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To the Editor:

In seversl edltmns of
the Welcomat during the
past year [ have present-.
eda ieory of justice built
oh the acceptance of two
premises. The first is that
the earth is the birthright
of all mankind; the se-
cond, that natural proper-
ty must be produced by
human labor and capital
goods.

The first statement
simply means that be-
cause we are all human, .

we have a natural right to

equally access nature in
order to nuriure our sur- -
vival. What we then;
produce by our efforts is
our property, o which we
have total and mahenable
rights.

From this ceniral the-
ory of justice, I have at-
tempted to show where
cur own and other socie-

ties have succumbed to
positive law incongislent
with these principles. I .
have argued thal land .

ownership, which is stat-

ic and produces nothing, ,
has no basis of legitimacy -

urider just law, -
Land ownership
therelure, a privilege (in

is, -

the form of a license to |
use} rather than a right |

. associated with natural
" property. As a license lo
" use,
should bring its return lo
the entire citizenry rather
_than any individual user.

land ownership

“importantly, what is

produced by the individu-
al after paying for such a
license must, if just prin-
. ciples are to be followed,
" be treated as property.
¢ Any attempt by the state
or other parties to confis-
cate. such property by
! taxation or force viclates
. the principle of justice

¢ and is theft. This restates :

- my. position as succinctly
aslecan, .

::heading “Libertsrians,”

. the game,

“land and took

i uo- .

"You suggest m res;mn- ‘
se to my recent laetier {July
:23), published under the

: that my presentation “de-
generales into rhetoric.” .

What is most intrigaing i$

- that you do so not on the :
basis of principle or fact,
but on an apparent fack
of historical perspective.
The history of how the '
territory we now occupy
was acquired and setiled .

‘should be example
enough.

It took the native tribal
groups a while, but they
eventually came o under-
stand the danger to their .
culture and very survival

"in the presence of the Fu-
ropeai, The first major-
Aattempt to thwart . the
‘westward advance of the
whites was miade by the
great Ottawa chiel, Pon-

tiac. His own people were -
disorganized, iechnologi-
cally backward and nu--

merically inferior. T

Histerian Alen Eckert,
in his narrative The Con-
querors, writes that Pon-:
tiad “‘did not think it was

.possible that any of the
tnbes could {ail to {all in

with  him when he ex-
plained to them how the
English destroyed the
forests and fields, killed
laid waste
wherever they wenl,

. spread sickness and hurt.

and. most of all, drove the ~
Indians from iheir own',
©it as’
theirs."” '

As Pontiac then knew,
and as other Indian chiefs
wpuld learn, *“*the [whltes]

:were all the same—give
i them one tree and thay -
j took the forest, give them
'one foot of ground and
‘they look acres. Qive
"them acres and they togk
' the couniry.”

-+ Pontiac had reason to

"fight against the massive
‘denial of rights he and his
fellow tribesmen. ex- .
. perienced: but he too -

.'been a pefiod or place in

"} ture has, beenithe rule.

{s}corporate and govern—

would hmre kept the land i
" for his own people had he 3
_-'been able to do 8o,
-iiThere hag rarely ever

- history where-the princi-
J ple of equal access to na-:;

! Palitics has always stood |
Fini the way of justice. The
[ tribes of North. America
often used land common-

‘tain’ "exclusive " control |
over territory against all |
others: History is an end-
less series of- attempts to ;
monopohze ndture. @
ii+So0 while' I. commend
your willingness to print
ideas with which you do?
" not agree, 1.cannot help'E
‘but feel sorrow tha¥,
can respond. *'So what?

‘to the. knowledge that
- control over the world's -
iisamd and  natural ‘re- |
! sources is becoming more ]
and more concentrated.
- Moreover, 'land - and
5 capltal ownership in the '
i United ; States” have be- |
i come concentrated in the -
he.nds;r of ‘a - rdpidly.
decreasmg number of

{ ment entities."

e While there ig .no. dlB—
| tinct land-owning class or
. capitalist class, our soci-.
='ety, is_expefiencing a !

: growing - maldistribition

. of wealth UWIIBl‘Ship The !}

,ownershm of ' stocks; |
_VYonds and govermment {
‘gecurities : (represenia-
}
}

‘tions of phySlC&]_WEEllih]
"is’_also hlghly concen- !
trated It : ‘
“Over: tlme, lit has be—-a_
‘come “Higre ‘and : mor
difficult fwithout heavy
“state intervention for th
! Jandless or the capitalles
person to compete in suc
: an arena. The situation in
'-‘most uther countrles i
far worse.. " {1 £
, The tragedy is that far J
i too many of those who are
genumely concerned '
E about the glg})pl maldis- -

3 unquestmmng wstat:stg;
They, want to nationalize
mdustry.} 3 natxonaliza%
land, nationalize eHuca- }| i
tion, nationalize medicine & 43 :
and nationalize. quahty ,u
of dxstrlbutmn T

_The Marxists wou.ld do i
so without regard to in-}

i 1. dividual e ntmbutmna to;

- production, | TR
if those ¢ on the loft win, 'ﬁ
we end up with state go- !
. cialism; if those ont the !
 right win, We end up with {
¢ state capitalism; if we do '}
; nothing wé will continue: :
! to experierice a deteriora- |
' tion of respect far natuir-"
-~ al property and a society,
existing in'a condition of
strife between the havesi*
. and the hdve nots. ‘ ;f:
i Either w‘ay. in the Blld

- ing natura propsrty an'
begin collecting for redis-
~ V" tribution tha values at
* tached to the granting, ofi

.- licenses to | access natu;a

”Edward] 'Dodgon’
Cherry Hill, N.J.-

Eeath, ria. BENR-

‘can you - bring about a 't
redistribution - of: Iund
ownersh:p] without some'|
‘ form of corpulsion—-thdt :
is, statism? And how can -
,you be sure that such a
"distributi m - would be:
-more fair than what we:
thave now? +And: what:
‘would you do abotit all the

' peaple like'me who would |
:just as- sobn’ forego the"
,responmbzhtxes of- land::
ownership and focus our’
_talents and ienergies. ;m‘
other dmec nons? B
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