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The United States 4is thistorically vnigque awong the earth's
powerful vatiov-states, fotr Awericavs -- the overwheloming
majority of wuvs -- bave enjoyed a greater degree of iJdondividual
freedow zvd voniforwly ecoforced political rights for a prolovged
period. Dutipvg this sawe period much of the rest of the world
has fallen victiwm to very oppressive power struggles. At one
extreme ate those people subjected to totalijtariao rule (wore ot
less Morxist-Lenipnist b practice); a second group of extremists
govern avthoritaritively as swal) elites ot military
dictatorships. All are policeé states where basic buwan rights
are suvbordivated or denied ipn favor of pasitivist law. Ibp such a
© world as this, we should be very covcerved with tbe futvre of

dewaocracy. The teal] guestion is what are we to do?

The first step ipn attewpting to aevswer this questiow is to
jdentify the ressons why evepts bave wupnfolded as they bave,
Perbaps thbeo we cav ewbsark vpov a covrse that sevves our true
national Joterest; whichb, I svggest, Js to evcovtage tLhe
protecticp of iJndividvalisw withio a8 systew characterized by
cooperative, participatory government. Those values and ovrx

democratic experience bave a solid foundation iuv our forefatber's

Avglo-Saxov beritage.

The Epnglish deserve a great deal of credit for the evolution

of participatory goveruwent, avd io wavy ways our society is av

exteution of their experiment,. Evgland's citizenry ©bore the



burdens of covquest, feudaliswm, wonarchy, the epnclosure of the
cowwons and aristocratic dowmimatiov -- apd fought loveg and bhard
for a voice im self-governive. However, any attewpt to draw a
direct copmectiov between that strvegegle o Evgland svd the
developwent of democracy io Awmerica euds wvp a dasvgerous

propoesitico.

A closer exawivation of history reveals thbat the Parlisment
of eightecntb century Evglavd was far frow dewmocratic iv either
pbilosopby or action. Despite the  owgoinmg political battles
against absolute monarchy, the participatory goals of
Parljawent's defenders were partowly focused on the juterests of

the landed aristrocracy avd wealthy wexrchant class,

What chavged the covrse of history and set the stage for the
evolution of England's own political ecobnomy was the discovery
and evevtual settlewment of the North Awerdicav covntivent. After
the turn. . of the seventeenth cepntury the wigration of settlers to
the New World grew tspidly, whbile the coutinuous <covflicts
between Evgland aud its peighbors (botb in the British Isles aod
oo the Europesv countivmevnt) ptevented suy weanivegful] attemwpt by
Kive or Parliament to ivvoke a tight reigo over the colomies. To
do so would bave required 2v evorwouvus wilitary presevce, at a
cost the sristocracy would never approve and, as Spaiop
discovered, the citizenry <could oot sustsin. Sowe jnsight into
the reasco why this sitvatiovn prevailed iJis to be found im the

bistory of England's civil wars:



The vital period in the forwation of Britaio's
policy towards ber Arwy was the period of governwment by
Cromwell's wmajor-generals, The pecple of England were
then svbjected to a wilitary dictatorship, they were
rvled by Arwy officers who were professional soldiers,
and who «++ wusvally bad vno stake jn the country, sud
often were wilitary adventvrers. Their governwent was
barsh avd arbitrary, avd the nation cawme to detest the
very name of the Arwy.,

After the Restoration, natiop avd Parliawment were
equally determined that never agaiv should the Arwy be

io the bavds of wmen likely to brivg abouvt 2 wilitary

revolution and iwpose a wilitary dictatorship. With

this object, purchbase was iJntrtoduced when 2 staunding

Arwy was forwed in 1683. Men were to becowme officers

ooly if they covld psy down a substavntial suw for their

commission; that s, if tbey were wen of property with

2 stake io the covmtry, vot wilitary adveontuvrers.*

Raisineg arwmies Juriveg the eighteenth century to serve as
.policewmen and protectors of fivancial interests iv the colonjes
cost a great desal of woney; tbis was a task the English
Parliawent left largely to colonial wilitia -- a decision they
lived to eventually vregret. The die was cast with the birth of
the first geveration of native "white".  Awericans. In wvo other
place were so wany people of European stock enjoyimg such a high
degree of Jvndependence aud Jadividval freedows. They were
virtuvally free of oppressive governwent jvterference; and, unlike

the vast majority of their English cousius, had free dccess to

the bounty vature provided for the takinvng.

The original Awericsvn character (arising out of cooperative
enterprise avd self-svfficievcy) was forged ivp this opev systemw
of political economy., The experience of freedow sparked the

natvral demavd for jondividual patticipation Jip the process of



goverwning avnd also a distrust of ceovntralized suvthority. These

wetrte extrewmely jwportaont allies to Englisb (and other Evropean)

inde

democrats who wevre Fighting for the tvights which srose 8 the
frontier tbat wass Awetrica. This observation led American
econowjst Peter Drucker to conclude (iuw THE FUTURE OF INDUSTRIAL
MAN, 1942):

-.. the possibility of ewigration to the free soil

and the equal opportunities of the United States were

tbe safety valves ... which kept the Evropean social

system from blowivng uvp.

