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“One Tax That Cannot Be thfted

By HENRY GECHEE, in the “Ftandard” Hovember f88i

Mo;:t people heheve that ALL taxes can be p‘&ss»ﬂd along_ :
' to the egnsumer, but her{: is one that “stays put” .

SINCE ALL I HAVE EVER WRITTEN on the subject of_- _
ta%ationis based on the proposition {Hat a taxon ldnd values:
cannot fall on production and increase prlces, and sisice there i
no effor that T have been at so much paing to correct as that the
tax we propose would fall on land users and ‘through themon: -
consumers, it is hardly necessary for me to deny that my views
. are correctly represented by the (Detroit Evening) News. But it .
may be worth whitle to point out the érror into which at least
more than one of the professed advocates of the single tag have
faflen, Mothing is to be gairied by having the single tax advocat.”
ed for wrong reasons. Men brought over by erronecus arguments.
can never be relicd.onin a cause that must rest ontruth. The:i -
sound supporteris, in fact, more dangerous than an opponent R
. “1lnless he sees that taxes on land values or économic renf:, Sl
which is what we mean by the single taz, must be borne hythe
owners of the valuable land from which it is collected, and that
- it cannot fall on users of land as usérs, and cannot add to the -
cost of production or increase prices, no One can possibly appres
ciate'either the moral side ofour argument or the full wexght of
the fiscal side, To him the declaration on which Idwellin oy re- ' -
: _cent fetter to the Pope (The Condition of Labor) that what we
' propose “we propose, not 28 a cunnivg dévice of human ingenuity .+
- bufas a conforming of human regulations to.the will of God,7. .0
- and that the sxng}.e tax “is the way intended by God for raiging
- public revenues,”’is a wild mssumption, and the reform fo which
wetook for the emancipaiion of labor beconies nothing more: than SR
: 'a more economical way of coﬂectmg taxesonlabor, 0 o
i The assumptmn that the single taz. wouid ben tax o use. and
: "add to prices necessarily leads to a'small view of its resulfs. It fz :
-pnly: whes the essential difference bétween a tax on land valuey




and a tax on labor prodiicts is seen, that it can be Seer that
ture instead o !

f being & hard mistress 1o some ig indesd & boun
mother to all, and that so {ar from theré being ‘any na
ecessity for that bitter struggle for fife in. whick gome.
S mustivead othiers under foot, theteisin teality enough and mox
o thanenongh for all if we would but act jusily toward-each other
" ‘The furidamental reason why taxes sriiand values cannot &
. omusers or add to prices will always be clear to any.ofe who will
- remember that taxes onJand values or economic rent ARENOT

. TAXES ON LAND, They are taxes, not. on land or on the use.
~ofland; but: on the possession of aspecial privilege, theholding of

ally valusble 1and, the possession of which gives the owner, .-
e uset, the pawer of appropriatinga strplus over and ahoye!
dinary earnings of capital and rewards of labor. While this
o t times be taken by a person whoisat once hothanowne
At a uset of land, it always goes to him as owner and never &
. wiser, and can be separated by, selling or renting the land. What
" 'z tax on land values takesis, inshort, what thie user of land must:
" pay to the owner ofland in rent or purchase price for the pr

as cumer and hever

(. egeof using valuableland. It can thus never fall on the user of
..~ tapd, never increase the cost of production, and never add to

- prices..,. . B R RPN ERS I
© It is this that gives to the single tax its economic and morai
“perfection, We do not claim that it would tax piefiequally, either.
in the sense thatit would call on men for equal sums, or foreguial
. ptopertions of their ‘earnings or their expenditures. We claim fo
it something infinitely higher—that it would:tax men Fustly. EE
woitld not calt onthem to pay imaccordance with their products

- lom;por i accordance with their consumption; not in accord-
' ance with their savingsor their possessions: it would not call on,
“them to pay for the sige of land, the bounty of the Credtor, 1
oyet for those: advantages of the growth 'of society and the’
.- yelopment of civilization that are equaily open to all. But:

o owiould callon them to pay for valuable special privileges whig!
~“the growth, and improvement of society attachi to the particular
L -l'a'rids;ofw’hi‘cb:_'theiy-_are..accorded_pqs'session._ io the exclusionof
i lgthergs=Extractsiro i ax:’

Grn.at article, “Inéidende of the Single
ATl the nations of the world are seeking the solition ofthe
. 'Problem, which is to be found in“‘Progress and Poverty: ™
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