, a State which seeks security and happi-
ness for all. 'With the approval of all parties, social
services have been established which are an eéxample to the
worlid,  But the Welfare State can only endure if it is
built on.a sound economic foundation. If you are in a job
and have to-day, through National Insurance, a greater
sense of security than ever before, remember its continu-
ance depends on what you do, Don't leave it to the other
man.”

Payments and Disciplines

DBut in the kind of State in which we live the fact is
that everyone must leave it to the other man, and responsi-
hility is so divided, both in fact and in the consciousness
of the people thaL Ministers and others employ the words
“we” and “our” in a manner neither they nor any of
Lhelr audience could explair. Who can have a sense of
property in something whick is bought with what is taken
from him, less the expenses {over which the victim has no
! control). of the compulsion?: On ]uly 5 the Minister of
‘National Insurance reported that 764 inspectors had been
i appointed, whose duties included checlking stamp contri-
' butions, and there had been 320 prosecutions of people who
had not paid. Mr. Aftlee must know very well that unless
compelled to do so, only a small minority of the people
would pay these contributions to a scheme which he
assumes they consider as their own. The only sound
economic foundation for any person’s security and happi-
ness is to give him the oppertunity of providing for it
himself. It is because the masses were denied this oppor-
tunity and could see only the results, in poverty and
wmemployment, of this denial and not the first canse that
thev tolerate these compulsions. But to tolerate such
conditions is not to love them or even positively to support
themt.  In other parts of his talk, Mr. Attlee seemed to be
addressing himself to an audience of children, verbally
patting some on the head for their hard work and censur-
mg others. One suspected,. however, that he was not

entirely confident this method would be effective. A good
teacher, Iike Mr, Attlee, would not like to smack naughty
children, but if, as he says, “ There are a great many

firms who have done little or nothing ” of what he tells

them, or “ workers who only do the minimum, who don’t
care, who take days off,” what else can he do?

Blind Spot in the Broadcast

* If Mr. Attlee has the real welfare of the people at heart,

and if, as his speeches often suggest, he doubts whether
his opponents have an equal desire, should he not hesitate
before resorting to compulsions which his opponents also
support? If there are in society any privileged interests
profiting at the expense of the workers, and protected by
his opponents, any measures to redistribute inconie in an
arbitrary fashion must necessarily obscure and protect the
privileges.

Mr. Attlee would have found himself in a less difficult
position if he had directed the attention of his fcllowers ..

to a privilege which, through all their tergivefsations, his
Conservative opponents. have always defénded and which
he in years past has verbally assailed. This is the injus-
tice by which one man, by virtue of possessing a piece of
legal paper, can own as his private property a site of that
land which, without any ambiguity, is owurs, the collective

property of all British people. Mr. Attlee must know that ©
a person who contributes nothing whatever to productmn S
either by direct labour or the indirect labour of saving and |

risking capital, if he owns a valuable piece of the earth’s

surface, may take not a “ day off,” but a lifetime off and [ -~
die much wealthier than when he was born—all the time
drawing his wealth quite legally from the labour of others,
In his broadcast Mr. Attlee nght have drawti the atfention

of millions to this kind of “ slacker,” or—much more iise-
fully—to this bad law. DBut he was silent.

paying £300.millions of the workers’ money to a section
of such slackers for a temporary relaxation of their télls.
And this is done through an Act which seems specially
designed to keep the people’s houses scarce and dear.

Informers on the Job

Although, as we hope, Mr. Attlee is reluctant to apply
the whip, to judge by the attitude of other members of
his Government we cannot be sure their reluctance would
be so difficult to overcome. In a letter to the Editor of

Lanp & LierTy, October, 1947, Mr. Wilfrid . Harrison o

drew attention to a broadcast by Sir Stafford Cripps,.*
which, after referring to total conscription of labour”

10685 -

Perhaps he
thought it would be inconsistent of him to do se as his .
Government, by its Town and Country Planning Act, is ©°
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a last resource,” he urged his audience to ““take the
responsibility ¥ of reporting black marketeers to the
authorities. Now, October 31, in Parliament, he states :
. 1 am prepared in suitable cases to sanction the payment
of rewards for information which, on investigation, proves
to be of value in detecting or preventing evasion of the
Exchange Control Act.” The prospect thus opening before
us must surely arrest the attention of the most indifferent.
-“The next step will be to make it a punishable offence not to
give information. Children will be ordered to report their
" parents. ‘The number of police agents and enforcement
officers will need to be multiplied. Already the prisons
are filled to overcrowding. What will be left but terrorism
and the concentration camp? It has always been a con-
soling and self-flattering assumption to suppose the
Fascists, Nazis and Commuinists resort to these methods

- because they are cruel and wicked, and we are not; but

under the delusion that universal compulsion is necessary
“for the welfare of the State, such methods are inevitable
when a lafer stage has been reached. Some indignation
at Sir Stafford’s declaration has been expressed. We wish
there had been more. We wish the indigfation would go
far enough to investigate why a government should find
iteelf in a position when it cannot avoid resorting to such
miethods. We wish that cvery person who thinks himsclf
justified in claiming a subsidy, privilege or protection for
his industry would realise to What extent he is responsible
for the situation,

The Falling Poumd

Sir Stafford’s threat reveals another consequence of
government on false principlss. When the external value
of the £ was bolstered by artificial measures at a higher
rate than its natural value British money out of the
coumtry could buy more than at home. Hence the advan-
tage of smuggling monéy out and the conseguent scrutiny
by officials of personal correspondence. But when the £
was devalued to its ratural price this smuggling would
be no advaniage until the £’s natural exchange value again
started to decline. Evidently this is what is happening.
Devaluation has failed, even of its immediate purpose.

Indeed, the impression had been given that the new
sterling-dollar rate was deliberately fixed lower than
circumstances required, so defeating the black market and
giving the Pound a higher purchasing power in “hard
currency ¥ countries than at home. If that were true,
{aud and honour, not fine and imprisonment, were for those
who stuffed envelopes with notes and sent them abroad.
Patriotic informers and post office detectives would be
discovering their whereabouis for the provision of hand-
some rewards. Tt is a serious reflection on the Govern-
T ment’s conduct of affairs that for the safety of the realm
¢ the Pound must he kept at home in protective custody.

European Economic Imbroglic

Years ago one used to meet advocates of Protection
who roundly dencunced Free Trade. At any rafe, there
was nothing sanctimonious about them. Now the difficulty
is to find anyone who is not a Freer-Trader-Provided-the-
Other-Fellow-Does-So-As-Well.  When tariffs  were
imposed in 1931 it was argued they would provide a
weapon for forcmg down the barriers of other countries.
Since then, n quotas embargoes, licences, exchange
controls and experts’ confererices the nations should have
enough of these weapons to smash a barrier manned by
the greatest army of customs officers ever known. One
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of these great barricr-smashing campaigns started on
July 7, when Mr. Harold Wilson, President of the Dloard
of Tr: ade made in ]’fnlsam( nt the momentous statement
that “the time-had come ™ for the Dritish Govermnent

“to take steps to relax restrictions,”  subject to”

although ” ‘we shouill need to be in a position to ”

fit is not po»sibl& at this stage to say,” etc., etc. We
take up the story in headlines and comments of reputable
newspapers 1 —

August 7, ° wteps Towsrds Freer European Trade.”
August 10, “ Benelix and its Difficulties—Obstacles
to Economic Union.” October 1, © Belgium 3Seeks
Trade Talks— Complains, of British Import Dan.”
October 2, Canadi:,zms Seek Higher Textile Tariifs.”
October 9, © I\’Ir=a~m Response to Free Trade Lead.”

- October 10 Tarilis Reduced by Thirty-one Countries,”

but “ The effort depends on the negotiations that are not
due to begin until next antumn” November 1, “ Aid
Nations Given Disaster Warning—Hope Lies in European
Integration.” November 3; “ New Ecenomic Charter for
Furope—1& Nzilen  Plan  Decisive in  History, says
Hoffman.” Noveraber 4, “1Food Imports from Canada—
Bmtam to Cut Fggs, Bacon Supplies” November 6,

“ Jugoslav Trade Talks Deadlock.” “Sir S. Cripps’s
Attitude—Mr. THoffinan Disappointed.” * French Distrust
a Nationalist Iiritish Government, which is being forc ed
by its pol1c1es and docirine into autarchic isolation.
November 10, ¥ Higher Iutch Subsidies—Hinders Union
with Belgium.”

The story .closes with thg 0pt1m1st1c comment of
the Manchester Guardian’s Ddiplomatic Correspondent,
November 10, concerning a resolution passed by the
Q.E.E.C. Council of 17 Ministers : “ It does not atiernpt
to give any detatled comumitment, but the émpression is that
it does accept*t & principle of the desirability of economic
integration.” :

s

Trade

After the original staterient en July 7, Mr. Henderson
Stewart asked, “ Would it be true fo say that the practical
meaning of the Right Tion. Gentleman’s statement is that
we do not intend to makc any relaxation at all upon
imports?”

To this Mr. Wilson gave an answer which left the
question as much in doubt as before. It would have saved
much misundersianding and a lot of travelling and other
expenses if he and the Government had answered “ Yes,”
and ceased to enier into useless negotiations. The Tranish
Commerce Minisier would not have been able to say,
in effect, as reported by Reitter, November 11, that the
Cripps’s “ Freer Trade ” Plan was a sham. The spirit in
which our Government conducts such negotiations and the
spirit, presumably, in which the Opposition would under-
take them was illustrated, November 3, in Parliament,
when Mr. Heathcoat Amery showed his anxiety, while
“most certainly not opposed to the freeing of inter-
European trade, lI)out removal of restrictions on It 111{111
rayon goods. “ Will the right hon. Gentleman not agree,
he asked, “ that success mu_st be judged by the dﬁwn o i
reciprocity ¥’ © 1 entirely agree with that -statement,”
answered Mr, Wilson.

Marcus Aurelius recorded his gratitude to a friend who
taught him to love justice and imbued him with “ the 1dea
of a polity in which there is the same law for all . . .
administered with regard to equal rights; a kingly govern-
ment which respects most of all the freedom oi the

Bargaining for “ Freer”
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governed.” In their trade negotiations, our democratic
rulers to-day follow exactly the opposite of all these
principles. They barter the freedom of their subjects to
produce and exchange with no more regard for justice
than the (erman princelings in the cighteenth century
bartered the fives of their “ national servicemen.” FEwery
restriction or relaxation affecting a particular article
creates a privilege; and all that is bound up in the decep-
tion called * Freer ” Trade.

Open the Ports at Once

The words, Free Trade, applied to any society can have
one meaning only : That every person within the sphere
of that society's jurisdiction should have equal freedom of
opportunity to produce and exchange goods and services.
That any other society should not allow such freedom
among its own members has nothing whatever to do with
the necessily for justice within one’s own society, If our
neighbours live in servitude and poverty they cannot pro-
duce as much to exchange with us as if they lived in
freedom and prosperity ; butito reduce ourselves to their
condition on that account, dnd 1o refuse to bréak our
chains until they break theirs is as rational as following
the (adarene swine over | the precipice. Trade is
sxchange; the capacity to exchanye is one of the essential
qualities which distinguishes men from animals.
farefathers, who cherished, ‘admired and protected the
smugglers, and despised the informers, showed not only a
manly spirit, they showed the instinct of self-preservation,
Many people of excellent pirsonal character support or
tolerate the idea of “Freer” Trade, usually without
i tigating it, but in so doinyg they foster practices which
have their origin in the vices, follies, weaknesses, selfish-
ness and eeceit in human character, . C

f the Tiritish people want as much trade freedom as
possible to he established in the world, the first and indis-
pensable step is to set themselves free. As no rulers in
the world, however foolish or corrupt, can prevent their
subijects emfirely from exchanging, this first step would
give the Dritish people the unique advantage of partici-
pating in every opportunityithroughout the whole world
of profiting by such freedom as existed. The example of
Tiritain’s prosperity would do more in a year or so to
inspire others to break their; chains than the futile confer-
ences of a century. Ownersiof wealth or gold throughout
the world would rush to store it in an oasis where the State
did aot plunder it on its arrival, and where men showed
signs of some feeling for the sanctity of private property.
The “ problems of exchange control 7 would arise no more.
yut material prosperity would be the least of the advan-
tages to a society in which the trade of inspectors, spies
and informers on the one side and Dars and deceivers on
. the other had receded into the, limbo of the past; a society
not oppressed by foreboding and suffering a fresh “crisis”
every month, but looking with hope and confidence to the
Tuture. :

Fair Criticism by a Liberal

Mr. Graham Hutton’s address to the Liberal Summer
School, repotted in the Masichester Guardion, August 2,
contains some penetrating criticism of the tendencies
and logical outcome of Socialism as it is developing in
“England.  Iie notices, especially, how it is leading to
corruption and the abuse of power. Under comparative
freedomn producers save out of current production and
invest their savings in capital, which increases the wealth-
producing capaciiy of society. When a Socialist Govern-
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ment comes to power and by taxation and nationalisation
confiscates an ever-imcreasing proportion of both current
production and capital, the process can continue while a
supply of capital remains to be plundered; but as it is
against human nature for a person fo work harder as he
receives less and less of the product, or to save and invest
if he is to be denied interest, the supply of new capital
declines. The Government is thus driven to create new
State-owned capital, which it tries to achieve by heavier
taxation and preventing the workers spending their income
on current needs. At the same time, in order to maintain
its popularity, the Government tends to an ever-increasing
extent to plunder minorities in order by various forms of
largesse to buy popularity with the masses. ~ The result is
an impasse, with less and less for all, and minorities
especially are the victims.

In contrast to this Socialist régime, the example is cited
of unplanned abundance in America, under “initiative,
enterprise and originality,” with both its political parties
“ anti-Secialist -in spirit”; concluding that “the greater
the freedom the greater the capital, the higher the standard
of life and the quicker the economic progress.” All the
evidence supports that conclysion. :

Where Stands the Liberal Party ?

