£ , pay for accommodation was troubled
by 2 housing problemy an effective dewmand Pfor houses, in the form o
adequate purchasing power, ensured adequate supplies for 211 who cov’”
pay. Mr. Bevan has admitted this fact, but could not have seen iks’
gignificance.

THE RADICAL REMEDY Practical steps towards the abolition of invole

5 o untary poverty must inciude the cheapening of
lond and the exempblon of buildings and other products of labour
from penalising taxation. At present, houses built on dear lend

with dear materials are made still dearer by the =ndding of the loeal
rates to the remts. Insbead, public revenues shouwld be obtained by
the public anpropriation of the values which attach %o land through
the presence and industry of populatioms. At every stage in the
application of this system - kaxation of land wvalues - land would
bacome cheaper because withholding and misusing land would be increas—
ingly unprofitsble. The un-rating of houses would accompany the
fating of landw-values, and that would stimulate bullding operations
and lead to an early and abundant supnly of new houses. But i1f that
were 211, the housing problem would still be unsolved, because whils
nabos are regulnted on a coskteof-Iliving basis, they would fall if a
zenernl reduction of rents took place. Bub it is nob ally land-
values taxation would tend to raise wages becauss it would force

more lsnd into good use ~ndincrease the demand for labeur. This, and
thz alternative of selfwemployment which easy access to land would
asake possgible, would open to all willing workers by hand or brain now
spporbunities to gain prosperity and independense. TIn such conditig
there would be no involuntary powerbty and no lack of good housing
hocommodation.

GCOOD  ENOUCH TO BE TRUE Is this too good to be true? Om the

T contrary, it is good encugh to Le made
frue by an intelligent and awskened electoratc who refuse to be dis-
trﬁc%ed fran redicsl remedies by politicians who offer nothing better
Ehan new prograrmes containing all the defects of past Prilures.
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FOR l/L vOU CAN FAVE THE "PORCUPINE" FOR 4 YEAR - post-free

] T P

ONE SHILLING 3 year, Post free, from

OG99 The Manchester Land Values League

The Dingle, Chestsr Road,
Hazel Grove, nr. Manchester.

(WITH SOME TELLING POINTS)

Wo. 211. July and August, 1948,

TOO-MANY and TOO-MUCH  There are two conflicting theories which,
B ' periodically and alternately, are offered as
explanations of the ills of modern society. One is the overw
population or too-many theory, and it appears that this Theory -
described by the Manchester Guardian” as “the periodic stirrings of
Malthusisn depression”™ - is about to enjoy a rencwal of populariby.
Sir J« Be Orr has warned us that "the rising tide of population and
F~1ling reservoir of land fertility i1s the greatest threat to our
Alisation.” During sn earlier bout of this disorder Professor Sir
ho Thomson told the British Social Hygiene Council that the world was
becoming so full that it wonld become necessary to put up notices:
Standing room only. Forbumwmately for our peace of mind the fears
exaited by modern Jeremiahs can be forgotten when other prophets cceupy
the stagse. For example, Mr. Fess Edwards, Parliamentary Secretary te
the Ministry of Labour, assures us that the rate of increase of our
population iz not sufficient bto meet our needs; he says we shall be
nalf & million workers short in 19851. We are therefore in the happy
position of being able to select the story we find most to our liking:
famine on am over-crowded planet, or slow starvation because Weture has
provided only one pair of hands to feed sach mouth.

The too-much theory, which econtradicts the too-many, is ¥hat one
of the penalties of the machine age is suffering due to teo much being
too sasily produced. This is usually described as over~production, and
if sucersbundance canrnot satisfy our needs, we can take steps to Trans-
form it into scarcity. One method sdopted by modern govermments is
the giving of bornuses to producers of commodities for not producing
commodities, and when that is too late, various ways of getbting rid of
urwanted things are employed, such as throwing tons o fish back into
the smea, allowing fruit to rot on the ground, burning or otherwise
destroying wheat and other products of the soil. The people who are
r-soonsible for this policy do not seem te be influenced by the fact




i om

that theie are m@llions of people in dirs need of the so-called i overe
g;ﬁ%gced commodities, and it arouses only mild orotests from the |
; ice : ‘ —

EOMETHING LEF? OUT The Malthusiasn theory of over-population owes its
oceasional popularity to the fact i
and adherents overlock one of tsepfactorz of wealth przgi:tigz fazﬁgr
land. Though small areas in many countries are overcrowded, the
morid's.natural resources have never been fully used, and e;en in this
We%l—pbpulated country the seil is capabls of ?ieldiﬁg much bigger sup-
rlies of food and other good things. But adequate vroduction is impose
#8ible when land can only be used on terms imposed by its ownera. )
Malth?s himself seemed to verceive this when he wrote: "4 man who is
born inkto a world alresady possessed ... has no claim or right to the
smallest portion of food," sbte. In the words "= world already poss-
essed”_is the Lcxrto the problem of inveluntary poverty in the midst of
potential plenty; they mean that the boumty of the Creator has been
taken pussession of by a few people who have ascquired a legal right to
exclude others From what wes evidently provided for all.

