standing and make a lasbing impression of the truths it tesmchl

This book deals with fundamenials, and the fundamental facts of
economics are as unchangeable a2 is human nabture; human corduct
changes with changing conditions, bub mon mokes his conditions.

A1l the moterial things necessary to susbain 1ifle and provide

gatisfuetion are produced, now, « as they were in the time of the
Druids ~ by the application of labour to land, snd this elemenbary
truth is not affected by the fact that man can, with modern methe-
odg, produce all his reguirements in greater abundnnce nnd with
less exertion than ever before. Prosperous peasants in bygone
days were reduwed B0 beggory when the land wis enclosed againgth
them, and modern industry can only Ydeliver the goods"™ s long aos
the terms of necooss o land are nob prohibitive.

‘ Homest oritics of an author should at least know whot he
wrote, and iptending critics of Henry Goorge would do well to sus-
pend Judgment until they have tested their own knowledpe with such
guestions as: How does Henry George define the Jaw of rent and the
low of wages? LAre wnges puid oub of capital? Does capitald employ

‘labour? Whnt is the supreme law of the humen mind which influences

every action in the daily lives of every humn being? Does overe

population causce uwnemployment and poverty? Corrset answers to such

questions would establish the critice¥s right b0 criticise.
The suggestion that fpredatory rogues® would use the Faxy” “on

of Land Values for their own purposes is onswered in "Progress o
Poverby." Briefly, the Georgion system of texation would secure

Bguality of Opporbunity by destroying the lamd-lords?®! power to

prevent employment. Where there are more jobs than men and mo=-oums
need be unemployed, it would be impossible t0 became wealthy by
appropriating the earnings of others. The key to the workerts -
imdepondence is the possession of an alternative job.

The Henry George solubion, )

Hemwry Georpe did not propose to remedy sccinl wrongs ’fxy taxing o

Iand values. That can be achieved only by making oll men economi-
cally free ond independent. Land Values Taxation is ¥he mesns or |
instrument by which the rembdgl wvalue of all the land con be collectw

" ed and used For the benefit of the public who create this walue.

It is a first and indispensable step townrds restoring to all men
their matural and equal rights of access to the source of produc-
.Gion and makirg them economically frec. '

Howhere hns the Georgian system of t&x&fion been fully adopted,i'

but its parbicl spplicabion in Australis, South Africa, Cancds and
. Denmark hag proved its effcctiveness in providing new revenues and

reducing existing burdens of taxakion. And what is more importanmt

it has locsened the grip of Ythe dead hand of monopoly! from the
nabural resources from which 'alome man oan obbain all necessg
© and desirable things. ' .

" ayeates purchasing-power of that value.
‘. that production might oubmarch the producers share of the product,
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| "pOYERTY BECAUSE OF PLEWEY.Y Discussing 'Full Employment' in a

recernt speech, Mr. Herber:t Morrison
said: "Production might threaten to oubtmarch purchasing-power - a4
situation which would lead up to an old-fashioned depression in
which we would again be the victims of poverty beesuse of plenty "
01d fallacics die hard - if ever. The production of wealth
camnot outmorch or exceed purchnsing-power because purchasing-power

_is the result of preduckion and is measured by production. In

normal circumstances, a man who produces goods worth £1G, thereby
If Mr. Morrison meant

he could have made his meaning clearer by poinking to the umjust
distribution of wenlth which is common in modern industry. Izlstea}d,
he supported this fallaey by repeating onother, equally absurd, viz.

Z

“¢hat poverty can be caused by plenty - over-produstien. It never
. Amg true that pecple sbarved because too much food had been produc-

a, or that warchouses over-stocked with clothing were the cause

of people being ill-clad. It is true that hunger and rags were com-
mon when food and clothing were plentiful - in relation to demind -
but the surpluses were nob the cause of the shortages, and politi-
cians who repeat these untruths are helping to perpetunte the
injustice which explains ¥he seeming paradox. :
Talke your choicel : :

IE 5 somebimes instructive as well as imberesting to reeall
the hopes and fears of the "experts" of former days. Inm 1931, for
example, Professor Sir 4. Thomson's assertion that the world was
becoming koo full was counbered by Professor T. Gregory’s theory
that production was expanding more rapidly than population. Aboub
fifty vears ogo Sir Wm. Crockes predicted that by 1931 the world's.
ubmost production of wheat would be required to feed ibs popula-
tion, and after thot, starvotion. Are we to suppose that the star-
vation would be the result of e boo-rapidly expending production?

od




~comld give in exchange for what they desire,

Seriously, both the over-population and the over-productlcn 2 S

theories arve false, and rank nonvensew ] ) )
The natural order

Poor people would eat more or better food snd wear better
clothes if they were not poor; they are poor when they are preven-
ted from producing other things or performing services which they
or when robbed of a
part of their earnings by baxation or o&rrwise. The public con-
sumption of any campodity is limited by the produckion of other
commodities. Bubt in poshbe-wnr conditions the plain faockts of econ-
omics are not ensily scern; they are hidden behind the wvarious
schemes to extricate himanity from the penalities £or bresches of
*he moral laws which are ne vital to the well-being of nations as
of individuals. The fact remains that now, ns in pre-wor days,
the system of treating loand as the privwte property of o few priv-:
ileged people, and "'OVGE‘TJIHGI"EZ’ll interferances in the processes of