Mz, Hutten, however, does not answer the question
which immediately arises in one’s mind, If what is taken
to be perfect freedom brings abundance, why, then, does
Socialism, with its false promise of dbundance, make such
progress? Apart from the fact that American Protec-
tionism, with its denial of freedom, has been a hotbed for
political corruption, to many American lovers of liberty it
appears their country is now going Socialist as quickly
28 our own, although it has as yet much farther to go.
Already it is reported that Democratic candidates are
openly advocating the Welfare State, which has every-
where praved the first step towards Socialism and, in fact,
lugically denies the principle that frecdom can bring abun-
dance for all who are willing to work. Nowhere do Liberal
parties put freedom first in their appeal. If the word is
mentioned it is usually in such a connection as “Freedom
to enjoy a (State-provided) ‘adequate’ standard of living.”
This, in fact, reverses the meaning of the word. Liberals
by implication deny faith in liberty. '

Look on America

A brief survey of American history suggests where the
solution to this paradox might be sought. In the nine-
teenth century, when Liberalism was everywhere in the
ascendant, vast areas of vacant, fertile land were available
in North America. There was practically no destitute
class, despite the influx of millions of destitute from
Europe, who soon were able to provide for themselves,
either by directly working the vacant land or supplying
the needs of those who did so. And the classes without
capital but with the option of working for themselves on
vacant land were never obliged to accept low wages as in
Europe, where land was all monopolised, although often
undeveloped. But, towards the end of the nineteenth
century, -with the supply of fertile, unmonopofised land
rapidly decreasing, there emerged, as in Europe, the very
wealthy and the destitute classes; and confidence in free-
dom began to wane. No Malthusian fallacies could explain
this, because it was exactly in the most densely populated
areas that the very rich as well as the very poor began
to appear : in those places where an owner of land could
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five without producing, while landless persons, working
hard, found it increasingly difficult to live.

No adéquate or final comparison can be made between
the Socialist State and a free society without assessing
the full effects of the land laws; the laws governing man's
access to the earth on which he must depend for every
moment of his existence. But when this question has beén
studied we may see the way, even through the dense clouds
that darken the Atomic Age, to a society cleansed from
that element of unjust institutions and their inflzence which
leads to the acceptance of fallacies destroying freedom
and bringing poverty to all.

Local Government at the Crossroads

On November 2, Mz. Blenkinsop, Parliamentary Secre-
tary to the Ministry of Health, stated, as reported, that,
despite the recommendations of the Commission appointed
for the purpose, no changes in local government boun-
daries would be made at present because “ the Government
were now reviewing the structure and functions of local
government.” Asked what was likely to be the outcome
of this review, Mr. Bevan, Minister of Health, said that
to give any idea of the proposals the Government had in
mind would give rise to general speculation and unrest.
“1t was better the Government proposals should be made
known later, as a whole.”

Some Opposition members expressed misgiving about
this decision and, indeed, Mr. Bevan’s answer might have
been that of a Government intending virtually to suppress
local government by a swift act of legislation. But Con-
- servative members should be reminded that it was the
Conservative Government of 1929 which first placed local
" governments on the dole; and the old adage, “ He who
pays.the piper calls the tune,” still holds good. F¥aced
with the problem of the Distressed Areas, where the
growing need for relief of distress raised the rates with
‘the effect of strangling any new industrial development
which, by absorbing unemployment, might have reduced
the need for relief, Mr. Baldwin’s Government took the
“easy ¥ way out of abolishing all rates on. agricultural
land, reducing rates on ndustrial concerns by three-
quarters, and compensating local governments by an
annual sum from the Exchequer of £40 miilions, distri-
buted according to a complicated and ridiculous formula.
From that time dates a gradual encroachment on the
independence of local governments, An emergency pay-
ment, followed immediately by radical reform, might have
been justified. But the method of the dole, and no reform,
made it a permanent corrupter.

Tory and Labour Policies

If the Conservative Party is genuinely concerned about
the independence of local government it could demonstrate
the fact easily epough by advocating the alternative
method proposed to Mr. Baldwin about that time by
advocates of economic independence, including scores of
local authorities themselves ; that is to say by levying rates
upon the value of land, irrespective of the imiprovement
upon it.

Mr. Baldwin’s method, by relieving agricultural land
of rates, ensured that as soon as any lease fell in the
landowner collected an increase of rent equal to the value
of the relief, and the owner of factory land profited in
the same way, according to his proportion. Impetus and
licence were given to land speculation, from which sooner
or later industry and agriculture and all production were
caused to suffer. The Labour Government, with an
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almost dictatorial majority of M.P.s, maintains this
Conservative Act unimpaired. As dwellinghouses continue
to bear the full rates, it may easily be seen how the housing
shortage was affected and femains so. It should not be
forgotten how Mr. "Aneurin Bevan, when sponsoring
the 1947 Local Governmernt Bill, House of Commons,
November 18-19, acclaimed the 1929 Derating Act as
one of the “reforms” lewding to his legislation, and
(December 18) rebuked his fellow ILabour member,
Mrs. Middleton, for daring to suggest that his Bill should
amend the Derating Act. On that occasion, Mz, Bevan,
often so free with malediction of his political opponents,
revealed himself a Tory of| the Tories—“ more Royalist
than the King.”

 The Politics of Wool Marketmg

Statements i the House pf Commons on October 29
showed that the farmers of England, Wales, Scotland and
Ulster have agreed to subordinate themselves to a Market
Board, set up on the initiative of their Unions, for the
purpose of selling their wool. And if there are any
farmers who prefer to make their own bargains with
willing customers the State will now see to it that such
action is stopped. Perhapsithis enthusiasm to regiment
themselves can be explained by the Minister of Agricul-
ture s remark on the same occasion. “1 agreed,” he said,

“that in the event of such a'scheme coming into operation
we would add wool to the list of commodities for which
prices are guaranteed.” e added that the scheme “is
now being advertised ” to afford an opportunity for any
objections to be considered.! So far we have not noticed
any prominent hoardings flaming this question to those
especially concerned, ie., the 50 million taxpayers who

must pay to guarantee a privilege to the farmers——and
- agricultural landowners,

As far as consumers and taxpayms are concerned this
policy enforces the Chancellor’s words in the Devaluaﬁon
Debate. * Nothing—and I mean kterally nothing—should
be done to increase perscnal income ”; but no explanation
is given why farmers and landowners should be exempt.
Perhaps the Labour Chancellor’s words were intended
especially for Trade Unionists. On the other hand, it
seems strange that the Chancéllor who, by his speeches, is
anxious to fower trade barriérs, should agree to his col-
league’s action, which must inevitably add to the * diffi-
culties ” which, Sir Stafford insists, form a stumbling-
block to international trade negotiations. The “average
price ” to be agreed upon every February by the Minister
in collaboration with the wool farming interests must, of
course, provide a profit above production costs. i, in the
meantime, any barriér 18 remaved to allow importation of
foreign or colonial wool, more money will be required
to bolster the price paid to the privileged home producer.
In other words, all these pricé guarantees mean that any
progress in lowering trade barriers entails more taxation.
So the barriers remain, to foster international friction until
the conflict breaks out. '

Farmers Bribed and C;)erced

A Special Correspondent of the Manchester Guardian,
reporting, August 6, on marginal land farmers in Lanca-
shire, cites the example of land at Sabden which twenty
years ago was good for grazing, but is now tangkd
bracken and brown tufty grass. The owner of the farm
of which this land forms part, maintained that if he could
have sufficient feedingstuffs so that he could balance his
economy with poultry and pigs, for which there i1s great
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demand in Lancashire towns, he could make use of the
derelict land.  But the Government, to conserve dollars,
has reduced the subsidy which by keeping prices artifi-
cially low, increases the imports beyond the amount which
wonld otherwise be imported.  Hili farmers have pre-
viously received £300,000 annually under an assistance
scheme which includes a *“ means fest.” Farmers resent the
means test, but want more assistance, It is proposed to
give i, and Mr. Attlee, in his broadcast on economies,
hints that a1l agricultural prices will rise in February to
compensate {farmers for reduction in fecdingstuffs subsidy.
The burden, of course, falls upon the consumer, who, as
taxpayer, confinues to pay all the other subsidies to agri-
caltnre, T Parlament, Cetober 1, Mr. Thomas Reid
called aitention to an unnoticed subsidy of £1,000,000 on
farm machinery.

Agriculture is an indugiry no more fixed and immutable
than others, no more privileged to coerce its customers to
buy for ever the same things from the same markets.
Uinder Free Trade the British farmer could obtain feeding-
stulls at the cheapest world price i¢ produce stock for
which the climate and soil and the proximity of markets
give him every advantage. And he could also produce in
increasing quantity the fresh foods which the modern

nsman increasinely desires,  So far the farmer has
Cbeen hampered, frustrated and burdened by a bad land
systems which prevents himy from doing these things as
well as he might, Instead of demanding reform and free-
dom he has been misted duto demanding privilege and
sulunitting to servitude, :
Alleged Scarcity of Food
The propaganda strength 'of the organised agricultural

intereste has profited considérably. by the stories of world
increase of population cut-renaing the capacity to produce

food.  Sir John Russell’s address, August 31, to the
Dritish Assodation showed that science is discovering

methods of i productivity and bringing previously
barren land into cultivation; And this is not surprising,
seeing that it has always happened before. The American
Govermment, having guaranteed prices to American wheat
farmers, is faced with a huge surplus following a bumper
erop.  Dut with Furope's resirictions on imports from

dollar countries, the bounty of naturs cannot he extended

to that srea. Furthermore, the quantity and price of

British imports of wheat has been officially fixed for the .

next four vears. The Food and Agricultural Organisation
in Washington, therefore, proposes to set up yet another
hody, The International Commodity Clearing House, to
deal with this matter.
about this, according to the Financial Editor of the Sunday
Times. 'When the price of bread went up, following
Devalization, we do not remember noticing much concern
among housewives lest it should go down again.

Provention of Cheap:ness and Plenty

A report of the N.F.U.’s Council gives the explanation.
“ As production increases, here and overseas, there are
disturbing indications that world food warkets may again
be allowed to become glutted by so-called surpluses, which
mesns that agricultural expansion policies will be
threatened.” To guard against the danger of cheap food
the N.F.U. is taking steps towards organising what is in
effect an international conspiracy of agricultural interests
to leep prices up and farming subsidised.  Yet, on
November 9 Sir James Turner, President of the N.F.U.,

in a lecture entitled, “ The Battle for Food,” is reported

LAND & LIBERTY

‘that “ wiser councils” would prevail.

“ Much concern is felt in London 7
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to have protested against crisis reductions in the schemes
for extending electricity into the countryside. He hoped
“ Failure in the
battle would mean a more meagre diet than the British
have so far experienced, even in two. wars.”

Thus American taxpayers are victimised to pay for more
wheat than they desire. British consumers, by official price
and quantity agreements and exchange restrictions, are
denied the wheat the Asmericans do not want, and the
benefit of a reduced price. In addition, they must pay
subsidies to bribe and compel British farmers to misdirect
their energies so that land which, 20 years ago, under free
imports and no Marketing Schemes or regimentation, was .
in wuse, is now derelict. And this system of plunder,
coercion and privilege has become so generally accepted
by the victims that its advocates are able to refer in terms
of sanctimonious admonishment to those who might curtail
the least of their privileges i the gravest emergency. This
is the topsy-turvy situation which has steadily developed
since Free Trade was abandoned in 1931 and Socialist and
Conservative Planners, in collaboration, set to work to
improve on nature’s economic forces which, so far from
blind, are unerring and irresistible in their effects. And
the official Liberal Party supports this madness.

‘Naticnalising Minerals—An Example

The Report of the Mineral Development Committee,
presented to Parliament in July, illustrates how the policy
of nafionalisation or semi-nationalisation combines with
existing private interests in momopoly, The Committee
proposes that a joint company representing the State and
“ those private interests concerned ” be formed to work
the potash now heing explored in- North Yorkshire, and
later 2 Mineral Development Commission be set up to take
over from the Central Land Board the “ development
rights ™ at present vested in that body. Apart from potash
there is mo general suggestion that the State should work
the minerals directly, but should supervise their working
through the Commission, including financial grants to
private undertakings ““in the national interest "’ and make

recommendations for ‘amalgamations needed to ensure

economic and efficient development.” (Socialism’s faith

is pinned to amalgamation.)

The obligation to pay development rights in itself tends
to ‘keep out the small man, but unless the Commission-
is different from other examples, it is easy to see how all
its machinery will ensure that the industrialists already
in position and enjoying influence will retain all” their
advantages.

JOIN THE INTERNATIONAL UNION

To stimulate in all countries a public opinion favourable to
permanent peace and prosperity for all peoples, threugh the
progressive removal of the basic economic causes of poverty
and war, as these causes are demonstrated in the writings of
Henry George. Specifically, towards the realization of these
objects, the Union faveurs the raising of public revenues by
taxes and rates npon the value of land apart from improvements
in order to secure the economic rent for the community and the
sbolition of taxes, tariffs, or imposts of every sort that interfere
with the free production and exchange of wealth.

Membership is open to all persoms, irrespective of sex, race,
or nationality, who in good faith sign a written declaration of
adherence to the objects of the Union, and pay a minimum
annual subscription equivalent to five shillings sterling.

Write with membership fee to the Hon. Treasurer, Ashley
Mitckell, 4 Great Smith Street, London, 5.W.L
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NEMESIS OF THE PLANNING ACT

The Town and Country FPlanning Act development
charge came tmder the harrow in the debates onthe YLands
Tribunal Pill, House of Lords, May 5 and June 21, and
House of Commons, May 25. In the Lords, an amend-
" ment to that Dill was carried, to give the new Lands
Tribunal, besides its other dutics, jurisdiction to determme
the development charge on appeals made to it. The House
of Commons rejected the amendment and the House of
Lords did not insist on it.  The development charge thus
continues to he fixed by the Central Land Board, without
any appealt against its decision.  The followmng are some
of the instances quoted in the Lords’ debate :—

Lorp Hyrron (Mey 5). A lady-owns a small nursing
home for elderly persons. Wishing to move into raore
convenient premises she bought a private sesidence ior
£4,700. She was told that before she could use that
house as a nursing home she must pay £1,943 as a
development charge, said to be based on the difference
between the rent ( £200) of the premises as a dwelling
house and the rent (£330) 2s a pursing home. Then
came the “higeling of the valuation,” with solicitors’

letters and the rest, the Central Land Beard agreeing that

£1,000 would be a reasonable charge. Later the Central
Tand Board intimated that if the lady applied for planuing
permission lirnited in time, a further reduction might be
made. All this had started eight months before and the
development charge was still floating about, the lady not
knowing what she would ultimately pay.

By contrast, a commercial college bought two houses for
£6,300 and added them to their building. For changing
the use of the houses from dwelling to commercial pur-
poses the development charge was £80.

Lorp LrewerLixw (May 5). A house was built in
Selby, Yorkshire and a development charge of £144 was
assessed. Another house of similar size, a farm house,
was made by converting a barn at Paignton, Devon. For
that “ change in the use of land ” the development charge
was assessed at £750.

