


A SINGLE TAX YIEW OF TRUSTS.
By Loz ¢ Pu;t. 7
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sol keep the combination alive,  Bot shen
businesses control legal monopelies  and
form vombinations of these, then yon bave
wermful trosts,  Angd that is ihe nd of
trast we have (o-day.—the Kiod of trast of
whieh we complain.  The trust question, 1
repeat, is ab bottom aot & guestion of bust-
ness combinations, but s question of legal
monopoly, Tt I8 not to bhe desls with by
restrictive laws, operating uwpon methods
and effects.  Thas would only make bad
conditions worse, You have got to get be-
neath the methods and effocts and get o
the eauses of these bad frusts.  You have
zot to strike at the monopolies which give
them $heir power.  Ahbolish the legal mo-
nopolies that underlie trusts, and trosts will
disappesr.

Take any trust which om its face seems
te he a combinaiion of mere compebitive
interests, 1T it were 8o in fact, ih would be
n wood or ai lenst harmless trust. Bt
seruiinize it and you will find that some-
how, direcily or indirectly, it depends for
ita power upen monopoly. It may have uo
monopoly by mame. It may simply e
saking advaniage of general laws. T may
depend, for example, upon the restrictions
unon free compelition which are imposed
by tariffs, To the extent that ihe tariff

narrows the field of competition, to that
extens it fosters trusts. One of the very
ohjects of ihe tariff is to produce that con-
Yiston of strangulated competition, without
which trosts could not five. 1T we wish to
got vid of trasts, we mash sweep away the
tarifi and make trade as free between. the
people of the worid as it is between the
people of our states.

While single tax men demand the aboli-
tion of the tariff —offering in its place for
revenue purposes an infinitely wiser and
juster sysiemn of taxation, they do not sup-
pose that the abolition of the tarifl would
abolish all trusts. It would abolish a good
many, and weaken the fonpdation of a good
many more, But trusts wounld still be fos-
tered by other and more direct systems of
legal monopolies,

Take the raiiroad for instanee. That is
a highway, and in private hands is o high-

~way monopoly. The monopoly is not in

the cars, or tracks, or tunnels, or buildings,
or anything of that sovt. It is in $ie right
of way—in the lund that constitutes the
ttay’’ as distinguished from the structare,
These hlghway; conneet places, and ic con-
trol them is to control traffic. THailroad
corporations can form oppressive trusis be-
cause they control highway monopalies.
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The vracker trust 1s said to have privileges
Arnd doubtless, if you lnguire

ciosely, vou will lewrn that a frust with an-

innocceat face derives it8 power from rail-
road privileges. Highway monopolies, then,
must b abolizshed, if we would free ous-
selves {rom vieious trusts.
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Railread manopoly lisel! is being subjected
to the rmore powerful monopoly of land at

terminal points.

Let us follew the iden a little forther.
The control of trusts 1 trusts is clearly
among the possibilities of {rust develop-
ment. As partmerships have merged into
corporations snd corpomntions into trasts,
so will frusts merze into trusts of trustg, and
finally into cne =il powertul trast.  Thab is
the tendency. it is aliundy manifest, and
will be a thing nccomplished unless we kill
the trust syriom, >

Suppose, for exumple, that the steol trost
should reach out nml it controls all the
ore mines. Lt would then haveits fuef up-
on the ground, zuta_i 1o competitor
the steel bhusiness conld cope with
But it must ase cosl, s here let
pose, i8 one conl t which bas reached
out nniil i conber ! the coal mines. it
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