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LETT E R S .
TO THE EDI,Tonff;}-.;

Libertarinns

To the Editor:

Your April 30th editori-
al "Tho trouble with
libertarians,’ has been in
my "“things to do”’ {older
awailing lthe propeor mo?
meénl [or a response. To-
day seemed like the
appropriate lime.

You were crilicized by
a number of supposed
libertarians for advocal-
ing broad-based tax sup-
porl far mass transil. You
responded thal while “'a
volunlary scciely .. .isa
worlhy goal,” we must
“evnlve in that direction
without impairing , our
day-to-day survival.’

© On the issue-of mass
transit, those who have a
vested inlerest in Phila-
delphia’s economy mighi
consider a8 plan Llhat
charges uscr fces (say,
three times what is cur-
renlly charged) only to
- those who are loavmg the
_city, This plan might be-
come a deciding [aclor
for those (rying to decide

whether 1o work in Phila-.

" delphija bul live in su!Jur-
batr communilies. '

As for the raising of
roevenues from taxation,
the dvailability of such
public services plays a
significant role in pushing
-up tand volues: therelore,
that increase is an ap-

needed revenue,’
A queslivn you raised

askod why it is thal all so- |

.cielies in hislory have
passed lhrough feudal-
ism., FFeudalism is parl of
the *natural scheme: of

.things where the hunlers’

proloctor class manages
to also approprinte the
lands of an agrarien
socigly.

O all the socielies in
hislary, Murray Rothbard
way able {o f[ind only
ong-~the .Celli¢ Irish—
who mmmped to thwart
the rise of a.monopolis-
hr/npprcqwe slate. . This
d‘;lr‘d only as long ns

{ thase people remalnod

: rierImle(FIrnm mualnsireaom
Eurasian culture. The En-
glish then brought feudal- -
jsm . and - its . elitist

. slructure to l:berntarmn

Ir(,land
Statism is, unforlunatﬂ—'
ly, the direction in which-
the elitists have laken us.
Mainstream conserva-
lives. want the liberty of
: being able, to establish '
monnpolisl;c capitolism ¢
- without resirlc[xon while

é diclating coritrols over in- *
in ;ihe.*

dividual actions
* realm of morality..
" -Mainstream’ ljberals'
.call for freedom of choice,’
‘but ars unabie to accepl .
a compeuuve €conomic ;

.model : where there s
fallure E i
" Both.. groups’ operate

under assumptions. of.

¢ group hierarchy—of lead- .

. ers making the decisions
: and followers doing what
‘ they are told i do.-. . ¢
The - libertarian sees
these philosophical con-'
flicts and prefers the
dangers. of , private mo-;
nopoly to state monopoly,
the libertarian extols the
viriues of private schools,’
hospitals, . roadways, -
police "protection and
courts——a society built on
kprlvals ‘contracls. | :
%' Whal you have pointed -
out is .that liberlarian-
¢ philosophy. doés net pro-

propriale source for the |/ vide the framowork for

an incremeiital, evolution-

ary dismantling of the ex-:
isting struclure thal will

also provide each citizen

the birlhright of - equahty

- of opporlumiy

Those . who scriously

wani, 1o achieve the goal
of a socue,ly based on
vnlunlury contracls.
should look to whal the’
Georglsts have been say—'
\.-ing for; the last century.:
0 The problem with the |
Zworld economy and the
“ primary juslification Ior
heavy-handed govern-
_ment/inlerventjon in our! h
“daily lives has ostensibly. "
beon lo soften the effects

) ‘iiomsm e

Pinto

.‘ of tax and property laws
 that have hmloncally pro-}

ectéd ' the “weaith . and’.
power. ‘of the few. - .
We “need- tax-'and.

s properiy laws, that. wiil ¢

stimulats a universal rise |

in the consumplion power .

of cilizens " everywhere!

. throbghout the world. We
Eﬁ; need equahly of opportu-

nity*and an’ erosion of'
mmmpohsl:c plotec

. The Georglst proposal
is to graduslly réduce arid.:
‘then: eliminate all taxa-‘
fion': lmposed -on- the.:
iprodiiction - of physlcal
iwealth ;(i.e!, .l end wagea

.,

itaxes, :sales™ taxes, - per- -

.:sonal property taxes, in- -
‘heritarice taxes snd that
‘portion of the real estate’;
tax falling on' improves’
‘ments).”At the same time, .
make up the lost revenue
by epplying-a higher rate.’
of -taxation’ to ‘the ".as.:
sesged value of land and '
nalum] Fesources: 114 -1l
S1will! anhczpale your
qucshon by "answering !

what thi would[ BC-
compligh; IR
sf - Land: and nalural

‘resonrces have.a "'zero
pmduchon cost.'" Except
“for the facl that the slaie
:has " permitled ;'privale
‘coptrol: over land: and
‘natural’ researces, each-
ol us .could nccess them
‘equally; Our government
guve away large portions
uf this country to the rail-
roads hnd to speculalors,
What ¢ . litde © " land
homeslaaders oblained
evenlually lound its way .
the - hands of the

;powerlul, "whose ' in-’

Aluence in the state and.

.federal governments endv'-'
.ed forever Jefferson’s vi-"

sionof a natmn of yeomﬂn )
Jarmers.: B !

Ioday. ‘the Sourt‘e ol
this nalion's’ malerial
wenlth is controlled by «-
vory smalf number of peog-
ple: over 90% of all e
privately-held land in ihe
Uniled - States Is . con-
trolled by lese thon 5% of

. change.

s

. our populalion. This and.
worsa. goncentratioris of
londownership - exisl
throughout thée antire
world, = 4.0

*  As o resilt, we live un-
der a very unstable global

_ecenomy, a fact thosé in
powsr use to enlrench:
and expand their conlrols

* over economic (and polit-
ical) aclivily. Whether'we-

latk about the stales
socialism of - the Soviel

* Unioni, or slale-capilalism
as exists in much of Lalin
America, or simply the
heavy state-inlervention
of the Uniled Stales and
Weslern Europe, the long
run oulcome is the des-
truction of what individu-
al liberlies we have lefl.-

Al least we Georgists
have identilied a way aul
[Arom under the grip of

“stalism. While [ have lit-
tle hope that those who
have f{ooled themseclves
into thinking socialism is
anylhing but a road to
slavery, 1 am puzzled by i
the narrow-mindedness .|

of many libertarians, who

ought o pull their heads
out of the sand and gel in
lhere with us Georgisis in
our fight.lor meanlngfu!

. “Edward . Dod';rm
~ Cherry Hill

Id:lurq comment: - In‘
my view. your generally
hicid discussion dcgener-
ales into rhetoric precise-
ly when you reach your
cenlral peinl. Who are
“the powerful” of whom -
you speuk, and precisely
how did all that land “find -
its way into their hands"'?
You assume ® that lanc
ownership is all blessings
and no hassles, but d
landlord in North Phila-
delphia might- tell .you
otherwise. Ditto_for, the, [
owner of a farm-on the;
Israeli-Syrian border. ;
And if 909 of -the land is}
controlled by less than 5%6:
of the people, so whm?l
Many people . have no!
desire to own land,” in!
cluding many rich and.
powerful people—Wall,
Street investment bank-
ers, for example.” !
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