The Union Club is being turned cut of its premises in
Carlton House Terrace to make way for a Government
department. The Club had almost agreed to purchase two
private dwelling houses in Grosvenor Square when it
learned that to use them as a Club would incur a develop-
ment charge of £60,000. After argument with the
Central Land Board the assessment of the charge was
reduced to £35,000. '

Loxp TppesLeicE (Junme 21) spoke of having turned
his stables into a small bungalow cottage. When the
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development charye was originally assessed it was so
high that he was near abandoning the scheme, but he nego-
tiated with the Valuer and the charge was cut by more than
half, “But,” as he said, it is certainly not worth while
for the ordinaty small wan o cueploy agents, e is Lkely
to say to himself there is no money in his particular
scheme and he may as well throw away the plans.” -

Lowp Quisets. (Juse Z21) instanced the case of a
co-operniive society which was prepared to buy at about
£1 4 vard, half an acre of land that had been used by a
small fire for joinery manufacture. The society wanted
it for a coal yard, but if they used the land for that
purpose there would be a:heavy development charge
ameunting, as Lord Quibell understood (although he was

“net conunitting himself) to about £1,400. In one corner

s land the existing owner had a small pigsty and
-run and ihe society was told the development
sould arise because of the proposed change of use
sigsty and chicken-run to coal yard.

wp RaDNOR (June 21) knew for certain of four cases
where very desitable development had heen dropped
hecause the charge imposed was too great, developrucnts
by people who are nut in the way of employing profes-
sional advice (to negotiate a reduction). e quoied a case
of his own, He was selling a plot of land for building
parposes and put a price on it for its “ existing use value.”
When the District Valuer inthoated what the development

charee would be, it proved 1o be approximately 20 per cent.
hisher than he (Lurd Radner) would have charged for the

]
whole land, including its development value. The Valuer,
being interviewed, asked what price was charged for the
existing use value and what would have been ihe total
price including the development value?  Then he did a
small sum, subtracting the existing use value from the
total valtue and assessing the difference as the development
charge. But given. that there is any sense, sysicmi Of
methnd in assessing the values as defined in this Act, how
did the Valuer, expert man as he should be, arrive at his
first figure?

Lowp LEEWELLIN, speaking again on June 21, recounted
the case of the nine and a half acres of farm land which
a comunercial firm in Luton wish to take over and turn
into a recreation ground for the workpeople. It means
puiting up a few goal posts. The charge for this change
of user from agriculture to a playing field was assessed at

C£4600: but whether the firm went on with the préject,

buying the land and then paying that development charge
in addition, was not stated.

" As for the case of the Union Club and the two houses in
Grosvenor Square the dispute was now at an end because
it appeared that the Government had requisitioned the
houses for the use of the Americans in connection with
Marshall Aid. The Government cannot itself be charged
and, therefore, the 1ixchequer: has lost the £60,000 or
£35,000, or whatever was to have been the development
charge on these houses.

Tt is interesting to notice the floundering of the Attorney-
General, Sir Hartley Shawcross, in the House of
Comrnons, May 25, and of the Lord Chancellor, Viscount
Jowitt, in the House of Lords, Jume 21, as they tried to

splain away or justify the vagaries and the trimmings
of some of these zsscssments. The Union Club got the
fisure of £60,000 from the Valuer over the telephone
without his having the oppurtunity to make a formal
valuation and only Jiaving regard to the price (£100,000)
the Club said they proposed to pay for the houses. When
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the Valuer went into further particulars and details of
the premises proposed to be acquired, he made “ a proper
valuation 7 (Shawcross) ; when the Valuer “ realised how
miuch it was going to cost to convert these houses and
make them suitable” (Jowitt) he came down to the fimal
figure of £35000. When the Club realised they would
have 1o pay £35,000 in development charge they “ were
able to indicate” {Shawcross) to the vendors that they
were nol willing to pay anywhere near £100,000 as the
price of the houses. The “ irue moral,” said Shawcross,
was that District Valuers are always willing to negotiate
these matters. The true moral, in our view, 1s rather that
this crude and absurd legislation, making the Central Land

Tioard an absolute land monopolist, results in the would--

he developer being charged all that the traffic will bear,
1f the land price is high the development charge is low,
and wice verse. The land is not cheapened. It is as
“held up” as ever against the developer and it 1s ludi-
crous to suggest that any science of valuation is being
practised.

What happened in the case of the nursing home in Bath?

{ Jowitt) ““ It was a most worthy lady and a most worthy
cause, and the Central Land Board were anxious to help.”
The Valuer’s assessment had worked out at an exact figure
of £1,943, but it was dished—for “ mercy’s sake.” The
(entral Land Board said, “ We think there will be more
cost of conversion of the premises than has been allowed
for, therefore we will make the valuation (italics ours)
£1,000.7 And at the same time a coach and pair was
driven through this preposterous Act and its regulations.
What sort of an exaction is this in which an official body
can say who is worthy and who is not worthy of com-
miseraiion? .

The Lord Chancellor bored more holes in the conception
of the development charge as the price of the permission
to chanpe the use of land ot as a difference between the
fand value under restriction and the land value free from
restriction. “ The cost of the work which has to be done
before conversion,” he said, “ affects the value of the
development charge.” But that is surely nonsense. Cost
of conversion is a capital expenditure which should nor-
mally bring its return in interest on the capital invested.
. It has nothing whatever to do with the rent of the land,
and any idea to the contrary at once disposes of the
development charge as a * tax on increased land values.”

Vet on these lines Lord Jowitt attempted to defend the

contrast between the £144 charged on the house built at
Seiby and the £750 charged on the converted barn at
Paignton. But he went further. When he was asked
what would happen if building costs came down, would
not the develcpment charge go up? He was frank in
saying that, “ It is obvious that a man can afford to pay
more for land if he can build a house for £100 than if
the house is going to cost. £1,000.” Thus on high legal
authority the Act for its sins is sentenced to death.
Lord Swinton at once expressed himself as being
greatly obliged to the Lord Chancellor. “ One thing that
is not going to happen is that the ultimate cost of building,
the price of the finished article, which is what maiters,
will come down. Certainly other developments will be held
up and surely development is being held up to-day.”

In the House of Commms (May 25) the Attorney-

Cieneral, Sir Hartley Shawcross, was no more happy in |

his defences. They collapsed completely with the lame
excuse: “ These regulations can be amended . . . it may
be that as time goes on it will be found desirable to amend
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them in order to enable the charge to be effected in accord-
ance with the desirability of development.” The murder is
out. The Act is twice condemned. What developments

‘may be permitted, what exactions will be levied on deve-

lopers, rest on the boards and the: officials, who them-
selves decide who is “ worthy ” and what is “ desirable ”
in their estimation.

On November 17 there was another prolonged House
of Lords debate on the Town and Country Planning Act,
which we hope to report in our next issue. The examples
given of the anomalies and injustices of the development
charge were still more striking. The Lord Chancellor was
startled into promising a full investigation and has thereby
instituted an official enquiry into the operation of the Act.
This is all to the good. Better still it is that the agitation

- has moved beyond the mere demand that the development

charge, as fixed by the Central Land Board, should be
subject to appeal. The demand is now for the abolition
of the charge which is the right course instead of
attempting to regularise a levy which in principle is wholly
indefensible. The Annual Conference of the Conservative
Party, in October last, carried a resolution urging the
repeal of the Act. We have no illusions as to their
motives nor as to any alternative they are likely to propose,
but they will do a service if they get the Act swept from
the Statute Book. The road will be the clearer for the
wise and just solution of the land problem, which is by
the Taxation and Rating of Land Values. A W. M.

FRANK FOX

We regret to report the death of Frank Fox, at
his home, 23 Cottenham Park Road, Wimbledon, on

October 18, after a short but severe illness. He was in kis-

73rd year and some time ago had retired from business.
His long standing association with the Henry Geotge
movement began in Warrington where, as a young man,
he was one of the most active spirits in the local branch
of the English League for the Taxation of Land Values.
His business connections taking him later to T.ondon, he
soon became a leadisg member of the English League
and co-worker with the late Frederick Verinder, to whom
he was deeply attached. Frank Fox's services to his
fellow-crusaders in this cause lay in his capacity as a wise
counsellor at the meetings he assiduously attended and in
the ‘encouragement he gave both by his personal sym-
pathies and his generous financial support; for in later
years, at any rate, he reserved himself from the strenuous
active propaganda. Ile was a past president of the
English League and it is as a member also of the United
Committee, and for his keen interest in and support for
its work, that his association will ever be remembered.
His unselfish devotion to the public weal in the voluntary
service the good citizen is glad to render was recognised
in the Order of the British Empire that was bestowed
upon him. The funeral service tock place in Manchester,
where he chose to rest because there the ties of kinship
are greatest. Many friends travelled Jong distances to
attend from Colchester, London, Sheffield, Glossop,
Moseley and Warrington. Representatives were sent by
John Knight, Ltd., Joseph Crossfield & Sons, Ltd., the
Warrington ~ Philomathic  Society, the Warrington,
Widnes and District Society for the Blind, and others.
The Henry George movement was represented by Mrs. 5.
Catterall and Mr. Arthur Weller. To his widow,
Mrs. Kate Fox, and to members of the family we extend
our sincere sympathy in their bereavement,




120 ) LAND

& LIBERTY

NOVEMBER & DECEMBER, 1949

NEARING THE GENERAL ELECTION

Mr. Herbert Morrison, speaking to a Labour andience,
is reported to have said, Sunday Times, November 7, that
“Iabour’s basic policy was simple. The country would
merely have to decide (at the next election) whether the
present partnership of State and industry should continue.
Tt would be for the public to decide whether Parliament
and the Government should share in the organisation of
industry and planning, or whether there should be a return
to the chaos of the years between the wars.” _

Question-begging phrases are an almost obligatory

" tradition of partisan railies; but some of his audience
might have noticed, after their excitement had died down,
that he had not included the labouring people in the
partnership. The wool scheme referred to elsewhere, and
hosts of other schemes of which it is only a single
example, reveals the structure of the partnership -which
the labouring people are asked to support under the name
of “Labour.” 1t is a partnership of State monopoly,
trade monopoly and land monopoly ; leading, on the one
hand, to less frecdom, less wealth and less access to the
land, without which labour is powerless and, on the other
hand, to more restrictions, more scarcities of goods, higher
prices, higher rents and, above all, higher taxes. Despite
all the technical mventions to increase the power of labour,
and thus reduce prices, the organised pressure groups
which force the Government to raise wages by decree find
that even for their own members the real value of wages
has not risen; and for. the members of less powerful
groups of those not represented by any pressure group
living is becoming more difficult every day. No working

man even dreams of ¢ a home he can call his very own ”;

young people are lucky if their names are on the end of a
Jist for the State owned dwellings which are all that can
now be built. The situation of the elderly on slender, fixed
incomes, politically helpless and of no use to any pressurc
group, is a disgrace to any community which pretends to
 standards of humanity. And all this despite a continuous

stream of humiliating alms supplicd by foreign taxpayers,

who show an cver-growing contempt for those who seem
unable to help themselves. What if these alms. should
cease? : ' .

This prospect is such that our rulers do not seem anxious
to turn working men’s eyes towards it. The Daily H erald,
largest organ of the Labour Party, advertises—in other
newspapers—its article, “The Way Into Unicle Sam’s
Pocket,” describing it as “a brilliant article which brings
real inspiration and hope to worker, manager and sales-
man alike.” As an alternative inspiration, labourers may
listen to the exhortations of Tabour Ministers to work
harder and longer in factories owned by the large com-
bines—the monopoly capitalists—whose power, as it is
backed by their partners, the State, is greater than before.
Although the incomes of the -obviously rich ‘are reduced
by taxation, their comparative advantage remains, the fuif
harshness of these crude efforts to redistribute income
falling upon any working man who might be trying to save
and invest a small amount of capital in order to achieve
independence.

Political Tabour, having taken over power from Con-
servative Governments, has, in fact, swallowed the worst
principles of Conservative politics : its trade privilege, its
land privilege, its tendency to deny individual right in
favour of State direction. And Tabour has continued and
greatly developed the bureaucracy of Conservative
Zdministrations ; until the labour of the people must main-

“the same subject.

1ain an army of officials, unemployed as far as production
is concerned, but engaged in thwarting the efforts of
gemiine labourers to provide for themselves.

Mr, Morrison repeats the gibe of “ chaos ” concerming
any period of the past in which Labour politicians weze
not able to direct trade and industry. And there is poetic
justice in his reviving a slogan whick Conservative propa-
eanda has used so often to describe periods or conditions
where the people resisted Conservative attempts to direct
trade and industry tothe advantage of the pressure groups
which swayed their policy. And if Mr. Morrison suggests
astic picture of the past, which so many of the
¥ members of the audience are unable to check
by wersonal recoliection, we must not  forget that
We. Charchill, in his references to Free Trade Fngland
hefore 1914, moving slowly towards land reform, has also
siven a fantastic picture of political affairs which many
oven of his middlu-aged auditors are probably unable to
checl. The Winston Churchill of 1909 said, “ Here in
agland we have long enjoyed the blessings of Free Trade,
but, on the other hand, we have to set against these in-
estimable boong a vicious and unreformed system of land
tenure. In no great country in the civilised world have
the working classes yet secured the advantages of hoth
free trade and free land, by which I mean a commercial
system and a [and system from which, so far as possible;
the element of monopoly is rigorously excluded.” The
Me. Churchill of 1949, now leader of a party which
has always protected the land monopoly he denounced,
never gives a hint to the working classes that this was
the remedy for poverty he advocated. Tastead, he tells
ihem that at that time he advocated the same remedies
as Labour leaders to-day. And Mr. Morrison, who in
previous years held similar language, is equally silent on

principles of a parteership of State and private monopoly,
and both draw distorted pictures of the past calculated to
divert attention from what they then said to the working

classes.

The year 1928 was midway between the two great‘

wars, a period dominated by land monopoly and vicious
taxation, just as the Western world 1s dominated by land
monopoly and vicious taxation to-day. Although Britain
was still considered “Free Trade,” the false panacea

of tariifs had already made deep inroads and the drug of '

Paterpalism had started to paraiyse the desire for libera-
tion. The number of those maintained by the State for
doing nothing—and called unemployed—should = have
touched the conscience of the nation just as those in similar
circumstances to-day, and not always called unemployed,
should warn us of our danger.-

Tt was a bad and shameful time, but to call it “ chaos ”
compared to 1949 must seem absurd to any person not
blinded by partisan feeling, who can remember it. 1f
to-morrow exchange became free; money became real;
the trade gap disappeared; imports and exports gradually
increased ; taxes went down so much that P.AY.E. was
abolished ; prices were falling instead of rising; we were
paying interest om American debt and never even comn-
templating asking help ; and foreign relations were Improv-
ing, not deteriorating—would we call this
would have been quite easy at that time fo point to more
examples of obvious poverty’ and squalor than appear
to-day; but is it not becomin; apparent that the atternpt

Mr. Churchill ‘and Mr. Morrison, -
“despite their different political labels, advocate the same

“chaos 7?7 It
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to cure these things by pouring out public money to cover
the symptoms, instead of remnedying the cause, is likely ta
bring us into worse disaster?