WOT WHIAT IT SEEMS The unconsumsd goods which seem to accumulate through
] gver-production sre - paradoxical though it appears -
avidemce of under-production. There are immumerabls people desirihg
these things but unable to cbtain them because they are ﬁ-QVGnied from
producing other goods or services which thev could eoffer in sxchange “or
them. What aprears to be tocrmush somewhere, is too-little e1 sewher

4 TPARACEA The ides of o universal .remedy J ususlly ridiculed; It 1
eagler to deny and acoff thwn to think. But as there is one
trder-lying cause of tne poverbty which s atiribtuced vo bobh over-
vomitation and over-produvciion, there is theref ‘
step which will lend To If oval. The ol
Menopoly, and the fivel step towards
Telues Taxabion, For a full and sati 71!
: and sure of 7 the reader is veferred to "Jropgre . Poworby
by Henry Goorge. . ,

YTyerhy men working together , where natvre is rniggardly,
produce more than twenty times the wealth that one usn can produce
where nature is most bountiful. TFhe denger the populatiom,'the“mo?e
minute beoomes the subdivision of labour, the grester the economica of
production and distribution, and, hence, the very reverse of the
Malthusizn dootrine is true." (Henry George)

HOUSES or FOUSING PROGRAMMIES Speeking in Cambridge on April 24th,
1948 Mr. Bevan, Minister of Health,
said the housing programme for next year would be much bebber than had
been expected. In 1946 Mr. Bevan declared that every family in Great
geitain would have & separate house bafore the next election - which
seems to mean that the housing problem (so-cnlled) would be solved &
1950. But in the two years that have since elapsed there has hean sb

tHle progress towards that geal, and the fulfilment of the prom-
ise hes become so impossible, thet Mr. Bevan now tells us {am
reported in the "Manchester Gusrdian™) that we shall have next year,
not more houses but a better housing vrogramme. Even this flimsy
hope is brushed aside by the "/GY with the remark that while it is
imporbant to build more houses, there are other things requiring
labour, such as coal and manufactured goods, that must come first.
And so another tragic failure is ndded to the many promised solu-
tions of the housing problem invented by men whose zeal for humen
welfare has only besn equelled by their ignorance of economic laws,
thet is, of human nature. :

POSITION IN LONDON In "London's Overgrowth” Dr. S. Vere Pearson

says: "'Nearly every government for the 1asat
sixty vears has talkedabout slum clearance. Something has been done,
but how much always remainst ... Tn 1971 when there were still 550
arans of slums {in London) reguiring wgent demolition, only 38 per
cent of families lived in single occupation of structural separate
gwellings: and Lthree years later-Mr. Hewille Phawberisin'e comitice
stated that 1,000,000 persons would have to move to reduce the den-

Csity where it was more than 200 persoms per fcre to 100 persons per

20 houses on sach acre. Ten yenres 1ater the housi

the County of London had improved only 7 per cens.” _

Amony the many housing programmes which in recent years have

ed the hopes and blasted the expectatvions of The vietime of the
) ing: the sddison Aot of 1919; the

s
house famine are the folloving: : .
Whentley scheme of 1924 which proposed to bulld 2,500,000 in fifteen

vesrs and to spread & loss of £1,376,000000 over the following

forly vears: the Greenwood promise in 1930 to ahelish slums in five
=, Hilten Young in 1973, A1 these
ject; She provision of

& cheir common failure.

ng conditions in

years, and a similer promise by
PrOgrANmes were desipned to achieve oms OU
oheap houses Tor poor veoples, and this expinl i
Bad housing is an effect, and effects &re wnnveidable while thelr

causas operate. _ .
2AD BOUSING 1S 4 POVERTY PROBLEM  Avart frem the houge shortage duc
— 4 yarts destructions and delays.

g
there is no separate problem of housing. Coudibions which ars cdi-

monly regerded as evidence of a housing problem reveal what is a%so
revealed by under-fed and ili~clothed bodies - a lack of purchasing
- x> - £
sy people of the bare necessaries of 1life.

power which deprives mw :
To these sufferers there is 2 food problem, & e¢lothing problem and

s housing problem, and the hunger, Tags and hovels &re symptqgs_of
the inderlying problem o ‘poverty. Hothing less than the abolition
' of involunbary poverty c¢an end these troubles.

PHINEING IS FOT EASY Privabe ownership of the source of vroduction
- (1and) is the root cause of poverty, and the
" present tazetion system malntains it. Infortunstely, some reformer:
Find it easier to blame private enterprise than to think. Before




