


The Professors and the
Singie Tax
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on this question. Scores
s, including those who
t eminence, as well those
nction, have long besn magnani.
"f ax.

have dltd!m‘d i
growing to «d
mousty hospitable to the discussion of the
Cranting the eccentrivitios or abe
taxers, such as the Spencerian ¢
vate property in ihe Im(f itself,— that is. for men
to own land in 1 wrong, and the
economic allucin ation that it might be admin
tratively possible to take in taxation one handred
per cent or all of economic rent, may it not stifl be a
fair guestion to propound to the professors whether
they have atperpie 1 to separate the essential
substance of the Single Tax proposal from the excres-
cences that have accumnlated about it and to con-
sider the main tssue solely on its merits.  Have they
aot rather shown a tendency to eomphasize and
magnify the irvelevant and meonsequential conten-
tions of misguided advorates ol the Single Faz, to
the neglect of its central thes

The first guestion of course, as to the real
importance of the Single Tax theory. If that impor-
tance 18 »&ufﬁ('ie i, should not the subject find place
in the laboratory of the professor, where, by patient
wrefl a.m“.y s, qualitative and guantl
dross s separated from gold?  Has the Singl
received at bis hands discriminating esamination
and elucidation? Can it be claimed that the pro-
fessors as a class have so studied as to reach an
accepied sclemtific analysis and understanding? A
careful examination of the discussions of the Single
Tax in the fermal treatises on political economy
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common uses, “the taldag by the community, for
the wse of the community, of that value which i
the creation of the cowmunity *—ihe just
which will, T venture to say, be ne H
aine out of ton of the coonemists of the woerle 3
did e not say that the single taxer hangs his hope
upon the fact that. however heavy the LR
land, it can be no Lurden upon the workert and
cannot affect the use value of b has ap Yold”
tax, 'ia e 4 tax which was ups o ool when it

to {he presear owner, is not now & burden
upon him—that only a future “new’’ tax would be
a net deduction from the rent of his lapd—that a
fand owaer per sz is not a “parasite’” exeept to the
extent that he fails in s landlord-daty 1o impeove
his land, —to the extent anly that he stands between
mag and the land and becomes a speculator, a
orneror of o oneeessary of life?
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SPGLIATION OF THE MIDDLE CLARS

Apain, Prof Fohason represents the F&iziﬂr‘le*
Tax as “essentinlly 2 device for the spoliation of f the
middbe class.”  When a maza buys land in Beging
for $5,0600) and sel ten i Tater for 200,000,
whoe is it, will Peofessor Johason toll us, that i
saddled with the swintesance of this $195,000 of
Fwater” i not the Sgreat middle elass” of Reging,
Lhe class whose lprovements, of all others the world
aver, geiwrally excend the site value of their land,
and to whom, therefore, the remisdon of laxes on
their improvements would be fanlamouni
pensation ratlier than conliscation since thelr tax
¢ Ur agaia, to
t, i the lind wvaliues of the city
catile, state of Washington, whicl: in 1901 we
1000 are ten vears Tater in 1911, $251,000, U(i!l
who 15 to pay the {ases eventually necessary o
maintain this added $2T1 000,000 spec ulative value
H it is aot the midille olass, the occupiors, wsers and
imgwovers of the !a[sl of Seattle?  One advantage
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pUrchase price is l(n!.wz. ] i % will be highsr, and
wice verye. Prol, Johnsos has overlooked the fact
that one-third of the farmors are :
Look o shete landbeds 1o pay the land o
the two-thirds whe are owners and cultvators, the
gone remedy will apely thai, wer adver
the effect apoe any particalar © of lawwd owners,
their atleged injury cannot obtaln beyvond two or
thece stions A fart higst, Yha ¥ OCaE W0 aime
i ound of complaing bevond Laving thew
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SOURCE OF PRESENT COLOSHAL
INDUSTRIALISM

ceording to Professor Jobnson, 1t was the ao-
Vincrement which opened the West aned land
for our present colossal industrialisn. .