1t is @ pity ihat some older members of the Party were
not able to inform the younger members of his andience
about Mr. BMorrison's efforts on behalf of the principles
advocated by that great Labour leader, Philip Snowden,
1 of the people, whe became Chancellor of the
T ser and under the banner of ILabour fought for
labour agamst land monopoly, trade monopoly and the
oppression of taxes on the work of men’s hands and
heaing,  He did not tell the working classes their salva-
tion depended on working harder and longer, on paying
more inxes, on ceasing to bargain in a free market for
hizher ‘wages, or on submiiting to the regimentation of
the Paternal State. He told them that their salvation
depended upon removing taxation from worl, thrift, fore-
sight, the saving and risking of unprivileged capital, and
the exchange of goods. He urged thew: to support hima
in breaking land monopoly and coliecting for public
services the value of land which the monopolists mter-

@ I
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cepted under Liberal Governments, Conservative Govern-
ments—and now intercept under a Labour Government,
On the point of success, when an Act was already on the
Statute Book, came an economic crisis which, starting in
Protectionist America and felt worse in Protectionist-
Paternalist Germany, threw the British people into a panic
which enabled Snowden’s Conservative opponents to save
land monopoly and extend trade monopoly.  And now
‘some of Snowden’s colleagues at that time, in the name
of Labour, continue and extend the policy of his Conserva-
tive opponents. Snowden saw that the maladjustments
of the inter-war years, and before, were due to the inter-
vention of privilege, checking the natural harmony of
economic law. Accepting the teaching of Henry George,
he saw that labour could obtain its highest reward only
in a community united in a partnership of justice to all
and privilege to none. By regimenting the people his
successors have only imposed more privileges upon those
already existing, and chaos is steadily extending its
infiuence throughout the world. Wittingly or unwittingly,
Labour has betrayed Labour. F.D. P,

THE INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE AND AFTER

As a supplement to this issue we publish the French
and Spanish translations of the International. Conference
Teclaration and Resolution, for which we are indebted
1o Mr. A. V. Beuret and Mr. L. Cchallos respectively,
ileagues boih resident in London. Copies, separately
prirted, will be made available for any of our readers who
car undertake their circulation or their publication in the
ss in the countries affected, as in France, Belgium,
vitzerland, Canada, Spain, Cuba, Mexico and South
America.  Translations into Spanish have been made
also by Mr, Baldomero Argente, Madrid, and Mr, Santiago
wvra, Barceloma, which were thankfully consulted by
M. Ceballos., Other translations: To Mr. Ole Wang,
in Norway, we are indebted for the Norwegian transla-
tiom; to Mr. Pavlos Giannelias, in Lyon, for the Greek
rranislation ; to Mr. Robert Major, in Rome, for the Hun-
gavian translation, and to Mr. Rupert Mason for the
{hinese translation, which has been made by his friend,
kir. Hou C. Chang in San Francisco for printing in
{linese papers on the West Coast. The Danish transla-
tien will appear in Grundskyld, organ of the Henry George
Usrion, and the Dutch in Ons Erfdecl, organ of the Justice
aned Freedom Union. The texts of these other translations
aind of the German and Italian (the latter two being
pwepared) can be obtained on request; but considering
ali the expense of printing and the necessary assurance that
cffective use will be made of the prints, what the Inter-
national Union can do by way of undertaking publication
neads  careful thomght.  Correspondents have heen
approached for translations into Portuguese, for circula-
tion in Brazil, and into Swedish, Hebrew and Esperanto.
Tt is obvious that if the Union is to do the work so enthu-
stastically demanded of it by the Swanwick Conference,
comstderable financial aid is required, and in this we stress
the special appeal that has gone to all members at the
instance of the Treasurer, Mr. Ashley Mitchell, who wishes
1o acknowledge the ready response he has received so far.

We wish to compliment several of ouf contemporaries
om the excellent reports they have published on the pro-
cevdings at the Tnternational Conference. Readers of the
Henry George News, New York, had the benefit of the
impressions taken home to America by the President,
My, Rupert Masen, by Miss V. G. Peterson and

Mr. Robert Clancy. In Denmark, Grundskyld had
Mr. Nils Ebbesen, and Ret og Frihed had Mr. Arge
Krapper as their reporters and the account was well told.
The same issue of Grundskyld reports the flying visit
which Dr. O'Regan of New Zealand paid to Copenhagen
on a journey from Sweden to England, not long before
he left for home. A meeting was hurriedly arranged by
the Henry George Union and was held in Parliament
House, with a remarkably good attendance, considering
the short notice. Dr. O'Regan gave an informing address
on the progress of land-value rating in New Zealand, and
there was much helpful publicity in the Copenhagen
dailies.

Readers of Lawp & LiprrTy are urged to help in circu- “

lating the Declaration of Principle and Policy and the
Resolution on Individual and Common Rights in Land,
the Message of our International Conference to people in
all countries. The Declaration and the Resolution form
one pamphlet of which, meeting the demand thus far,
already 11,000 copies have been printed. Quantities will
be provided free if effective disiribution is guaranteed.
Let us also assist YOU in this work by your sending
pame and address of the persons or associations to whom
you would have the document sent, we mailing them on
your behalf. In this respect the President of the Union,
Mr. Rupert Mason, by the quantities he has handled and
the many prominent pames he has supplied, has set a
nntable example and he is eatitled to be emulated. It has
been well said that the work of the Conference did not
finish with its closing session. It had only begun.

For distribution within special circles, the Resolution
on ITndividual and Common Rights in Land has been jssued
as a separate print in pleasing style and carrying the
signatures of the President and the Secretary of the

Conference. Dr. ('Regan, the mover of the Resolution,

had in mind its parficular appeal directed to quasrters
where Henry George’s attitude to property in land has
been misapprehended. It is well, therefore, to have this
document by itself that it may fulfil its distinct purpose.

" The Conference Declaration of Principle and Policy, in
translation by M. Daudé-Bancel, together with his report
on Swanwick, is appearing in the Revue Socialiste, of
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Paris. M. Daudé Bancel’s colleague, M. Gracques, hias
translated the excellent brochure, Earned Income Public
and Private, by Joseph S. Thompson, which is published
by the Robert Schalkenbach Foundation. The transtation
has appeared in the Journée Vimicole, of Montpelier, and
will be reprinted in pamphlet form. In his published
articles on.the Land-Values and Free Trade question,
M. Daudé-Bancel shows a marvellous activity. How
industrious he has been, and successfully, since his returm
from Swanwick, is shown in the fourteen distinciive
articles spread over recent issues of the J ournéde du Bati-
ment, the Journde Vimicole, the Agence Quotidienne, and
La Republic. Considering the combined circulation of
these newspapers, a large public is being reached in this
way. M, Daudé-Bancel’s chief concern, however, is the
future of the Journal of the French League, Terve el
Liberté, which is in need of immediate financial assistance
if it is to continte, and we take this opportunity of saying
that headquarters of the International Union will be
pleased to hear from any members who can contribute
toward a special fund for the purpose.

Pavlos Giannelias who, on the Executive Committee of
the Tnternational Union represents Greece and Austria,
on his return from the Swanwick Conference gave a long
interview to the Buenos Aires paper, Patris, published mn
the Greek language for the Greek community “in the
Argentine. This was transmitted by the representative

of that paper, Mr. Konstantine Beys, in Lyon, France.’

Mr. Giannelias made an informing statement on the

principles of land value taxation and free trade and their-

practical application, in which he pointed particularly to
the example of Denmark as a guide to what Greece could
and should emulate. So also he spoke of the land-value
rating system in operation in New Zealand, Australia and
South Africa, and the instructive lesson to be learnt from
the Irrigation Districts in California. The staterent is
so comprehiensive that it could well make a pamphlet by
itself, combining in it the equally long interview which
was given to Pairis before Mr. Giannelias set out on his
journey to Swanwick. Ably introduced into these talks,
for the benefit of hoth Greck and Argentine readers, are
the references to the laws of Solon by which it was
ordained that land should be assessed not on what men
produced from it, but on its potential productivity, so that
Solon was truly a precursor of Henry George; and to the
land and taxation system which the great reformer,
Rivadavia, would have established in South America. It
is good to know that this material will have an influence
much farther afield, as Pairis is sent to the Greek
FEmbassies all over the world. Mr. Giannelias contributes
also to the Athens paper, Oikonomika Nea (Economic
Time), and has the goodwill of Dr. Emmanuel Tsouderos,
the former Finance Minister and Governor of the Bank
of Greece who was the Minister in London for the Greek
exile Government, Dr. Tsouderos himself writes in
FEeonomic Time in favour of Land Value Taxation sub-
stituted for taxes and tolls on improvements and trade.

Tt will be seen that Mr. Giannelias has an inviting oppor-
tunity to give publicity to both Greek and Spanish
translations of the Conference Resolutions.

In Switzerland, too, he has his contacts by his articles in
the Swiss Co-operator,and his association with Dr. Melzer,
the Burgomaster of Inusbruck, who has written applanding
- the report Mr, Giannelias sent him of the Swanwick
Conference. Obviously the next step is the effectual circu-
lation of the French and German transtations of the
Resolutions, perhaps also the Italian, in Switzerland.
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“COLONIAL DEVELOPMENT” IN THE RAW

The first Annual Report of the Overseas Food
Corporation, to March 31, 1949, is a startling record
which would have appeared fantastic to the British public
before the abandonment of Iree Trade by all the main
organs of opinion revolutionised conceptions of human
rights and the sphere of State action. It affords abundant
material for the Government’s critics, but these partisan
exchanges should not blind us to the fact that once the
principle of Protection (that most misleading title) has
been accepted such ventures as the Ground Nut Scheme
are only a logical development of efforts to divert trade
into artificial channels. :

The Ground Nut Scheme, started at the end of 1946,
15 only the first project regularised by the Owverseas
Development Act of February, 1948, This Act empowered
the Government to devote public money to undertaking
agricultural projects outside the United Kingdom, espe-
clally in the Colonies. Tt was based on the assumption
that unprivileged private enterprise operating within a
iree market cannot secure the greatest advaniage of the
Pritish and Colonial peoples, and this assumption and the
policy it entails remains an essential part of the
Conservative Party’s programme. Indeed, during the
debate on the Scheme, in Parliament, on July 27, when
most of the substance of the Report was already known,
Conservative speakers seemed at pains to repudiate the
suggestion that if they came into power they would
abandon the Ground Nut Scheme. Liberal members,
with the noteworthy exception of Mr. Hopkin Morris,
vated in favour of it. Labour speakers contended that at
every stage the Governmeni acted on the advice of the
most qualdied experts available and the Report confirms
this.  They contended also that even if this scheme had
been undertaken by a private firm the owners would have
had to take risks and be content with a future not an
mmimediate return. No Opposition speaker pointed out
that no Government has the right to take risks with public
money and although private people have every right to
risk their own money they are likely to take far greater
precantions against wasting wealth than anyone experi-
menting with the wealth of others.

The Ground Nut Scheme appears to have been origin-
ally conceived by the manager of a private company in
Africa. One might ask why he did not persuade his own
shareholders to undertake it. He estimated that by using
mechanical contrivances in a nianner and on a scale never
before employed, for a capital expenditure of £8,000,000,
two-and-a-half million acres could be cleared and planted
and thereafter 400,000 tons of sheiled nuts could be pro-
duced annwally at a cost of £7 13s. 2d. per ton in Africa.
To quote the Report : “ The plan was received with pro-

- found interest ” by the Government in March, 1946, An
. official mission under Mr. A. J. Wakefield, after visiting
o Africa, reported in September recommending its imme-
- diate adoption. They estimated 150,000 acres cleared and
- planted in 1947 and 450,000 in the following year; with a
- harvest of 56,920 tons in 1948 and 227,676 tons in 1949,
. leading up to 31 million acres by 1952 and 600,000 tons of
- sheiled nuts annually. But they estimated the cost per
“ton at £14 Ss, 6d., and the capital expenditure (by 1952)
at £24 millions. The Furopean staff was to be 160.

The Government, after submitting the Wakefield Report
0 many officials and experts, decided to proceed imme-
liately ‘with the scheme, and afterwards, in February,

1947, published a White Paper stating it was “ practicable,
agriculturally sound and involved no unjustiftable financial
risk.” _ .

It is unnecessary to- recapitulate ‘the Report’s 150-page
record of failure and disappointment. By March 31, 1949,
over £23 millions had been spent, only £9 millions of this
representing fixed assets, and it isestimated by Mr. Strachey

in Parlament that £50. million capital expenditure

alone will be mnecessary, FExpeaditure is proceeding
at the rate of £1 million per month. The acreage planted
at the end of March is given as 46,267, only 25,105 of this
to groundnuts. The crop harvested was 1,561 tons of
unshelled groundnuts, all of which is retained for seed.
Thus, after two years £23 millions have been spent, the
practical return is nothing, and future expenditure is a
guess. But “ valuable experience has been gained ” and
the Board has “ordered that the logistics of large-scale
development in the year 1950-51 should be re-studied.”
The office furniture, of £450,296, and the staff of 1,200
Europeans, 232 of them in the London office, should
facilitate this re-study. The average salary and expenses
of the European staff, as far as one can discover from the
Report, works out at £1,000 per annum and only a small
proportion appear to be actually engaged in agriculture.

A reputable firm of chartered accountants, in presenting
the Balance Sheet, states: “ We are inable to report that
proper hooks of account have been kept by the Corporation
and that we have obtained all the information necessary
for the purposes of our audit because proper records of
expenditure weré not maintained and there have been
many instances where documents have not been produced
to us.”

