MonTriLy {¥post o
MANCHESTER LAND ¥
62 Pioccapiniy My

TELERHONE TENTY

WITH SOME TELLING POINTS)
W 132, - - i ' o ' . February,

MERRIE ENGLAND,

A TLondon newspaper btells a story of Lincolnshire vil
who have to be content with ¢il lamps because the Squlre
allow slectricity to bs supplied to the thres villages on
agtate, Tt is sald that these people are not enthusiasti
medern lighting, bub as enthusiasm would Imply sensure of
gentleman who allows them to Iive in that part of their n
gountry, tvhis is not surprising. Instead of making compl
they make excuses: "There is nothing to complain aboubt w
ig uged to lighting lamps®, "What you havenit, you cannot
and similar comments denoting resigration o The inevitad
made to Tthe newspaper representative. Be that as it may,
pecple have no power to decide how their houses shall be
The position was quite clsarly stated by the Clerk to the
Couneil when he said: "We must accept the Sguireifs decisi
It ig interesting o learn that a privete electricity pla
provides electris lighting fur the Squirefs own residence
Evonomic serfs. ‘

This story of 1ife in ax English village im 1937 111
the power which Land Monopoly still gives to men called L
These villagers are, mevertheless, as free, economically,
regt of us - they could demonstrate their independence by
the egbate. Bubt as that would mean unemployment for many
and hardship for all of them they "accept the Squire’s de
Oppertunities to earn s living elsewhere are scarcs and u
and many other free Britons would gladly talke their cotts
jobs {and the dictatorship which goes with them) if the v
left the estate. These conditions ars the matural fruits
being treabed as private property. Belioving themselves
these Britoms ave serfs in all bubt nenme.

The road to froedom.
foonomic frosdom for all can ba wen by means of the




of Land Velues ~ the public appropristiocn of the eccona
land. If 2ll the lapd wers taxed on its wnimpreoved val
ugod or not, there weuld be many alternative opportunit:
able en land now unused or labour-starved for all whe we
satisfied with their present lecations. In thess circur
the Sguire would be faced with the prespect of losing ke
and having te pay the land-values tax en his unused aocre
lages without villagers are cconomically worthless, and
he would, in his own interest, rofrain frem actions whie
meke his tenant dissetisfied, “In conditioms of economic
'dlctutorshxp wculd neither bo. attumpted nor tolerated.

REFORMERS WEO HIHDER RbFCRM o S :

It good intenticns could achleve more %han a glow ¢
gatisfaction, poverty would long age have ceased to tord
disgrace hunanity. But when not pguided by reason and ez
rractical politics, thoy way mislead these inspired by i
and distract attontics from resl remedies, Ignoring the
of experience, good men, meved by sympathy and impatient
invent schemes or advocate policies which are either imjg
cr are futile becouse thoy do not remcve the cause of
Reformers of this kind arc scmetimes a pgrester hindrance
than declared oppenents. heve are some exa mples
"Man-made poverty™. ' '

AT a meeting in London organlscd by the Wemen Publi
Officors! Association, Lord Listowel declared that afte:

Certy was the greatest scoial evil. He said thers wers ¢
million houses in this ecuntry occupied by families 1ivi
slwm or overcrowded conditionsy and that meant that ebot
miltlion people wers living in back streets or "rabbit we
Nearly half the population was unable to obtain such fo
dadiry produco and fresh fruits-on which health depended,
per cent of the children were maintained om 4/~ per weel
and could not grow up to health. “Poverty", said Lord I
"is men-made and can therefore be cured by the ingenuit;
ovn human intelligence. The remedy proposed by his lox
"wise and resolute action™ by public asuthorities, includ
measures as higher taxes on wearnsd incomss and on ests
pdsslng et death, and increased super-tak.

Man-perpetuated poverty. '

If "the ingenuity of our human intelligence™ had be
¢d by Lord Listowsl in his search for the solution of +t}
he would not have made these proposals. The effect of i
unearned incomes, death-duties and super-taxes is no mor

-eombinuods redistribution of wealth o correct its conti




maidistribution. Efforts te abolish poverty by such measu
- &5 hopelsss as trying to stop housebreaking by taking a px
the "sweg! from burglars while leaving them free to burgle
"When pesce breaks out'.