Altbough the draw of North Awmerica was powerful, the
subsequent history of Evrope pro§ed to be violent =2vd brvtal,
with sowe Jmportant exceptiouns. "The Awerican Revolution,"
writes Drucker, "brought victory and power to a grouvp which in
-Evrope bad been salmost cowpletely defeated and whbichb was
spparentiy dying oyt tapidly: the apticentralist,
antitotalitarian covnservatives with their bostility to absolute
and centralized .goverowment and their distrust of any rule
claiwing perfection., It saved the avtovowous cowwmon Jaw frow
subwersion vunder perfect Jaw codes; and it re-established
independent Jaw covrts. Above all, it reasserted the belief in
the imwperfection of wan as the basis of freedow.”" What is most
interesting is this view of -~ the Awmerican trevolution as
'

] . ) . F3 I . - »
conservative” in otrigio awnd actiou. This counclusion is

extremely jwportant.

Free access to Jand weant av 2lwost universally propertied



American citizenry (slaves avd covquered nwnative peoples the
notable exceptions). The vew Awetricans eventually fought Evgland
as any indigenous people would fight sgainst a foreigo invader --
in order to protect thedir rvrights to Jlanded avnd other private
propevrty, as well as their freedow frow centralized avtbority.
Their victory weakevned the strevgth of the anfiédémocratfc tegime
in Evgland aud looseved its wovnopolistic grip ow the Eunglish
population, wbo vow had 2 powerfuvl political savd ecomowic weapon
at their disposal -- the opportunify of migration to Awerica. The
reception given to Adaw Switb's THE WEALTH OF WNATIONS, av
antjcentrist, avntimercoantilist doctrive, provides evidevnce that

this chavge was gasivning wowmentuw.

After wore thaov two bundted years, dewmocracy is owbce againv
seriovusly threatened auvnd is at risk. Population bas grown wmany
fold, and with it the powers of the State. The days of the
frootier aud dJts free access to lavnd are alsoc gone; owvly one
frootier rewmaius, that of ovter space. But we are still far frow
being able to colovize thbe wuwmiverse Jv great puwmbers. With the
Jaud of the esarth carved into established political States and,
withio tbose States, controlled by private iJoterests ot
goveroment conceruvns, the conflict between . tbose who are
propetrttied svd those who are propertyless bas reached a stage of
critical iotensity arovnd the world -- jocluding Jin the United

States. Irovnicelly, this inevitability was seen by two Englisbwen

at the beginonivmg of this century ~-- whose <calls for positive



change fell ovn deaf ears.

First came Max Hirsch; o 1901 bis book DEMOCRACY VERSUS
SOCIALISM attacked vnot ounly Fabiav sccialisw but alsc what he saw
a8 common svnd fuvudawental violations of natural rights in  the
so-called dewmocratic states. "Ivdividvalisw, the ful) freedow of
each jodividval, liwited ovly by the equsl freedow of 9l) others,
has wvever yet ©beew reached, and the sociel dJojustice nuvow
ptevailineg exists, ot on accoupt, wvor iuv spite, of
Individuvalisw, but through Jiwmitations of TIndividualisw Jmposed
or acquiesced juw by the State." That was Max Hitsch's
indictwent. As be saw i#t, voderlying the denjal of trve
Individvelism were a whole bost of State-sanctioned wovoopolies.
Of particular concern were those wanwade ]aws.and policies that
suppotrted the <concevntrated control ovetr a vatiou's lavd aovd
natural resouices (which Hirsch believed could not be
legitimately viewed as private wealth, since they were the source
of wealth for all citizens). That the State might coutral these
thiovgs tbrough a policy of "natiovalizatioun" was, thought Hirsch,
as vundewoctratic as their covtrol by a swall nuvwmber of private
joterests. Av ideotical positiov was taken v the political

arena by Wivnstoo Churchill.

At Kive's Theatre in Edinbureb, ov Msy 17, 1909, Churchill
similarly attacked these same wovnopoly juoterests.
Io this country we bave Jowvg enjoyed the blessing

of free trade ..., but asgajost these Jnestimable
bevefits we bave the evils of au voreformed and vicious



lapd systew. Ib no great country {ovo the pnew world ox
the old have the working people yet secured the double
advontage of Free Trade and Free Land together, by
whichb I wmeav a coumercial systewm and a lavd systew from
which, so far as possible, all forws of monopoly have

been vigorously excluded.