It 1s evident that only a very small proportion of the
£23 million has found its way into the hands of African
labourers. The Corporation claims to pay wages “ in line
with those paid by leading commercial concerns” and,
judging by statements in Parliamentary debates, these are
higher than wages paid by the sisal estates. But those
who doubt whether the perfection of human felicity
consists in being employed by a big corporation at a
“standard of living ” determined by authority will not
be reassured by some passages in the Report, especially
if these doubters have had practical experience of com-
paring some of the Banthu people living as their own
masters under conditions they have evolved themselves,
with the same race detribalised, serving European masters
and reduced to aping their outward manners and
standards. The Corporation deplored the lack of
“ machinery for wage fixing,” so that wages could not
be standardised in the remote interior at the same rafe
as in the neighbouthood of Dar-es-Salaam. Africans
tend to change their employment when they want to and,
instead of “malking a career,” prefer to cultivate their
own holdings, where they can “ maintain their standard
of living and pay their taxes without having fo work”

(To work on your own business does not count as “ work,”

apparently, although it is admitted the African, besides
producing enough. for his family’s immediate require-
ments, produces a surplus for sale.) The African also
prefers to bargain for wages on the spot instead
of trusting to official machinery. Worst of all, he
tends. to move always “in search of the maximum
wage for the minimum of work.” In fact, the African
seeks to satisfy his desires by the least exertion, but has
not yet learned how to do so at the expense of others.
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The Corporation, in pursuit of ‘its aim to °
an outlet for the ambitious and ca,pabTe African ” and
gwe him the opportumty of partmlpatmg in the organi-
sation of his lifé,” has set up machinery “whereby tribal
laws and customs can be replaced by a new civil and
communal responsibility.” In other words, British tax-
payers’ money is being used to foster the growth of a
traditionless African proletariat ripe to be influenced by
leaders seeking power. This impression is confirmed by
statements made in Parliament during the July debate by
John Hynd, Labour . Member for Sheffield,. who
seems excepttonally well informed on the Scheme, which,
he says, is to “ provide a new basis of economy for
Tanganyika, Kenya, and the other territories.” And this
certainly does not contemplate “ letting the Africans con-
tinue to live on the same old hasis.” It is estimated that
an’ African producer, after providing for his own sub-

ER

sistence, would produce 15 cwt. of groundnuts, whereas

under this Scheme he is in-a position to produce 20 tons
of groundnuts in addition to his food.” After the experi-
ence of the Corporation’s own ‘estimatés, such a plea to
interfere with the lives of others takes one’s breath away.
Oue passage in the Report concerning the selection of
seed, after experiment, in the Urambo Region, is apt:
“ Asiriya Meevitunde, a variety grown with some success
by local Africans, has been selected for future planting.”

The Corporation, ~despite” its great expenditure on
research, is thus obliged to pay some deference to the
African private enterprise its spomsors disparage. But
the policy of discouraging peasant proprietorship is already
taking effective shape in ways none the less effective
because they are likely to be overlooked. The Tanganyika
native pays annually a Poll Tax, originally ¢ Hut Tax and,
as any visitor can verify, cach family seldom occupies
more than 3 or 4 acres of land. As this Poll Tax is
uniform over vast districts it is absurd to give the impres-
sion (vide Mr. Creech Jones in Parliarpent, October 26)
that it is analogous to Inceme Tax. Few families, we
believe, pay less than ten shillings and the effect must be
to force those in the remotér parts of the district to
go long distances to work for big concerns. Assuming a
minimum of ten shillings, this Poll Tax is equivalent to
a rent of 250-330 cents per acre, and as costs of gover-
ment increase it is dlmost certain to rise. The Corporation
has a tentative agreement with the Tanganyika Govern-
ment for a 33-years renewable lease at 5 cents per acre.
This is” one-fiftieth of the African peasant’s rent. The
number of natives dispossessed in favour of the Corpora-
tion is stated to be “small,” but the policy of rent
discrimination, unobtrusively developed, could be used
very effectively to dispossess them indirectly and thus
cure any “labour shortage” As the big planting
companies always suffer from labour shortage, their
representatives are not likely to bring to public notice a
development which would result in their advantage also.

The Corporation,in its Report, pays an unwitting tribute
to free enterprise when, after an unhappy experience as
retail trader, it decided to transfer ownership of all is
shops to private traders. Itis now “ encouraging competi-
tion and discouraging any attempts at monopely,” and in-
viting shopkeepers to open new shops ““ where they are
found to be necessary.” ~Presumably the Corporation
decides where they are necessary. If so, this is restriction.
The customers themselves should be left to decide where
shops are necessary. This can be done without any elaborate
machintery to enable them * to participate in the organisa-
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tion of their lives.” ‘The Corporation has merely to offer
shop sites where traders are willing to pay rent for them,
and take the best offer. Thus all the risk is'left to the
enterpriser,no enterpriger is favouredor bandicapped more
than another, and the general community (in this case
represented by the -Corpdration) instead of having to tax
any of its- members individually, receives an easily-
collected revenue which can be offset against necessary
public expenditure. The Corporation has found private
enterprise the best purveyor to its own people of retail
goods; by assuring that ali retailers have an equal oppor-
tunity to use sites, private enterprise may be purged of
the element of monopoly which has brought it into dis-
repute. Unfortunately, the Corporation, by its privileged
teases in Africa and the § million acres of “largely free-
hold ” land which it is buying in Queensland, is itself in
the position of land monopolist, and a payer of public
money to land monopolists.

It might be contended that as the number of Africans
evicted to make way for the Corporation was small, there-
fore most of the land it now occupies could have little
value. But this contention assumes that land rent should
be properly assessed and paid to public authority. It
points to the necessity for a total reform of the
Tanganyika land laws. It is absurd that an African
in the remote interior should have to pay the same hut
tax as one nearer the centres of population and commercial
activity. Each holder of land, African and non-African,
should be obliged to pay on the value of land he occupies,
apart from improvements, and Whether he puts it to its
best use or not.

All would then be on equal terms, apart from subsidies
from the British taxpayer. If Mr_ Hynd’s estimate of
an African being unable at any time to produce maore than
15 cwt. of groundnuts as his own master, but 20 tons
as an employee is true, then the peasant proprietor could
not monopolise land which the Corporation could use more
effectively. But the present writer, from considerable
experience of Africa, is confident that under a sound land
system the African would not have much to fear from
others competing on equal terms and enjoying no subsidy,
The wasteful, semi-communal land system at present in
operation, virtually preventing long individual tenure, is
probably the greatest factor not only in limiting produc-
tion and invéstment of capital, but also in fostering that
characteristic lack of foresight which so often nullifies
the African’s intelligence and skill. :

To apply the taxation of land values immediately to all
East Africa would not be practicable, but a beginning
could be made in the more closely setiled and developed
districts and in others an adjustment of the hut tax,
village by village, could be carried out, This incentive to
the best use of land would be reflected inevitably in
increased production of goods for which the British (and
other) people were prepared to pay market price. Instead
of breaking up the Airican’s way of life it would enable
him to develop in his own way and respecting his own
traditions ; and it would provide the basis for a society
of peasant proprietors cherishing their own property and
loyal to 2 government which secured them in its possession.

And it would not cost the British taxpayer one penny.
F.D. P

The above was written before the Ground Nut Scheme was
debated in Parliament on November 21. Since, according to reporis,
that debate did not bear on the principles ond points emphasised
in the article ne change has been made in if.
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MR. ASHLEY MITCHFELL IN
CANADA AND U.S.A.

By a fortunate coincidence Mr. Ashley Mitchell,
Treasurer of the International Union, was due to make a
business visit to America soon after the Conference at
Swanwick. He arrived in New York on October 1 and left
almost immediately for Montreal, thence via Winnipeg
and Calgary to Vincouver. = After turning south to
California he returned via Chicago to New York, leaving
that city by air on November 11 in time {0 attend a meeting
of the United Comrittee in London on the following day
and give members a fresh and vivid account of his meeting
with so many friends in the International movement. By
chance another member presént, Dr. A, R. Lee, had also
recently returned from America and was able to confirm
some of Mr. Mitchell’s impressions.

From Montreal, where Mr. Mitchell stayed for a week,

he found time to address a meeting of the Ottawa group
at the home of Mr. Herbert Barber, Messrs. Owens and
Code being among those who attended. He also met
G. R. Donovan, W. Halls, Arthur and Ernest Farmer,
and others in Toronto, where a group is being re-formed.
In Montreal Miss Strethel Walten arranged a ‘goodly
gathering of supporters, presided over by Mr. James, to
iearn from Mr. Mitchell of the success and encouragement
of the Swanwick Conference. There Mr. Turner and
Mr. Boelens were present. At the home of Mr. and Mrs.
- Woodward in Vancouver he met other friends of the
movement in Western Canadd, including the veteran,
Mr. Peddie, Mr. Simmons and Roy Hollins, son of
Mr. and Mrs. H. H. Hollins, who were at Swanwick.

In California  the energy and .inspiration of Rupert
Mason, President of the International Union, ably assisted
by Joseph Thompson and Robert Tideman, was apparent
in the arrangements for Mr., Mitchell’s reception. On
October 25 he addressed an important luncheon meeting,
al which Mr. Thompson pfesided, at the Bohemian Club
of San Francisco. Henry George was one of the founders
of that club. Many of the leading citizens attended and
from correspondents we learn of the profound interest
with which the audience followed Mr. Mitchell’s review

of England’s. experience of Socialism and his indication -

of the only alternative. = On the following day, at a
luncheon of the Immigration Section of the Commonwealth
Club, he was unexpectedly called upon to speak. From
correspondents also we learn of the impression created
even by a brief impromptu address. At the Henry George
School in Los Angeles, of which Mr. Bill Truehart is the
Director, Mr. Mitchell noticed the enthusiastic ingenuity
of the teachers who have evolved a method of illustrating
economic law by working models exhibited by H. T. Bode,
another striking example of a veteran busy spreading the
truth of the younger generation,

In Chicago, under the inspiration of Jobn Lawrence
Monroe, Mr. Mitchell was impressed by the progress of
the School and Group. Denied the medium of political
action, the movement in Chicago has directed much of its
efforts to persuading business men of the danger to them-
selves unless they awaken to the urgency of promoting the
only alternative to the influences which throughout the
world threaten 2% freedom of enterprise. At a large
Commerce and Industry luncheon meeting, attended by
leading personalities in business, Mr. Mitchell was able
tr drive this lesson home. Among old frends present were
Viepry and George Tideman, Judge Korshak, Jerome
Juachim and George Strachan.
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In New York, although the movement for some time
past has tended rather to confine itself to the educational
sphere, the enthusiasm of members to make practical
contribution to public affairs cannot be restrained and is
expressing itself threugh the S.A.G.E. organisation, the
Society for the Advancement of Creprgeist Economics.
This organisation arranged a gathering, attended not ‘only
by Georgeists but also by others interested in the deeper
aspects of social affairs. One of the appreciative letters
received is from Miss Alice Davis, Editor of the Henry
George News, in which she referred to the enthusiastic
remarks following Mr. Mitchell's talk. Dr. Ashner, the
physician, said it was very unusual in New York to find a
group of “intellectuals” who were not Left Wing! An-
other guest went about the whole week telling of her
experience, which she said was the most thrilling intellec-
tually since she came to New York. oo,

Mr. Mitchell noticed to what a surprising extent

England was still considered to be a.leader -in social
thought. So long does the influence of the great Free
Trade leadership with all its associations of advancing
civilisation and tolerant humanity endure. Even the bad
example which Britain has now set is for that reason not
appreciated as the warning it should be. British members
of the Tnternational Union will be pleased to know that
Mr. Miichell’s visit has done something to check this
danger as well as to strengthen the [ink which is binding
together the uncompromising lovers of fundamental liberty
in a world-wide organisation which they hope will in
the not so distant future lead the revival against
Collectivist illusions. F.D. P

« PLANNING IN PRACTICE”
Leading Article in Tux Tives, November 7

Six experts, none of them hostile to planning, record
in the current issu¢ of the Journal of the Town Planning
Institute their views on the first year's experience of the
Planning Acts of 1947. None is more than cautiously
optimistic. o

A well-known county planning officer. states that “ the
Act is not working and is highly unpopular even with
many persons who are not agalnst planning in principle.”

A Scottish expert holds that, ““ In drawing up the code
for planning, too little has been left to the discretion
of the public or their representatives and an attempt has
been made . . . . to prepare a meticulously detailed set

. of rules and regulations which are cumbersome and for

the most part incomprehensible. . . . There is far foo
much work for far too few planners.” :

A surveyor states bluntly that ¢ the great ‘governing
principle,’ namely, that land should be * freely and readily
sold at its existing use value’ . ..
a paper fantasy and the merest wishful thinking.”

Though there is hopefulness about the progress of
surveys and local development schemes, there is also
agreement that planning staffs are swamped by the volu-
minous daily routine inseparable from the detailed
regulation of building and land use, and that this burden
“of immediate decisions as to what particular ¢itizens may
or may not do with their property is hampering the
planming authorities’ fundamental task—that of deter-
mining what kind of communities they want to bave. The
severest criticisms are reserved for the © compensation
and betterment ” sections of the Act.

Al seem to agree that Mr. Silkin’s development rights
scheme . . . . is not achieving most of the desired results.

in practice is proving
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It has enabled local authorities to forbid development they
dislike, but in all kinds of ways is hampering develop-
ment which they would approve,

Y Here,” stales ome wriler, “we have z situation
adequately provided for by the authors of the Act, if only
everybody wouald play according to the rules, but which
has developed into an impasse becanse many owners of
land and many local authorities think the raies are unfair.”

Another writer asserts that lizbility for payment of
development charge is at the moment being evaded in
many cases. . . . A considerable staff is required in order
to check not only that development which s being under-
taken has had planning approval, bat also to ensure that
conditions imposed in consents are actually heing complied
with.”

‘The general impression given Iy the review is that
the development rights scheme runs the rish of brexling
down completely, and the constriuctive parts of the Acts,
which enable local authorities to determine the future
design and character of their comanunities, have a chance
of succeeding only if planning can e simplified, conducted
with imagination, and promoted in such 1 way as to carry
public opinion with it '

Already there is sufficient presumpiive evidence of defi-
ciencies in the working of the new planning system to
Justify a searching inquiry into its effects and costs,

WATER POLICY IN CALIFORNIA

On October 5, the Commenwealth Clab of California
received from its Section on Agriculture, and wil! shortly
print, its report on Fundamenicl Primciples Underlying

a Water Policy for the State of California, The { ollowingr

passage o¢curs 1— :

“The problem in this case would be how {ang-
owners can be induced to develop their lands fully.
Practically, this can be achieved through taxation by
assessing the land for its share of the project costs
regardless of whether or not the owner huys water.,
This will either induce landowners to develop their
land, or sell or lease it to surmeone who will In this
way speculation can be avoid
project costs could be spread more effectively and

- maximum  economic  development  obtained more

quickly and more smootkly. This type of taxation
.can be applied through Irrigation Districts.

