takes that part of the products of laber
which the lahorer CANNOT retain, and
which if not taken in taxes will go to the
fand-gwners.”

Ax o labover a man can no more re-
ceive vent that he can jomp to the moon.
A worker can receive only wages. If he
receives rent it is AB a land-owner, The
same with capital. This iz called a “logi-
eal necessity”. For a worker to receive
rent is & “logical impossibility”. A far-
mer is often a landlord-daborer-capitalist,
He is then a person who is three logical
individaals,

The “Common-term” Wealth {or labor
products] in political economy is a term
which has thres individuals, When Rob-
msen Crusoe Hist landed on the island
a1l that he produced (io. wealth) was
the “individual”, wages. Later whea he
ohiained some capital from the wreck
the wealth he produced became the twe
logical individuals, wages and iolerest.
There was no rent individual On an is-
fand Iike Manhattan the weslth pro-
dueced thereon is divided, of logical ne.
cessity, into the three mdividuals, rent,
wages and interest. €. LeBaron Goeller
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Labor, Government revenue to be paid
by holders of speciat privileges in terms
ui rent.

By HEMRY GRORGE

While the singletax . . . wmust take
the products of labor—for it is only in
the products of labor, or their representa-
tives, that taxes can be paid—it dogs not
take from the laborer. it only takes that
part of the products of labor which the
laborer canuot retain, and which i not
taken in taxes will go to the land-owners.

Approaching the matter in this way
the guestion may suggest itsell, “Ounght
nut the whele product of lebor po to
the laborer?” The answer iy, No; the
whole product of labor ought to go to
the laborer ouly where the natural op-
portanity which he uses iz such as any
other laborer can get. Where the op-
portunity of which he is recorded the use
i o superior one, then in order to seourg
equality he should contribute for the use
and benefit of all an amount eqguivalent
to the suneriority of the opportunty
which he is permitied to use,
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Or to put the matier in anvther way

Lubor i the producer of wealth {or
Iabor produc = of he-
ing ilz{ active and %;wmm ‘?df‘im Yabor
cannol produce  without having  some-
thing 0 oroduce from. That somothing
consists of the material and forces of
nature, the passive or responsive factor
in producing, which are all comprehend-
cd pnder the term land,

This 15 what the Single-Tux does. Tt
would not fall at 2l on those who wee
wsing only land of no special advantage,
Such land would have no value, and con-
seqaently would be Hable to no tax. it
would only fall on those who were hotd-
ing peculiarly valuable land, and on
them, not in proportion o their labor,
not in proportion to what they did, but
i1 proportion to the spsecial value of the
opportanity they held, and from which
they, therefore, kept out others—for #
iz this value of opportunity which gives
z value to land ivespective of improve-
ments. The Standard,” Jan. I, 1880
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NOTE-It is well to inform the reader
of the foregoing article that Mr, Ceorge
uses his words in the pure scientifie,
potitico-seonomic sense, He always has
in mind that a hlmrm being is consider-

ed in politice] economy as a ta-uns Der-
s, Thas he may be a lbover, or a bnd-
hodder, or & cepitalist, Or he might be a
combination of anv two or thres of these,
e might be a worker (laborer) svho
gwned some capital and thus would be
lahorer-eapitalist. 1§ he also owned some
bad be would be a i&}b()i‘(‘!*i‘lil)ig"d}i“i_
landowaer. Ur he might he a capitalisk-
Lindowner and not d(; any labor, There
hiave heen rich people who were insane
and could do ne work. He might be
solely a lnborver or solely a capitalist, o
Ay g land-owner. When My, George
speaks of a Isborer he always means
AL labozer; and capitalist A5 capitalist;
and land-owner AS land-owner., Thus as
a worker (or laborer using brain or
brawn) a person receives wages; a cap-
iralist us such receives jerest; a lend-
awner s such receives land-rent,

in L{:g*’c, the science of thinking {(see
Whately’s Bresments or Looic, bk
ch B, §5) Landlord, laborer and capitalist
are called “individuals”., For, io quote
Whately, “An Individual is z0 called be-
cause it is capable of Logleal Division;
which is a mctaphorical expression, fo
signifv “the distinet {ie. separate) enu-
meration of several things signified by
one  comunon  name.”

I the first pamgmph af  George's
article we vead: "It (single tax) only