¢ i of thousands from cor middice
the Canadian Morthwese.” It was, he
colares,  the wnearmed  dncrement  rather  than
the bunger and wanderdust of militons that creaced
a vast surplos of food predocts. 1 s the cral
impression that the iiilszgw of the millions developed
their food supply along the !iz‘;(?. of least Lanot.
Is 1t not free lend that 1 hundred years has
;)mmol“rl the westward ‘iid{, MNow that this laad
1z ne lemger free for use but wmonopolized out of use,
the “Westward Ho!” man has no one to defend him
from the specslator in the increment who wants to
sell him his land at o “watered” price. So he
falls in with the carrent 1o Canada wheee 2 govern-
ment shows Iaterest enough 1o help pay his travel-
g expeises from some distant country, gives him
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i our present system, the burden of the
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the “old” belevers in Henry George
minority do not at all follow the prnff\" ors ki their
interprstation,  Mr [II')EI!‘ : A5, Shearman, who
made » selentific exposition of the Ringle Tax, which
no one claims to have successfully diig,u:l-\"edv
not even been involed as o commentator, and
whole Toi of didactic maite on of Henry
oot {formula-——malter ceived high
academic indorsement  as : fucational ma-
terial,—escap the noiwe of  shoold-be-careful
coopomic  geides.  These aoted 1 w!1¢>11!<1
grasp the fact that t'];é are, ., hell-
wethers of a great and perennial flock of ctizens in
the malang, even a ?*»ui aimon of old doubiless had
grasped the profousd sociological ;.a”m.h that when
the king takes soufl all the people sneeze, o per
coption which presusably accounied in uo smal
degree for the temperance and wisdom of his habits.
The professors ]11\9 a i'“’hi w behieve i they
choose, that Honry s thought the 'mplp
cation of his rome ventually in the
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the academis
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FANATION OF FUTURE INCREMENT

The propesal 1o ke o faxation a substantial
part of the future increment of land value, o which
ready and wide assent has Leen givon, Is discussed
!w oy two of the elev en writers under scratiny.
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A MODUS OPERANDI

But assiaing that the people
bhave wn converted, and that
is o the books, will not
olicated by indetermi
matical calculations?
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Single Tax when once de
as an example.  Meantime, lu s heep pe
watch {or the point where the alleged conbe
enters into the caloulaiion.

ax statule
ton b com-
wihe-

1 a3 an
hanically
on of alh‘
icded nlmn talking

For instance, applied to the
of a specific ot of land for whic

pays a gi rromnd rent of say
Of which unt there s now ¢
taxation

Leaving a net income o the owaer of

The selling value, {presumably also the
o valnation), wonkd Le,

Sﬁl,i){'iiﬁ'?ﬁ!_l

ding io take yearly rom sow on
one per cent additional of the g
ground rent of 367 .20 for a periesd of
thirty vears, wouak] amount in all o
30 per cent of $67 .20 equal o . 16

Which, added to the tax already tuken  $17.20

Would give at the end of th
from the §EO00 worth of Tam
everything else being cxempted
tax of i

§37 .36
Which is o 4rifle gmore than opebalfl of
the gross ground rect of }67 .20
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a proper shaping of revenne methods, whether of
town, city, state of Dation.

This article then Is our sarnest plea for a new trial
with a change of venue with reasonable assurance
of a fair verdict apon the Single Tax asknown toits
friends.

It is o parade review of the “human” professors
face to face. allowing us the satisfaction of telling
not only how much we think of theny, bt what
we don't think of them.

it is the disavowal of an alin at the wholssale
conversion of the world to a following of Henry
George and his writngs in fofe.

It comfains the neediul reiteration of the fact
that Herbert Spencer was wrong when he said that
“orivate ownevship in fand is not permissible,”
bt was right in taking back out of thirteen sec-
tions of Chapter IX of Social Statics® the six only
which related solely to this point; and that Henry
Gegrge was right when he sald that “the jelni or
common right” of men is not te the land but o
the rent of land,

fncidentalty it embraces also an exemplification
of the administrative simplicity of the taxation of
ecoaomic rent.

With apologies for these works, as it were of
supererogation, we rest from oar labors and pray
for the fruition of a great hope.
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