“In the Section-discussinn of the above principles
it was argued that the overall objective of the develop-
ment of our water resources is to permit maximum
use hy our present and future population ; vhat the
question is fundamental as to whether there shall be
restrictions that may interfere with such develop-
ment; that the restrictions imposed by the government
do away with the liberty of the small farmer who
wants to increase his activity and of the large farmer
who wants to retain his holdings ; that we should not
use the (federal) reclamation laws to achieve family

~ size farms; and that the opportunity for unearned

increment of land values can be abolished through the
traditional and constitutional means of asdessing all
land under the project, irrespective of improvements,
for the cost of the project.”

The vote of Club members composing the Section on
Agriculture, on this recommendation in the Report was
42 Yes and only 2 No. ,

The Commonwealth Club of California has some 7,000
members, to all of whom this printed report will be mailed,
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and copies of it may be bought by anybody at 25 cents.
The Club offices are in the Hotel St. Francis, San
Francisco 19, Cal. Ttisa long and interesting report, with
many passages consistent with the portion quoted above.
These reports also go to leading libraries, universities, etc.,
and are also frequenily referred to by legislative and
judicial bodies.

The Commonwealth Club Secretary has posted on the
Claby Bulletin Board the list of the officers and lixecutive
of the International Union for Land Value Taxation and
Free Trade. There it stood for three weeks, the longest
time any notice was leit on that hoard. ‘

JAMAICA

The People’s National Party, which is Tled by
Mr. Norman W. Masley, in its “ Plan for To-day,” which
was issued in 1940, made the following Declaration :—

The chief soures of production in Jamaica is land. But the
best land in the country is in the hands of a few persons,
In fact, just over a thousand persons and companies own
ncarly half the lind of the country—and at that the best land- .-
and much of that land is unused or badly used because the
owners have not got the money to use and develop it properly
and they caunot get the money because the lenders of money
ars afraid they wiil lose it if they lend it to them. ’

Meanwhile, there are thousands of workers who want land
and who can work on the lund and make it pay.  Cihviously,
therefore, the laud must be made available to these workers
and oune way to do it is to fevy a tax on the mimproved value
of land—that is, 1o tax the lndowser to the full rental value
of the land, whether it is used or not. The result will be that
the owner will be forced either to cultivate the land of to get
rid of it. If he gets rid of it the worker will get land
and work.

Another point about the system is this. At present, if a
man has land and puts it to f1se by building a house. or culti-
vating it, or so forth, the more he builds and develops, the
more he is taxed, In other words, he is taxed for puttingithe
land to use. Under the system of taxing the land on its
unimproved value the man who is industrions and enterprising
will not be penalised for his industry and enterprise, hut -the
man who holds land and makes no use of it, but is merely
Leepiny the land idle and waiting for it to increase in value will
“find that he is made to pay for doing so.

A Tater Manifcsto, now in circulation, entitled 1 *N.P.s
Policy for Land,” prints the foregoing on the end page,
but i the body of the new statement, the proposal for

-Land Value Taxation is given a suhordinate place, and

only in a few lines, preceded by much else that is in direct
the principles on which Land Value
Taxation is based. Thus there is an appeal for “ The
control of all exports of agricultural products linked up
with ‘import regulation”; “in the absence of import
regulation local industries and local production will both
suffer ”'; there should be power to survey the needs of
the people and to acquire land to satisfy those needs ”;
“ power to take over all Jands that are not being used or are
being used wastefully 7 ; power to pay for lands taken
over by the issue of Government bonds at a fair valua-
tion ' ; the “ provision of credits for land purchase and
development.”

It is unfortunate that those who, in 1940, stated and
saw the beneficial effects of Land Value Taxation
breaking up the land monopoly and bringing about the
cheapening of land and its good and adequate use, should
have been moved or influenced to resort fo plans that call

for restrictive practices, for.conferring privilege through

trade controls: for arbitrary regimentation of controls
and last, but not least, for spending the public treasure on
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buying from land monopolists the access to land which is
by right equally open to all. In other words, the fiscal
machimery of the Government would be used to steal the
wages of the workers to compensate the rent-receivers and
give the latter, as bondholders of public debt, a perpetual
lien upon the wealth of the Island which they do nothing
whatever to produce. It may be——such are politics even
in Jamaica—that for the sake of “ unity ” there must be
some concession to the Socialist and, therefore, also the
Protectionist and “ economic planuing ™ element in the
Party. 1f so, it could only be excused if the playing to
the gallery came at the end of the document, as something
to be considered supposmg thet Land Value Tavation did
not provide the velief and did not [ibevate the land for
the people as the 1940 declaration so confidently affirmed.
Bui there cannot be any such supposition and the thing
to do now is to put the demand for Land Value Taxation
once more in - the forefront where it was before.
Obviously, unless Land Value Taxation is made the first
step and is sufficiently applied, there ¢an be no surcease
of the I[sland’s misery. ' _

It is now more than five years since a Government
Cemmission, appointed by the Governor, Sir- John
Huggins, issued its report, which recommended in favour
of Land Value Taxation; and it was only in May, 1949,
that the Crowm Colonist was able to report that “ legislation

is being prepared to introduce land taxzation on un-.

improved value.” In.1948 advertisemenis appeared in
papers in this country and in Australiz and New Zealand
offering the post of Valuation Commissioner in Jamaica,
qualifications required being “ considerable experience of
the practical administration of a system of taxation based
on ‘unimproved value’” Later it was announced that
the post had been given to Mr. L. C. Harris, Chartered
Surveyor, formerly valuer to the Borough of Kingston,
in Surrey, England. But as the necessary legislation has
not yet been enacted, Mr. Harris can hardly have begun
his work. The position is obscure and we wait upon
private advices which may help to clariiy it. But in all
the intervening time there was surely a chance for the
People’s National Party to press all they knew for the
carrying out-of the recommendations so admirably and
s0 emphatically contained in the Report of the 1944
Government Commission.

HENRY EDGCUMBE

In the death of Henry Edgcumbe, of Wimbledon, on
October 29, the Henry George movement has lost a most
zealous and loyal supporter. In his enthusiastic belief,
he saw in it a way out of our economic difficulties and it
was a subject very near his heart. In his quiet unobtrusive
way he worked for it. He took the Christian approach
to the righteousness of equal freedom and equal oppor-
tunrity and of the “ Earth for all,” as he did to every other
interest in life. Ee caused his own leaflets to be printed,
always carrying a few about with him and leaving them
where there was a possibility of their meeting the eye of
a stranger-—such as by insertion in a library book, or a
Livinn hook, and by placing them on the sedts of any public
meeting he attended. Among the Committee meétings of
fellew-workers in London, those of the Liberal Liberty
Leagie gave him particular joy and it was a great dis-
appointment to him that illness latterly kept him at home.
His kindly and genial presence will be greatly missed.
T'o his widow and his daughters and son, and to the
family circie, we extend cur sincere sympathy in their
bereavement,
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THE CENTRAL LAND BOARD

The Report of the Central Land Board for the period to
March 31, 1949, has been published, price 4d., as White Paper,
No. 223, and is available from .M. Stationery Office. Appended
tables give figures analysing the receipts: from the development
charge, but since then, a question in the :Honse of Communs,
November 1, elicited the information that to the end of September,
£1,525,000 had been paid in respsct of development charge and a
further £1,530,000 had been determined and set off against claims

_on the £300,000,000 compensation fund which is to be distributed

to landowners some time in 1953, This “setting off ¥ of the deve-
lopment charge affects those priviieged interests—and the Act is
shot through with such concessions—which are to have a prior
claim on the £300,000,000 so that they get as much out of that fund
as the amount of their liability for -the development charge.
Borne in mind should also be the owners of the “dead ripe land”
as the Act defines it—virtually the land which provides the most
notorious examples of land speculation, tand of high value, standing
vacant and completely exempted from either local or State taxa-
tion (other than death duties). The owners of it are in @ special
category, having no claim on the £300,000,000 nor being subject
to the development charge. They are in the same privileged position
as they ever wére—the appropriators in full of the land value and
assured of the monopoly price. A question was asked in the House
of Commons on May 17 as to how many had made claims that
their land was “dead ripe” (by which they would be entitled to
pocket all this tand value to themselves). The answer was 13,785
in England and Wales and 246 in Scotland, the laiter covering
903 acres, but the acreage in England and Wales could not be
stated. :

The resignation of Sir Maleolm Trustram Eve from the
chairmanship of the Central Land Board and of the War Damage
Commission was announced on September 20.  Sir Thomas Phillips
has been appointed Chairman in his place. Sir Robert Fraser,

who was secretary of these two bodies, has now been made a

member, and has heen appoinied Deputy Chairman of the Board.
In a published letter to the Presidents of the Surveyors’ Institution,
the Awctionesrs’ and Estate Agents’ Institute, the Institute- of
British Architects and the Federation of Buailding Trades
Employers, Sir Malcolm FEve referred to his position as Chairman
of the War Pamage Commission since 1941 and Chairman of the
Central Land Board since November, 1947, Knowing that the
administration of “compensation ” legislation was a burden which
no ohe could carry indefinitely, he had accepted the latter office
on the understanding he would be free to tender his resignation
after two years if he wished to do so. He had thus been faced
with the alternative of continuing in public service until he was
too old for anything else or now cutting adrift into another sphere.
He had chosen the latter, although he did not yet know what
the other sphere would be. He closed with tribute paid to the help
and goodwill the Board and the Commission had received from the
hodies he was writing to, without whose generous co-operation his
work must have been rendered impossible.

The members of the Central Land Board, which is the supreme
authority in control of the valuations required under the Town and
Country Planning Act, appear none of them to be professionally
trained in that special field. They are: Sir Thomas Phillips, until
recently Secretary to the Ministry of National Insurance and
formerty Secretary to the Ministry of Labour; Sir Robert Fraser,
before occupying his present offices, was Secretary to the Scottish
Board of Health, 1939-43, and principal Secretary to the Treasury,
1934-39; Dame Myra Curtis, the Principal of Newnham Cellege;
Sir Luke Fawcett, Secretary of the Building Employees’ Trade
Union: Sir Basil Gibson, one-time Town Clerk of Sheffield;
Mr. J. R. Philip, X.C,, a member of the legal profession; Mr. A.
MacDonald, one-time general manager of an insurance company,
and Mr. J. R. Rutherford, who has spent his life in Scottish local
government,

A Free Copy of “ Land & Liberty 7 is an invitation to become
a subscriber. Monthly, 6d. By post, Bs. a year ; U.S.A and
Canada, $1.
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SUGAR UNDER PROTECTION—-By George Winder

¢ T - . " r »,
(With acknowledgmenis to the ™ Free Trader,” September

War spawns inmumerable customs tariffs.  Among ‘@'he
most notable of these are the duties against sugar; which
have long existed in most of the States of Europe,

During the Napoleonic wars, when Nelson’s fleet was
Biockading the mainland, the Frenchmen discovered that,
with difficulty, sugar could be obtained in commercial
quantitics from the humble beet. This war-time expedient,
with ihe aid of heavy protective duties against the produce
of the sugar cane, has becomte, in times of peace, the
principal source of suger in Trance, Germany and in most
of the smaller countries of Europe.

Great Britain was inore fortunate. She contirmied to
obtain her sugar inexpensivel y, chiefly from the cane
grown in her Colonies,

LOURD SAMUEL’S CONCLUSION

The first Great War and the events of the earlier years
of the drtnistice caused her to follow the European
example and to protect a home sugar beet industry. The
cost of that protection was long. ago revealed by
Sir Herbert {now Viscount) Samuel in a superbly iltumi-
nating article on “ Beet Sugar and the British Taxpayer ”
in the Nincteenth Century and After for August, 1931
(pages 153-163).  Sir Herbert demonstrated in the year
1929-30 the value of the sugar grown in Great Britain
at world prices was £4,389,000 and that the assistance
given by the Govermment towards growing this sugar
amocunted to £7,830,000. This was equivalent to a grant
of £22 95, for every acre of land under sugar beet.
1t also represented a sum of £400 for every man employed
in the indesiry. _

Much water has flowed under Westminster Bridge since
Lord Samuel wrote this famous exposure, but the sugar
beet industry is still highly protected and subsidised,
costing fully as much to-day as then. The cost, however,
is a little more difficult to elucidate as bulk buying obscures
. the frue position, : .

“ DEFICIENCY 7 PAYMENTS

Last year the price paid to the refiners was 4.94 pence
per b, a price which, being well above world parity,
conceals a very large subsidy. The price, however, was
insufficient to cover the cosis and profits of the industry,
and so at the end of the year the Government gave an
additional “ deficiency ¥ pavment of £3441,756. Over
the past ten years this “ deficiency ” payment has averaged
£3,222,000 per year.

The total cost of these two forms of subsidy require a
full knowledge of overseas prices to ascertain exactly, but
part of the cost is reflected in the price paid for sugar by
our confectionery manufacturers. This is 54s. 6d. per
cwt., against the world price of 34s. For the - important
by-product, glucose, it is 63s., against a world price of 27s.

Confectionery was once a very important export of
Great Britain, but it is naturally greatly handicapped hy
such an unfair imposition placed upon its raw material
for the benefit of another section of industry. The sugar
industry claims to save us dollars. There is lttle doubt
that, owing to the injury to our. exports, it is losing them.

COST TC THE PUBLIC

As far as the British public is concerned, the cost of
protecting the sugar industry is concealed by a series of
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policy, is indefinitely delaying the final dissolution.

NOVEMBER & DECEMBER, 194

October, 1949, and the Author.)

controlled prices which appear to be based not on vahie _
but on use. The honsewife, for example, pays 5d. per
pound for sugar, whiis the bee-keeper pays 71d. In the
long run, of course, the ‘money the housewife saves in
the shop is paid by her husband in faxation.

With the Government as the sole first bayer of all food,
customs tariffs have lost their full significance. Protection
can be given in the price paid by the Ministry of Food to
the local producers. However, when bulk buying ends,
as we hope it will, customs tariffs are still in existence to
fulfil the protective function at present exercised by the
Minister. Meanwhile, they bring to the Exchequer some
£7,000,000 a year, for, in any case, three-quarters of the
sugar we consume must be imported.

The sugar dutics mark a step in our Imperial policy
which should make them particularly obnoxious to those
who believe in the future of the British Commonwealth .
and Empire. The Tmport Duties Act of 1932 will never
be praised by any ['ree Trader, but it has one redeeming
feature.  With very few exceptions it does not in the main
impose tariffs against the products of our fellow British
stibjects beyond the scas.