Here is ancther example: 3ir Benjamin Dawson, & prom
Yorkshire business man, sald reeently that the greatest sh
world has ever known will come when peace breaks oubt. The:
be no trade booms and slumps, he declared, 1Y upnemployment
abolished, and that could be done by reducing working hour:

Sir Benjemin puts the cart before the horse. Long ho
low wages are results of uwnemployment - competition of men;
for few jobs. In such conditions men will tolerate much
the herrors of worklessness, If this competition were eldly
through the sbolition of unemployment, wages would be high
working hours would be regulated by the mutusl convenience

. employsrs and workmen., But just as low wages and long how

effects of unemployment; so alsc vhemployment is an effect
greater wrong - the present system of freating land as pri-
property and the ftaxation system based on it.
~The true remedy. .

The continued existeonce of porerty in spite of innume:
-attempts to redistribute wealth by Acbs of Parliament, pro
futility of this policy. The true remedy is to . enable tho
t0il or render service (or are willing to do so) to work a3
enjoy their full earnings. lLand Monopoly must be destroye
Under the present system the first charge cr industry is
for permission to produce and exchange wealth - the total «
being estimated at £500,000,000 a year. By means of Land |
Texation and the remission of btaxes and rates on industry,
monstrous iniguity ean be ended., This pelicy will rectify
present maldistribution of wealth and make The prevention «
employment by land-withholding impossible. When that is de
and all the barriers to trade are broken down, there will ]
equality of opportunity and genersl prosperity.
CRIMINAL GOVERNMENTS. '

"We meintain That a man may be clain, enslaved or defr:
" gquite as unjustly by a Govermment as by a private individue
that such erimes on the part of a Govermment are usually Ir
ably more prejudicial to the great body of society than an
. of individesl erime that could reascnebly bo expected fo
place in a civilised country. HNo instance cun be adduced
" country being brought te ruin snd degradstion by individua
whereas leglslative crime has produced revolutions, persec
¢ivil wars, avarchies, and decays innumerable". (Fatrick B




POLITICAL ECONCMY IN A NUTSHELL.

"an lives by applying labeur %o Isnd, the source o
sushenanas .

The rignt to iive ineludss that of free accsss to I
indopondence deponds upon free mooess to the sbrateglo s

Physical posssssion of eaush sibe by all is impossit
exclusive occcupaney is sssential %o sfficiency; therefor
possassor should cempensate thoso sxeluded.

As land-value is created by ssolety, sach landholds
pay soclety the rental valus of the land held.

Given this full value of the service rendered, zoci
heve wmple reovenue to maintain thet servics. Taxes woul
be wnecossary.

Isbour and Capital, being taxmsxempt would have al
wagas and interest.

Nothing could be made from - -land sxeept by using 163

would be held omly for uss, and unused land would be ope
of purchase requirements. The doors of opportunity woul
open w0 all. :

Rent denied them, men could obtain only weges and i
henoe, as one camnot ged wages on anctherts labour, nor
on amother®s capltal, exploitation would he impossible.
would heve a o lr field, and Progress the ri ght of way.

Involuntary wemployment and poverty would cease; §
Age of our dresms would be ushered in". (From "No Taxes®

SME OBJECTIONS AWSWERER (3)

Some defonders of the present land system say that
siderations have nothing to do with iand ownership.

The moral issue cannot be svaded so easily. Pelitd
omy, or esonomics, deals both with production end diskri
Though the production of wealth is in itsell neither morx
immoral, its distributbion is of necessity either just o
Private property in land is morally wrong because it dex
mazses of sertain natural rights: the right to apply the
to the natural resources (lapd}, and the right to posses
spjoy the Irulis of their labour.

But, say the cbjsotors, the economioc advantages of
iend as private property oubtwsigh its disadvantages. Be

~thet the advantages go to the land-lords and thesdisadvs
the people. T¢ the fomer the system brings unearned we
the latter it brings wnreguited teil. An unbisssed cor
of all the ascertainable effeuts of the present system 1

inevitably, to the conclusion that it is both morally wi
political y inexpedient,