C Lrade ftnriffs “”rr‘) are the wderlying causes of wmemployment ond

“poverty, and %;hc; chief barrier to general prosperity and permancnt
peace. The remoedy cap be applied by ench nation by means of Land
Values Taxation ond Free Prade - indispensnble steps townrds eoon=
" omic f:r' edom nnd fplenty! shared by all.
RN A :

‘RESPITE FOR PRIVATE BENTERPRISE 4t the recent Lebour Conforence

“ in Blackpool Mr. Aneurin Eevan
p‘rapoqrd to stimulate private entcrprlso by competing with ik. .’
"If there wis something wrong in an industyy," he said, "it should

net be necessary to bake it over. It might be wise for t‘h@ o omruni-

h‘y o start up in business to show how it should be ‘dome, He went

- on to declare that the Government did not imbend to keep a S‘baiw\_E

enterprise alive by pumping public meney imbo i% 1ndef1n1’te1yw :

) '}.‘ho plan was to sot It up and then leave it to compete.

If this denobes a change of heart oy of policy it is 1:0 be

. ‘welcomed. Socialists have ‘11w:3.vs regarded competibion ds & charac-.

’I;erlstlc evil feature of coapibalism, and uswlly deseribe ik as
"eub~throot competition.”
ally sccepted by them - is as follows: "Compebition is the instru-
ment by which in the commercial world, one msn possesses himself
‘of the fruits of other ments labour." And one of the motives Ffor -
the nationalisation of industries has béen the desire to eliminate
~competition. Perhaps it is now seen that the altemative to oom-
“petitiom is monopoly, and that even Sta‘be—-owned monopolles mey be

- harmful %6 the commm:ﬁ:y.

Free compebition

" Fhe competitive 1nstmct is as no."cum,l o men as ‘i:he mqtlnct

af self-pre serthlon. In the absence of monopolies: and reatrieti-ns

L development

& definition by Robert Blaotchford - geners

LTS

f“\u*potzblfm is fraternal; in com}ﬂ;:mns m“ Lﬁu,d—monopolv it tends
.. “become fratricidal. Tt is only in the struggle for existence
which resulis from the land heing trented os priwmbes property
that competition censes to be wholly beneficinl and becomes harme-
ful. This tendency caomobt be overcome by combrals snd regulntions

“but only by removing the barriers of the Land Monopoly and Trade

Hestrictions.  When the compebitors in industry are economically
free, competition will achieve its Hrue purpose in stimulebing
human effiort in the production and distributiom of wealth, to the
advankage of 01l who are willing to give service 1313 rctu:fﬂ for
whaot they receive from cthers. . 7
Lovers of frecdom will welecome Mr. Bevan's new,plml. - State

- on“%:erprﬂ' s¢ im compebition with privwte emterprise could be adopted

in the production and- dls*t:rlbuizzon of commodities, in Lransport

' (excludlngr railways) and in all industries and services in which

free conpetition is posgible. It will be interesting to wntah the
of this liinﬁ o scoialism.

%k ¥ R b ok & Kk k¥ ¥ & :
"™Wo man can legitimotely e¢laim possession or
oseupation of any portiom of Iand, or any right

PROPERTY RIGHTS

of property therein except by grant from the people, as tennnt of

the people, ond on terms and conditions mnde or sanebioned by the
people; and svery right except the right so created and vested by
f7ant from the people is nothing more or betber than the right of
“e.& robher who holds forcible possession of what does not be:l(mg

to him." (J. F. Lalor)
F A KR K KX R ¥ k%

A CRITIC CRITICISED - A cusual reader. of the "Porcupine™ writes

Oy thot he read Henry Georgels TProgress & Pov-
erky” twenty years ago, and now believes that George's proposal o
tax land-wliues would nob solve the sconomic problems -of to-day. He
thinks predatory rogues would use the tax for their own benefit,

end would prefer o better orpmnisntion of _“the..'business of living."
For many years oppoments of the Henry George policy have declared
in debate that they Ind read "Progress & Poverty" twenty yeors dgo,
and seemed to regard that staboment os a knock-cub-blow likely to
impress hearers who kmnewns 1little about the book as themselvwes.
This, however, is mnot a reflectlon o1L ‘bhe sincerity of the crl"tlc

. referred o above.

Before deciding whe‘hher the Henry George remedy for sooial
problems would be effeckive or ctherwise, critics should ask them=
selves whether they are qualified %o do S0 - twenty yewrs after
reading the book, or at any time. "Progress & Poverty™ is a come
plete work om polwtlcal ec onomy., and al*%:hough a first peruenl .is
Iikely t0 arouse keen interest in an uhbiassed readerts mind,

1 hing less than o careful study of the bodk con impart an under—