At tbe end of that speecb, Churchil)] gquoted Cobden
(Eugland's stavnch free trader of an earlier era): "You who shall
iibetate the land will do more for your .country tham we have iu

the liberation of jts cowmerce.'

Ovr fajlure to tTecognize this threat to dewoctacy and to
work toward temovimg the wonopolistic character frowm our systew
0% landownership has given revewed emergy to the political forces
that call for centrism -- and con ouly lead to avthoritariauiswm
apd totalitarianiswm. This process is evident iv ovr own covotry,
whete Jless thavm 3 percent of owr cjtizens owuwp (eithet
judividually or throvegb corporate -stock owonershbip) mearly 95
percent of all the privately-owned land and natural resovrces of
the wnatioon. As a resuvlt of this coocentration, we bave
experienced a continvous bowbardwent of reactiomary activities =--
uvniopism, protectioniswm, Tesovrce and'indﬁstty nationalizatiouns,
as well as massive governmevntal-intervention ju every \aspect of
our lives. This trend wouvld wvot bhave surprised Max Hirsch; vor
would the tremendous awmount of waste, fraud and corruptionm that

chatacterizes our society. Agaiu, frow DEMOCRACY VERSUS

SOCIALISM, be writes:

v

... where dewmocratic governwents bhave wundertaken
the conduct of idvdustrial fuvoctions, the task bas
generally falJlen into wvoreliable and jocompetent



bavnds. Universal experfence proves that the wore

detailed governwental fuvctions becowe, the wmore they

deal with fodustrial watters, the Jess Jofty is the

type of politicion. Abvse of power, veglect of duvty,

favourtism avd jobbery bave beevw the almost universal

accompavniment of jodustrial politics.

Democtracy cavnpot thrive where State covntrol is called on to
mitigage private wovopoly; that is wnot a8 selutionm to the
problem. State contro] eventvally becowes more davngerous and
oppressive despite whatever  wotives ate claiwmed. Both Winstoo
Churchill ‘and Msx Hirsch put forth the sawme proposal fot
protecting the future of dewmocracy, anm idea iJoherited frow the
Amerjcan political econowmist and reforwer, Henty George. What bhe
demanded was that those who owned thbe land be Tequired to pay anv
apnval tax equal to the full} POTENTIAL avpoual rental value of the
land countrolled. Then,‘to the extent perwitted by legitimate
revevve needs, tax nothjog else -- Dot wages notr the valuve of any
income derived fromw the production of goods otr services
performed. .This is a formula wbich rewards wealtbh-creating aud

cooperative activity -- as €xisted o the frontier days of eatrly

America.

Ovr system of redistribution of incowe, wmost of which cowes
from the earniugs of labor and capital, bas resuvlted ipn a growing
division sawovg cur citizens  avnd the developwent of class
conflicts.  Moreover, extrewely favorable treatwent of land auvnd
resource boldivngs for taxXx puvrposes has wmade speculation in these
areas a major forw of "investwent" activity awobng the very

wealthy i our country. Here is a privary cauvse of inflation;



tbe price of land bas gone far above whbat wost potential vsers
can pay (wheo it can be bad at any price), resultimg in the

growing upvewploywent of both buwawm and capital resources.

While Thowas Jeffetsov recopguized the dasvwgers being carried
over frowm the English systew avnd feared that the seeds of
division were already underwasy even as tbe Revolutionary War was
ending, it was Tom Paive (wore than auy other .leader of the tiwme)
who vvnderstood what was peeded to secure the future of the vew
natioun.

Man did wpot wake the earth sovd, thougb be bad 2
natural right to occupy it, be bad vo right to locate

as bis property iu perpetwvwity suy part of dt; nejtber

did the Ctesator of the earth open a lavnd office, from

whence title deeds should issue ... it is the value of

the jwprovewent ouly, sud vot the earth jtself that is

individval property. Every proprietor, therefore, of

cultivated land owes to the cowwmibnity a grouwmd rent,

for I know wno better terwm to express the jidea by, for

the land which be bolds; and it is from this ground

reot that thé fuod proposed in this plan is to issve.

Over two bvodred years bhave passed. A civil war bas been
fought. Two global wars 2s well. Science bas produced vncounted
advances jv our ability to uvtilize vatvte wore productively and
with great efficiency; we bave so far been able to obtaio wore
frowm Jess. Thus, even though wuch of +the wation's sovrce of
wealth is drifrijug ioto fewer avd  fewer bhasvds, ouvr <citizens
rewafn optimistic. Ovly 9 few jodividvals today 7realize the
"seriousness of these problews, The questiovn is vnot whetber the

tremgining dewocracijes will succuwmb to <control by centralized

authority, but how loog the ivevitable will take to occur.



Democracy is at «tisk and only tbe dewocratization of access to
iand and wvatural resources caon tip the balaoce back in dts
favor. This political struggle is, wore tham apny other, the

determining factor in thbe cooflijct between wauo awvd the State.
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