In our Dominions, Imperial Preference has invariably
meant protective {arilfs against the Empire, their disas-
trous consequences being hidden by a still higher duty
against the forcignar. Great Britain has done more to
save the economic unity of the fimpire by refraining from
indulging in this perverted form of patriotism than by
any other single act.

AGAINST THE EMPIRE

The outstanding exception to this British policy is the
sugar duty. This has been directed not otily against the
foreigner but against the mpire. It has been imposéd in
spite of the submissions made to the Imperial Parliament
by the Legislatures of Jamaica, Trinidad, Barbados and
the Leeward Islands. As in most cases of Imperial Prefer-
ence, the harm done to the iimpire by the protective duty
is far greater than any benefit derived from the preference.

The historian of the future will look upon the breaking-
up of the economic unity of the Eipire by tariff barriers
(all erected under the cloak of Imperial Preference) as
one of the outstanding disasters of history. Great Britain,
however, in largely refraining from this Fmpire-breaking
None
the less, the sugar duties constitute a most dangerous
exception to this policy. ' _

For the purposes of these duties the FEmpire is divided
into two parts. One comprises the Colonies, Protectorates
and Mandated Territories to which Section IT of the
Finance Act of 1932 applies ; the other, the balance of the
Empire,

Against the first we demand a duty on sugar which rises
according to its polarisation from &s. to 17s. 6d. per cwt.
Against the second a duty ranging from 6s. to 14s. per cwt.
is imposed.  Against the foreigner the duty ranges from
10s. to 23s. These duties, when the world price for sugar
is low, amount to more than 100 per cent. :

ENGLISH COOLIE-LABCUR

One of the arguments often used against Free Trade is
that it subjects the Fnglishman to competition with coolie
labour. Strange to say, this competition exists in Eugland
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only in the case of the sugar industry and is itself the

result of protection! Sugar beet growing still belongs.

Jargely to the era of the hoe, and the hardest, most mono-
tonous and most cootie-like occupation in Great Britain
is sugar beet hoeing. In spite of this back-breaking toil,
the hoer does not produce enough wealth to support him-
self and his family and must be subsidised in his efforts
by the State. :

Owing to these subsidies we see the sugar beet fields in
Fast Anglia, but we do not see the fields of grain or
mangolds which would exist bad Government assistance
for sugar heet growing not been forthcoming! Nor do we
see The workers in the factories who would be employed
producing goods to send to Jamaica, Trinidad, Barhados
and the Leeward Islands to pay for a plentiful supply of
cheap sugar!

1t is sirange that this industry is among those threatened
with nationalisation. The industry is nof an asset to be
nationalised but a lability to be liquidated. Nationalisa-
tion would only tie this Hability more tightly round the
necks of the people of Great Britain. The sugar refining
industry appears to be extremely well managed. Manage-
ment costs work out at less than one farthing per pound
of sugar. When we recall that the cost of protecting the
industry is probably ten times that amount, we can see at
once that the enemy of the worker is not free enterprise
but its negation, bulk buying and protection,

AN EX-SOCIALIST'S AWAKENING

Extract of letter appearing in the “ Daily Telegraph,”
October 28, which is printed here with dué acknowledg-
. wment to the newspaper and its correspondent.

“ Sir,—I am a ‘ key " .mechanic employed by ihe London

electricity supply industry, During 40 years in this

industry I have been an active supporter of the Labour

Party, a trade unionist, and a shop steward. [ have put
in much hard work during my life to carry my Socialist
theory into effect. ' _
“ As a practical man I cannot be blind to the rather
obvious fact that, as a manufacturing country, we roust
run our industry efficiently or go under. That we are
now in danger of going under is, T fear, also evident, and
I believe that the cause is the elimination of the ‘ Third
Power,” as represented in the past by the hated ° capitalist ’
acting through his directors. '

“In bygone days this over-riding power kept both men
and management up to scratch through a keen sélf-interest,
as in efficiency lay their profit. To-day this mfluence has
gone, but self-interest remains unchecked as the motive
to which we all react, from top manager to lowest labourer,
and there is a clear-cut urge for all of us in the industiy,
as it is at present, to be slack. For, in simple words, the
more a job can be made to cost the more we get out of it.

“To the ordinary manual worker witha traditionof hard
times due to past unemnployment, the duty to ‘ make work’
"1 almost a religion. The sins of past bosses are to blame
for that, If a low-paid man can slack during normal
working hours and then make up the loss by overtime, it
is more than likely that he will do so if he can get away
with it. It is not to be expected that he will display any
high moral sense of duty if such fibre is lacking w his
so-called superiors. "
“ As a working mechanic | can say from my personal
day-to-day experience that this type of ‘ca-canny’ is
rampant, In my own trade the same men are doing the
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same job in the same way with the same tools and
materials, yet * man hours per job ’ have more than doubled
during the past three years. 'On that score, 1 could meet
any challenge with proof.

“Why dor’t T myself set out to reform? 1 do, so far
as I am allowed by the weight of opposition. One serious
ubjection is that as a member of a trade union I should be
kicked out from my trade, which is my living. This I
should be ready to fight, but there is another and greater
bar which 1 cannot fight—the opposition of the whole
united strength of the managerial class. .

“This may sound absurd—a manager who will not let
his men work—but it is a fact. At every level, from fore-
man to chief engineer, there is an association which fixes
wage or salary. The grade is fixed by the number and
cost of the staff controlled. 1 am a charge hand because
I have six men; if T do the job with fewer men I lose my
pay, so six men it is. My engineer was single-handed,
and, therefore, low in grade. By introducing a mass of
paper work he procured—{irst one, then two, three—an
army of assistants. As the army grew so did his grade,
and his salary, without increase in work.

“ Before the war my department had one engineer, one

assistant, one foreman. To-day the volume of work done .

is perhaps a third of pre-war, yet the department has been
split into three sections, each with its bloated staff. My
own sub-section has two engineers and three foremen to
supervise seven mechanics. . . .”
“ Traps Union Exprover.”
“London, E.”

THE GOETHE BI-CENTENARY

Mephistopheles asks the student to choose him a

Faculty. The student says he has little taste for juris-.

prudence. Mephistopheles sympathises and this is how he
regards the subject =— A '

Es erben sich Gesetz’ und Rechte

Wie eine ew’ge Krankheit fort;

Sie schleppen von Geschlecht sich zum

(eschlechte,

Und riicken sacht von ort zu Ort

Vernunft wird Unsinn, Wohlithat Plage;

Veh dir, das du ein Enkel bist!

Vom Rechte, das mit uns geboren ist,

Von dem ist leider nie die Frage. '

Faust, Part 1.
*

Taws and rights are handed down,

Inherited like lasting ills,

From age to age they drag their course,

And stealthy spread from place to place.
Make sense to nonsense; good deeds a drudge.
Woe's thee, that thou are child and heir!

But of that right we have by birth—

(Of that, alas, there’s ne’er 4 word.
(L. & L. Translation).

2s.  Tanp Varor RerorM aw  THEORY AND Pracrice. By
J. Dundas White, LL.D. A special chapter suggests the requisite
legislation. :

3s. 6d. Henry Grorck on Ecowomic Justice, New Edition of
the favourite Gesns from Henry George. Selected passages from
his writings and speeches. Handsomely bound in cloth. An ideal
gift book. .
7s. 6d. Tos Scrence oF Poritical Economy. By Henry George.
The meaning of Polifical Economy; The Nature of Wealth;
The Laws of the Produaciion and Distributiou of Wealth; Money
and its Functions.

Ton
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QUESTION TIME IN HOUSE OF COMMONS

Narrowar. INsuraNce 38,642 QFrICIALS

On January 1, 1949, there were 22,708 men and 15,934 women
employed under the Ministry of National Insurance—H, of C,
May 3, written answer, Col. 47.

Foor MinisTry

The total nhumber of non-industrial staff employed in the Ministry
of Food at May 1, 1949 (part-time workers counted as halves)
was 6,245 headquarter staff; 31,943 regional staffs, and 10,2603
casual staff in local food offices employed on the distribution of
ration books, for approximately 6 to 8 weeks between April and
June—H. of €., May 18, written answer, Col. 23.

Excuance CONTROL
The persons employed at the Treasury and the Bank of England
on exchange control numbered approximately 1,550—H. of C.,
June 21, written answer, Col. 5.

Boarp or Trape

The Board of Trade Controls. Under this Department there are
altogether 20 controls, of dyestuffs, fertilisers, leather, hemp,
hosiery, jute, wool, paper, timber, etc. The total number of the
staff thus engaged in the “ controls and directorates ” is 2,133, and
the total of annual salaries is £992400. DBesides the industries
directly affected by the controls there are others. For example,
the leather control affects leather goods and boot and shee trades,

while the activities of the timber control affect a large crosstsection

of the industries of the country.—H. of C., July 28, written question,
Col. 157.
SPOON-FED AGRICULTURE

The total of grants for ploughing up grassland pa1d to United
Kingdom farmers during the 12 months to June 30, 1949, was
£5,975,000. The total acreage involved was 1,508,000. MH of C.,
]uly 21, Col, 1555.

The number of “important measures ” adopted, with the object
of increasing the output from marginal and hill lands, were cited
by the Minister of Agriculture, Mr, T. Williams, These include
the Marginal Production Scheme, the grants for improvement of
hill farms and the hill sheep and catile subsidies under the Hill
Farming Act, 1946, and the grants for water supplies, iming and
farm drainage.”—H. of C., July 30, written question, Col, 198.

On the guestion as to the aid giver by the Government to private -

industry in recent years, Mr. Douglas Jay, for the Chancellor
of the Exchequer, provided a table comprising 14 industries, the
amount of subsidy granted in the three years 194547, 1947-48 and
1948-49, and the amount voted for 1949-50. The grand total comes
to £109,844,029. The biggest dole-receiver, or spoon-fed industry,
is agriculture, the total of the subsidy granted to it for these years
amounting to £70,137,000. The total of the subsidies to all these
industries does not include losses of trading by Government Depart-
ments nor expenditure provided under general policies such as
housing, social services, cost-of-living, the training, resettlement
and transference of labour, distribution of industry, improvement
of design or research.—H. of ., November 1, written answer,
Col. 20.

Ezxcluded also from these figures ts the tmmense annual subsidy
to agriculture and to the londed interests which takes the form of
exempting all agricultural lond from local tavation, under the
notorious and nefarious Derating Act of 1929—Mr. Churchill’s
and the late Mr. Neville Chamberlain’s most evil gift to the
British people, that which is as responsible as anything for the
economic crises we go through,

The amount of grants authorised in respect of field drainage
and farm water supply schemes has amounted to £5,350,300 in the
vears from 1941 to 1949, It was asked, what was the area of land
thus benefited and the reply was 4,700,000 acres—H. of C.,
November 3, written reply, Col. 63.

But it is not so much a guestion of the aree benefited. It is a
question of the fnferests that are benefited and these, of course, are
ultimately the persons entitled to the rent of the land which, along
with the price of the land, is raised to make labour’s earnings so
much less.

How Farmers SgrL THEIR INDEPENDENCE

The number of farmers in England and Wales who were under
supervision for failure to comply with the rules of good husbandry
(under the dictatorial provisions of the Agriculture Act, 1947}
was 930—H. of C, July 30, written question, Col. 197, The
figures are given in detail for each county. The most numercus
“sinners,” who, if they do not “obey,” are liable to eviction,
are in Devonshire, Durham, Kent, West Riding of Yorkshire,
Carmarthen and Monmouth,

In Scotland, since November 1, 1948, the agricultural executive
committees have issued warning notices to 36 farmers in respect
of failure to conform with the rales of good husbandry.—H. of C,,
October 18, written question, Col. 17. This regimentation, with
threat of eviction (farmers often unable to cultivate as they think
best), is the price farmers have to pay for the doles they pocket in
the way of all sorts of subsidies paid by the British taxpayer.

The Minister of Agriculture was asked to state by counties the
number of farmers who have been dispossessed since the war ended,
the acreage involved, and the profit or loss on an anmral basis
on the holding of those dispossessed. The Minister replied that
it would involve disproportionate expenditure of time and man-
power to provide the information asked for, and nat all of it could
be obtained in any case—H. of C., November 3, Col. 596.

ExamriEs oF INCREASED FarM RENTS

The rents of seventeen farms in the Bowland area of the Skipton,
Yorlss., Division, belonging to the Duchy of Lancaster, have recently
been reviewed. In twelve cases increases dveraging 30 per cent.
have been agreed with the tenants’; the remaining five have been
referred to arbitration under the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1948,
Mr. Drayson pointed out to the Minister (Mr. Dalton) that typical
of the five cases not yet agreed there is an increase of rent from
£270 to £520 »ad from £680 to £1,030. The Speaker intervened
by saying it was understood that the matter had been referred to.
arbitration.—H. of €., October 31, Col, 43.

Taz StateE As TRADER

Sheep carcases imported by the Ministry of Food from Holland
on or about September 26 were condemned at Smithfield Market.
The shipment consisted of 2,067 carcases, 55 tons of which, about
1,850 carcases, were condemned, The matter is under investigatien
by the Netherlands Government and the Ministry.—H. of C.,
October 24, written answers, Col. 99. A question awaiting reply
is, what has this State Trading transaction cost the British tax-
payer?

What price is being paid for the maize, barley and oats now
being imported from the Soviet Union, and how this compares
with prices of grain offered us by other countries? Mrs. Summer-
skill replied that it would not be in the public interest to disclose at
present the price paid for coarse grain being imported from the
U.S.S.R—H. of C., October 31, Col. 22

During 1949 the Ministry of Food has purchased 24,446 tons of
soya beans from British East Africa, Nigeria, China and Brazil
The Ministry’s selling price is £59 per ton. Asked for further
information, the Minister, Mrs. Summerskill, said, “ It would not
be in the public interest” to reveal the total profit that was made
in these dealings—F. of C., October 24, written answer, Col. 95.

The question was why the price of glucose in this country was
approximately £60 per ton as compared with the equivalent price
in America of £30 per ton. Minister Mr. Strachey replied that
American glucose is produced from home-grown maize, while the
raw material used for glucose production in this country has to
be imported, and often from dearer sources than the U.SA,
“because of our lack of dollars.” Since devaluation, American
glucose would cost us about £54 per ton ex-store and excluding
import duty, while the net cost to British exporters is now
£57 11s. 8d. per ton, “ so the difference is not great.” Then followed
the astonishing remark, “ moreover we have made available some
glucose for dollar export purposes at £40 per ton"—FH. of (.,
October 31, written answer, Col. 4. What can you make of it?
Isn't it maddening?
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LIBERAL LIBERTY LEAGUE
(Communicated by Mr. Stephen Martin, Joint Hon. Secretary.)

