TOLSTOY,

Nearly 21)] of vs fnvolved. today  Jo this

"laud tent" are

Hentry George bad ovn the
' writings begav to make referevce to George's ideas as
as 1884, and the two

of private property in land avd the

untimely death

home, Yasvaya

Polyara.

DoJSOﬂ) Eiwara{, cT

CONSERVATIVE AND COUNTERREVOLUTIONARY

discussion “of

to sowe degree fawiliar witbh tbe Jofluevce

great Russiao tbivker. Tolstoy's

early

of thew corresponded ovn the abolition

single tax. George's

preveunted a plavved meetivg at Tolstoy's

Tolstoy's respect for George is

expressed juo the oft-quoted

“"People

do w©vot argue with the teacbing of

George; thbey siwply do not kvow #t. -~ And 4§t 1is

impossible
be who
agree."”

As chjld is father to the wan, .To]séoy

little

becomes acguajiuted with it

disagrecwent)

to do otherwise with bis teaching, for
cannot but

{oapparently with

found Jo George's wotrds written

exposition of 4Jfdeas aund truths be bhad koown all bis life.

This is

his davghter:

related

to us 1o a letter frow Tolstoy to Tatiana;

I bave Joog ceased to ioterest wyself -- aud ia

fact I
guestions;
of Jaugd
political

vever Joterested wyself -- Ju

slavery,

political
question. of tbe lawvd, that is
though it is covnsidered a
guestion, Jis ... a8 woral questiown, a

but the

£

2£¥kl -



question
demands of morality,

of the violatioon of the wost

and therefore

elementary

that gquestion

' 'way ioto Tolstoy's reading,

not only occupies wy wmind but torwmeots me.

earlijerx

He was wmuch also torwevted by the repressiveness

of the State, which wade bhiw 2 kiondred spirft of the

. celebrated French avarchist, Proudhon; and frow whowm Tolstoy

acquired his appreciation of the anarchistic political

laws sare such a horrible

«+. for me, political
lie tbat I do not see {in thew avything either
better or worse ... I will never again 1look at
such a thiong avd I will never.anywhere serve any

governwment."

H '
. AS d!d Tnlni’n"l came to vjs'".‘ P??V&‘te propert.);

theft, govérnment of man by wav as oppression and the unioun

and aparchy as the form of society,

of ovrder highest

~Tolstoy is also known to bave read Herbert Spencer (whose

positivist philosophy be rejected). If Spencer's origivnal

<
foun ite

treatwent of the Javd question iv SOCIAL STATICS

bave planted a

tbis may

FPOVERTY., Wbat 1is

Jater watered

evident is that
to wvonderstand
distribute bhis

aund the reasowns

either totalita

. Individualisw,

intr?cater wea

by George's PROGRESS AND

because of Proudhon and.George, Tolstoy cawe

wbhy bis earlier philavthropic schewe to

estates among the peasant farwers had fajiled

why govervments cavnvot but eventually become

tian or svthoritarian.

and Georgism are

avarchism, passivism,

ved togetber into bis personal pbilosophy.



He way wnot bave been, as sowe of bis critics bave taken
pains to wmote, aw original thivker; there 1s.vo questjon as

to bis ability to recoguize sovud avnd original tbivking iJu

others.

Tolstoy's devial of private ptoperty and bis avarchbistic

views oo . government axe, to mest. Georgists and. Libertariasns . ...

philosophically extrewme; and, v our Joterdependent moéern
world, iJumpractical. His world . still "~ provided the
opportunities of a vast frootier. Importantly, there is a
great deal one csv learn about the bhuwavn couvdition from
- Tolstoy's writing. His thiunking derives frow.a Jovg bistory
of iotellectual dialogue awovng couservative
covnterrevolutiovaries Jo Evrope who- benefited by the

evolutiow of Jeffersonian dewoctacy.

exnerience
experieunce

George's personal attachbwent to the dewocratic
was a distiuct advapntage as bis owe political thionkiung
Vmatured; be Jfostioectively tied together as necessatry
preconditions to dewocratic society both free access té jand
and individval freedow. That the English colonies it North
America becawe the breedivg grovnd of dewocracy was largely
fortuitous because it could mnot hbave occurred even in
Evgland, whose political econowy was tipe for class
struggle. The colovnisls were Jargely vuvgovernable without
the expenditure of tremeundous sﬁms, avd so were able to

construct & governwent of very Jiwited powers while taking



advantage of the free frootier.

The idesl covnditiovs of free s0i]l] awvd benign government
bave Joug since disappesared frow civilization; bowever, in

1776 the tide of despotisw.was tewporarily pusbed back.

‘Peter Drucker, Jw THE FUTURE OF INDUSTRIAL MAN, witbout

really appreciating the dyvnawmics sccurately presents the

impact they bad on world bistory:

The Awericam Revolutiowm brouvght victory avnd
power to a group which ivo Evrope had been alwost
completely defeated snd which was apparently dying
out rapidly: the anticevtralist, antitotalitarian
conservaltives with their hostility to absolute and
centralized government and their distrust of any

tulerx claiwing perfectioco.: It saved the
avtonowous common Jaw from subwersion vnder
perfect  law codes; and . it re-established

jodependent law covrts. Above all, it reasserted
the belief in thbe imperfectiovo of wav as the basis

of freedouw.
I caunnot. belp but think that we bave again vreacbed the
pojot where ovnly s second sucb <zrevelution  caw agaion push

back . the deépots. Sivnce .the frovtier {is gowve, that

"revolution wust take place wnot ow the battlefields but Jjuo

the beart oavd wivnd of each individual. As did Tolstoy, I

bave fovond wo better teacher than Henry George and no better

peacefu] wethod than to collect.the rental valve of lauvd for

the common good. Iv these respects, I staud with Proudon,

with Tolstoy .awd withb George as‘ a fellow conservative

counterrevolutiovary.

Edward J. Dodson April 1985



