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Phone B2 801553 g Cherry Plaoce,
Fegree, A.C.T. 2807
Desr Hobert, Juns 13. 1880

Thanks for your short note of 31 Hav. Yes, Australian Capital
Territory 1is ACT.

I certainly agrees with Mary Hutehinson {GJ No B73 that
suphemising we 2re "against all taxsticn” but in Ffavour of
“eal‘ecﬁing the rent” is firsk confusing if not downrighst
baffling, second very frightening (land naticnaiisation?) third,
if we have somshow reialined our hearsr’'s attention long er@ﬂgh, 2
reazon Lo consider we are practicing decepitive sszlss tzlk

The same applies only to a lesser degree, in my view, o
"agollecting site rent/revenus".

The guestion must then arise: "Why do we do it so much in e
Australia, if not in other countries to any exfent that I hsve
digcerned?”

I believe we are preitity thorocughly intimidated hy Estsblishment
sggression and censorship here and that we aust a2ll consciously
endeavour to spesk out and speak plainly, without euphsmizing in
deference to. such pregsures. This works beiter, too

I confess to occasional guili myself, by talking of "taxing

unsgarned monopoly wealth instead of productionsproducers and
consunption/consuners” when particularly desperste to gst a

letter publishsed in The Canbsrra Timss. I think sixtesn was ny

longest such "drought”, broken by a gsntle reminder as s PS8 to

no. 17! That was before I woke up to suphemising! How I average

one in five or six whilst thelr promolgated weekly statistics S, swes.
show about one in two. Uccasionally I even make it with LVT. Cofy o et A

‘ . , . . . it Loy
I will never use terminology such as “"rent” or “intsresit” other :5fj?f“
than in their current conventional meanings in ordinary sccisiy. ﬁ%ﬂ
Ho deoubt von are alsc bugged there with the old "Ffarphy' (forgive %

me if I &m not practicing what I presch) that LYY iz passsed on
1ike anv other tax. Why then protest it more than the others? In
Aungtralis the Esztabklishment sre pushing hard for a “hrosdly basgsed
consumption tax” like New Zesland s disastrous Seneral Services
Tax., If LVT iz such & tasx, as they clsim, then it is clearly the
most broadly based of all. ¥hy don’'t they advooabe unavoidabls
LVT for their purpcose? Perhaps other countries’ Georgists can
adspt this %o theilr circumstances, too, to take the offensive?

s

Another intsresting point I like to make is that 19th century
reformers put LVT at the top of the 1847 Communist Manifesio but
were effectively diverted to sceiaslism by Esitsblishments whizh
repealed/contained LVT but could live with =zocizlism as long as
those Jjust sbove the poverty line paid ths taxss for thosge
Talling bslow i1, thereby svolding revolution. Socialism hag mown
prrovoked revolution in Eastern Europe but neot vet in the partial
Yeatern versions which 2till staggsy along.

Use as much or as little of this and recent writings snclosed

herewith, Robert, as vou wish. Ag? R P
x?/é/ ( ’ _m_.ﬂ_: _ﬂ_r;.&g:‘_f—
Veryvy best wishes fto a2ll US Gecorgists. Sinﬁere&y, BILL MAZOR