Progress ol the petition, “The Modern Magna Carta for
Freedom” which the League is organising for presentation to the
House of Commons was considered at a recent meeting of the
Executive.

Because of the summer holidays the mumber of completed forms
coming in had fallen off and the opinion was expressed that greater
efiorts would have to be made if the petition was going to have
the success anticipated when it was launched,

It was pointed out that the real value in the petition lay in the
épportunity it provided to propagate the fundamental principles of
true liberty and justice by contacting members of the public.

Fxeetlent work has been put in by some League members, in one
case over G0 signatures were obtained at a regional conference of
the Chamber of Trade, and another had persuaded the majority of
his business colleagues to sigmn

Tt has been suggested that members should write to their local
newspapers about the petition, thereby helping them with the work
in the collection of signatures. Assistance by way of material for
this letter ean be had by applying to the League.

Meetings of the South Hackney Liberal Association #nd the
Sevencals Liberal Association on Free Trade, Taxation of Land
Values and the aims of the League have been addressed by
Mr. Steplien Martin. '

A double crown poster, giving the wording of the petition, is
available and members who can use it should apply without delay
to the League’s address, 4 Great Smith Street, S.W.1L,

FOOD SUBSIDIES

The food subsidies at present total £462,600,000 2 year. Asked
how this sum was made up Sir Stafford Ciipps replied as
follows :— -

£183.5 million: to reduce the cost of imported food.
£211.3 million to reduce the cost of home-grown food.
£33 8 miliion to reduce the cost of imported feedingstufs.
£2.9 million to reduce the cost of home-grown feedingstuffs.
£16.1 million for “average payments” (re wheat?).
£15.0 million for fertilizers.
H. of C., November 3, written answer, Col. 64.

Cost OF FAMILY ALLOWANCES

The Minister of National Insurance, making reply, said it is
estimated that £60 milfon will be paid in family allowances during
the current financial year, At September 30, 1949, there were
approximately 2,900,000 families in receipt of allowances in respect
of some 4,600,000—H. of C., November I, written answer, Col, 15

Tur Breap Supsiny

FThe annual rate of subsidy on bread, after taking into account
the inereased costs of imported wheat and flour and the increased
selting prices, is now estimated at £653 miilion. Before devaluation
the anmual rate was £67 million. Including flour used for other
purposes, the anmzal rate of the combined flour and bread subsidy
was 912 million before devafuation and is now £92 million--
H. of C,, Qctober 24, written answer, Col. 97.

AGRICULTURAL L.awp Dearir DuTIEs

The total amount of death duties pdid on agricultural land is not
separately recorded, but, as Mr. Glenvil Hall said, “ On the existing
basis the figure would be about £3 miilion a year”—H. of C.,
May 10, written answer, Col. 85. (The assessment of agricultural
land is deliberately reduced as compared with other lands.)

DeverLorinG CoLoNis Lanp MoworoLy

The total sum given or promised to Colonies on behalf of the
British taxpaver since January 1, 1944, is approximately £160,500,000,
comprising the following tnain items: (a} £120,000,000 roade avail-
able under the Colonial Development and Welfare Act of 1945;
(B) £15,544,000 grant-in-aid of administration; (¢) £8918,000 for
defence and recomstruction in the Far Fast; (d) £2,539,000 for
subsidies, mainly for food, to,Malta and certain West Indian terri-
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tories; (¢) £13,500,000 for claims waived by H.M. Government,
chiefly in the Far East—F. of €., July 20, Col. 1365.

We notice such items as North Borneo Chartered Company (the
great private land-owning company) : Purchase price of the com-
pany, £1,400,000; redemption of Chartered Co’s currency,
£502,296 reconstruction and war compensation in North Borreo,
£1,318962. As to British Guiana, compensation to sugar growers,
£117,660 ; Trinidad, subsidies for sugar replanting, £190,450; West
Indian Colonies, subsidies to reduce cost of living since the war,
£580,908. The total figures, except for the £120,000,000 under the
Colonial Development and Welfare Act, do not take into account
assistance in the form of loans. But disguised in all this are the
immense sums provided by British taxpayers which go inewitably
to foster land monopoly. and land speculation in these territories.
Always the private landowner is the “residuary legatee.”

WHERE DoEs THE TaxpaveErR’'s Mowey Go?

A glance at the FEstate Market column of Cowumtry Life,
September 9, reveals the following among many similar sub-
headings and phrases : “ £100 per acre for Sussex farms” * Agri-
coltural land again fetched good prices” % Fourteen acres of
arable and grass land averaged £140 per acre,” “ Prices also ruled
high . . . 158 acres realised £29,525.” Could-any unbiassed person
deny that these rising land values had no relation to the agricul-
tural subsidies? These subsidies, etc.,, are taken from the people,
passed to the farmers and then on to the landowners. 1f a farmer
happens to be a landowner also he, of course, receives all; but this
does” not affect the principle. Moreover, farmers as beneficiaries
under Protection and other privileges gain as monopolists as well
as producers. And this is taking place under a Labour Government
denouncing its opponents as supporters of privilege.

HENRY GEORGE—A NEW BIOGRAPHY

The late Anna George de Mille’s life of her father, Henry
George : Citizen of the World, will be published in the spring by
the University of Carolina Press, Chapel Hill, North Carolina,
at the price of $4. A large part of the book appeared in instalments
in the Awmerican Jowrnol of Econowdics and Sociclogy before
Anna George died. The publication of the book, 2 companion, to
the ®Life,” written by her brother, Henry George, Jor, will be
welcomed on all hands, but we could wish it had been possible to
produce it at a lower price to the purchasers who must find non-
dollar currency at the new rates of exchange.

4s. Tue ConxprTron oF Lasour. On the rights of property and
justice in the distribution of wealth, with explanatory intro-
duction and appendix containing the Encyclical of Pope Leo XIII,
statement by the Rev. Dr, McGlynn and extract from Bishop

Nulty's Essay “Back to the Land” By Henry- George. New .

Edition.

3s. 6d. Lawp awp Freepom. A comprehensive treatise on Land
Value Taxation. By Fredk., Verinder. -

3s. 6d. Procress aND PovErTy. An Inquiry into the Causes of
Industrial Depressions and of Increase of Want with Increase
of Wealth—the Remedy. By Henry George. Complete edition.

3s. 6d. A PERPLEXED PurLosorazk. Ethics of the land question
and examination of Herbert Spencer’s recantation of his earlier
declarations. By Henry George.

2s. 6d. Tue Tucory oF Homan Procresston, By Patrick Edward

Dove, abridged by Julia N. Kellog.

25, 6d. ProrectioNn oR FrEE Trabi. The taniff question con-
sidered with especial regard to the interests of Labour, Carries
the discussion to a point not dealt with in other bocks on this
guestion. The most popular and most scientific exposition of the
subject which has ever been written. Lord Snowden, By Henry
George, Abridged. Red cloth 2s. 6d. Paper covers 1s. 6d.

6d. LiceT oN rHE Lanp Question. A frank inguiry, in conversa-
tional styles, into the Land Value Policy. By an eminent London
journalist.

2d4. How tHE Encrisg ProrLE BiEcame Lanpress. And how to
Regain the Land.
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HENRY GECRGE SCHOOL

The Economic classes, which staried in September, are procesd-
ing satisfactorily. Since our report in the last issue classes have
been organised in Whalley, near Blackburn, Lancs, and in
Guildford, Surrey. The class in Whalley is being conducted by
Mr. Sumner arid was organised zlmost single-handed by Mrs. F. G.
Summner, with untiring zeal and persistence. - The Guildford class
is being conducted by Mr. W. E. Fox, assisted by Mr. W, Eiliott.
Plans for the New Year include a tutors’ training class, and a new
course based on “ Democracy versus Socialism,” by Max Hirsch.

LONDON GEORGEISTS

At the October meeting, held at 4 Great Smith Sireet, West-
minster, members were addressed by Mr. Don Wright on “The
Aims of the Crusade for World Government,” The meeting could
not accept the idea put forward by the speaker that a world
government should first be formed and details of its principles and
policy worked out afterwards, The lack of clear-cut basic
principles and the vague suggestions of Welfare State measures
were other lines of: criticisms. Those members who did not totally
reject the idea of a world government thought it at least premature
—the putting of the cart befure the horse.

“ Dealing with the Crisis” was the subject for the November
meeting, held at Hope House, Great Peter Street. It was an open
debate, which gave rise to lively discussion. Members found diffi-
culty in getting down to real issuss when problems were expressed
in the jargon of politicians aid modern economists. The maze of
legislation and controls had given the © Problems of the Crisis”
a complexity wholly unjustified.

On Necember 14 members will he addressed by a representative
of the Sodalist Pariy of (Great Brifain on its principles and policy.
Question time should reveal how much members know their own
case and the arguments of their opponénts,

Members of the Speakers’ T'ane! received excellent publi{:itj( in
the local Press when they addressed Liberal organisations on the
subject of Land Value Taxation, )

On November 9, at 4 Great Smith Street, members organised a
classical musical concert for stiudents and their friends, and the
proceeds were donated to the funds of the Henry George School.

More and more propaganda work is being done individually,
members making full use of their local opportunities of partici-
pating in debates, writing to the Press, attending public meetings
and distributing leaflets, etc.

The Annual General Mesting and the- Sécond Anniversary
Dinner will be held on Saturday, Janwary 7, 1950,

On November 3, Mr. F. R. Jones, Chairman of the Liverpool
Land Values League, spoke io the luncheon meeting of the Crosby
Rotary Clib at St. Luke's I{all on “The Sole Remedy for our
Economic Troubles.” There was a crowded atfendance of leading
local business and professional men. The information given opened
a new point of view to most in the audiénce, none of whom showed
disagreement. Arrangements may be made for a special evening
meeting to present a fuller exposition of the practical application
of land value taxation and the removal of taxation from the work
of man’s hands. It was a successful gathering, and there was
anexpected support from two clergymen, the head of a large adver-
tising firm and a bank manager.

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE DECLARATION.
Corrections in text. The following should be made :—FPage 2,
iine 9, insert comma between the words “franchise” and
“industry.” Page 2, line 23, the word “ state ” should read “ State,”
with a capital S. Page 2, line 28, the word “landowners ” should
read “landholders.”
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# There are many practical economists who think that the cirey-
Iation of gold cuinage is an essential first step back on the road 4o
financial sanity. Putting intrinsic money back into the pockets of
the people, they say, would give them a far more effective meuns
of controlling the financial extravagance of their govermments thap
any other syster: yet devised. (Government expenditures, they claim,
would then be subject to the same discipline of the marker-place
that every housewife knows.—The Stor City Editor, November 10,

A farming correspondent in the South of Scofland writes .
“Land inflation iz rampant here now and steadily. 21l the bLenefits

_to farming by means of Government aid are being absorbed more

and more in rent. My landlord demands £300 more per annum
and refuses to spend a pengy on ifprovements, or 1o carry out his
obligations re repairs. He refuses consent to me to make repairs,
and this is typical of thousands of cases., Of course, I can fight
him and I think defeat him, but most of the smaller farmers are
helpless. The Agriculture Act, as we told the .Government, is
almost useless to stop it. It is far too weak. Consider aiso the
incidence of Death. Thuties on agricultural land. The new regula-
tions give 45 per cent. remission of Death Duties to landowners,
That means in respect of one farm I know, that the t=nant on his
property on the farm will have to pay about £15000 but the Yand-
lord euly £8,250, and the 1atter has never done anything than draw
rackrent for 90 vears except where he has been compelled by the
County Council or  Agricultural Execuiive Commitice to effect
required improverients,” :

SUBSCRIPTIONS AND DONATIONS

The United Committee for the Taxation of Land Vzlues Lid.
(proprictors of Lawp & LiIBerTy, postal subscription 5s. or $1
from U.S.A. an:d {(Canada), the International Union for Land
Value Taxation and Free Trade, and the Leagues listed below
are maintained by the wvoluntary support of those who believe
in and would scek to advance the principle and policy which
the Comunittee, thé Unior -and the Leapues advocate: Land
Value Taxat and Tree Trade in its fudness, with removal
of the tax buvdens on industry and abolition of all monopolies
and special pr.vileges that interfers: with the production of
wealth and prevent its just distribution. :

We press upon our supporters the need for funds to advance
the movement in every field of endeavour. Cheques, etc, may be
made payable t: R. W, Frost (United Committee) or to Ashley
Mitchell (International Union), 4 Great Smith Street, London,
S.W.1. The oflice, can receive and will transniit contributions on
behalf of any of the allied Associations named below. ‘

ADDRESSES
At 4, Great Smith Street, London, S.W.1.

Telephone : Abbey

-6665; United Comanitiee for the Taxation of Loend Values, Lid.,

Richard William Frost (Hon. Treasurer); A. W. Madsen (Secre-
tary) ; Henry George Foundation (Literature Department); [nter-
mnottonal Union for Land Value Taration ond Free Trade,
Ashley Mitchell (Treasurer); English League, V. H. Blundell
(Honorary Secretary) ; Henry George School of Social Science,
V. H. Blundell (Director of Studies), with Branches at
Manchester, Glasgow, Liverpool and other Cenires.

Scottish Leogue for Land Valwe Taxation, R. J. Rennie (Hon.
Sec. and Treas.), 220 Mill Street, Rutherglen, Glasgow. Yorks. and
Northern League, Howard Binns (Hon. Secretary), 3, Westfield
Road, Riddlesden, Keighley., Manchester League, A. H. Weller
(Secretary), The Dingle, Chester Road, Hazel Grove, Manchester;
Clitheroe Branch, Mrs. F. G. Summner (Hon Secretary), Oakside,
Mitton Road, Whalley, Lancs. Helsh League, Eustace A. Davies
(Hon. Secretary), 206, Newport Road, Cardiff. Midland League,
Miss N. McGovern (Acting Hon. Secretary), 11 Arthur Road,
Birmingham, 16, [eerpool League, H. T. Boothby (Hon Secre-
tary), 15, Ashdaie oad, Liverpool, 7. Crosby Hewry George
Fellowship, C. C. Paton (Hon, Secretary), 11 Tudor Road, Liver-
pool, 23. Portsmouth League, H. R. Lee (Hon, Secretary) 13,
Lawrence Road, Scuthsea. Derbyshire League, G. Musson (Hon,
Secretary), 29, Iienby Lane, Codnor. Edinburgh League, W. N.
Alexander (Hon. Secretary), 63, Baronscourt Terrace, Edinburgh, 8
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