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Christianity and the Single Tax.
T sodected this subject beeause, with me, the Mingle Tax
1o a0 veliion, 1 shows the way we mad hring shout the

S ingdenm of God™on earth, 1t wonld give us what we

pray for when we say, by Kingdom eome, Thy Wil be
done, on earth as il is in Heaven ™ [t woems to me we have
traveled o fong wav from that praver. The lips repeat the
p thelr suecan

words, hnt the heart has sucely Tadled to gras
ing or we would be seavelung For o way ta hring about the
S medon of God™ on enrth, and if wo songht mtelligently
we wonid find that way in the Single Tax. The ¥ Bingdom
of (lod?” on earth wonld sueels mean that all ihe precple
would he cnjoving peace, happiness and plenty. At prosent
we have a fow who enjoy these blessings, heeause they own
the eapth and Hive off the products of those who laulwor upon
the carth, while those who lalor ave in poverty, or at least
aot more than a wesk or menth removed from it.  Why
doos this condition exist? Surely not from the lnek of Chris
fian tencking, 1t musi he beennse we do not Hve aceording
to that teaching.

Ministers of the gospel proglain from their pulpits Hun-
day after Supday, year inoand vear put, the fatherhood of
(od aud the hrotherhood of man, We are supposed, of
conrse, 1o think that this means that all buman Hengs are
the ehildren of the Divine Fathier. They alse tell us that
(od is an allowise, jnst and mereiful Father, Now it may
not e elear to all of ng what we should expeet fronya diviae
fothier. ot we all know how we wonld expeet o huomaw
We will, for example, say

father to deal wath iz children
this buman father owped a small isjand and that he had
fve soms, We wonld suppose that, being a just father, he
weonld soe that each ehild had the same amonad of food and
{he same opportunitics to fit himsell for the timne when he
most support bimgelf. Then it the istand was of egnal for-
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ity and availability we wonld natoraliv think he wounld

give to ecach gon an equal amount of land from whieh to
enrnn his living, saving to each that he would be expected
to pay a certain amount into the common fand for the up-
keep of the farm, the home, the making of roads, and all
things necessary to make the 1sland a desivable place on
whielt to live. Or if a portion of the island was less fertile
and all the better land had been allotted to the older sons
leaving the poorer land for the voungest son, Georgs, the
father, wishing to be just, would sayv to Georze, My zon,
the same amount of enerey and skill apphed to this laud
will not produce the same veturns as the land baing used by
vour hrothers, therefore, you will not he expected ic con-
tribute so large a share to the upkeep of the wland as vour
hrothers are paving.””  We would consider this father a
just father. But suppose he had said, “lohn, as vou are
my frsthorn, vou have the first vight to the food supply.
What vou feave vour hrothervs must seramble for’’; then,
when John had reached manhkood, he had given him the
whole island, and when the vounger hrothers wounld ask him
how they were to make a living, he would tell them that
perhaps their eldest brother would allow them to use a part
of the wsland if they gave him a share of what they pro-
duced, or 1f they did not wish to do that, perhaps their
brother wounld allow them to do the work, giving them in
return for their labor a portion of what they produced,
and if the vounger hrothers objected to this arrangement
they wounld have to leave the 1gland. Would we congider
this father a just or meverful father? The father by giving
ke the one son what vightfully belonged to all, made the one
som master, and the four his slaves. Yet there are some
people who claim to helieve o the wisdom, justice and
merey of the Divine Father: who will say they helieve it is
right that some should own all the natural rescurees of
wealth so they may be able to look after and eave for those
so mmfortunate as to have no right to the use of God’s
hounties. Thev talk about poverty and erime being the
results of drink, viee and Iaziness. Thev see nothing wrong
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i a systemn which dentes the fatherbood of God, by de ;;-m;...};
the equal right of every human being to the nze of the
earth, God’s gift fo all his children,

How can we expect men or woinen, who, no matter how
hard they il are only ha!l fed and half dothed, and who
see the hittle children they brought into the world being
foreed into the labor market, and then, on the other hand,

sec hen and women enjoving all the losures of Iife, with-
ont working,—bow can we, I sav, expect thet o helieve m
the fatherhood of God, unless we also tell them that their
poverty is nof due to God’s laws, bt is dus to man-made
baws in divect violation of God's laws., We should teld them
that even now it is not too late to put Ghod’s law in operation,
so that each man and woman should receive the Tull fruits
aof his or her Inbor. Also we should tell them that goevern.
ment should not be the heavy burden it s now; that the

ix n onatural find produced wherever government s neses-
sarys it grows as the needs of government grow; thal its
coliection would put o unjust burden on any one; that each
member of the community wounld pay only aceording o
the advantages he derived from living in the community
that he would merelyv give to the support of the community
that value ereated by the community. When all this i ex
plained 1o the men sod women who ave now ready to deny
the existence of a just God, they will he able to say as did a
man givine testimony at a praver-meeting of the Upen
Forum at Providenee, Bhode Istand, Christmas, 1911

“F mever believed m God mntil L beeame a single taxer.
It mav not he easy to see the connection, but 1 have found
in the single tax, according to my way of thial king, the ex
planation of injustices, social meannesses, croelties and
Lmitations which T had charged up o the aceouni of God,
the shadow of which had darkened my vision of the Kier-
nal and the hatred of which had closed every channel
by which God might come mto my Hife; then [ came to see
that (tod was not fo blame for these things, that they were
all the fruiiion of the ill-disposed and evilly adjusted goecial
systent; that when we got the single tax God woald have a
chance; that when (God had a ehance then love would also,




and when love did, justice would follow, Things which had
seemed to me dark and unjust were not God's fault but the
fautt of oor social system, Then [ diseovered that T be-
Heved in (rod, Men and women everywherve do not believe
m God because the sky is darkened by some injustice, aud
suiferiog and pain bulk so farge that they eannot see lght.
They may be wrong, but it is tremendously hunan,  Just
0 far as we are not doing ev erviliing we can to make a
world where God shall have free conrse and lm glorified,
we are keeping the fountains out of some man’s life, Di-
rectly we clear up our own w“m[ relationship, and let love
and Justice have their way, we shall make it easier for other
men 1o belleve in God.”’

b remember a great many vears ago hearing a prominent
chureh worker talking to a widow who was hatf eragzed over
the death of her eldest danghter. The family consisted of
the mother, three givls, a bov, and a vear-old grandehild,
whose mother was dead. The eldest givl, 16 years old, had
tramped the strects looking for work il she was bare-
foot, but without suecess. The day in question the mother
had heen given the privilege of scrubbing several store
floors, There was not a erum to eal v the house, so the
pmother had started forth early in order to he able to get her
money 4s soon as possible and fake food home to her ehil-
dren,  Howas a bitter oold day and the one Tmceket of coal
was being fed spavingly inte a swall monkev-stove, which
the childven erowded about to keep war. The eldest girl
held the grandeliild on her lap close to the stove, when her
tlin eofton dress caught fire. She threw the bhaby on fhe
bed and rushed outdoors te eall help, but hefore aid
reached her she wax so hadly burned that she died thar
night. Hhe died erving she was hungry and begeing for
something to cat. This good, Cliristian woman was trymng
to eonsole the grief stricken mother. She learned that the
family Tad not attended ehureh {or more than a vear. She
told the widow of God’s histice and love and that he was
watching over her and her children, and that he would eom-
fort her in her great sorrow: that she must remember pur
trisle and sorrows were intended to bhring vs neaver to God;
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that she and her chiddren should go to chureh. The poor
Trenzied swoman who had heard her danghter begging for
food when it was too late to feed her, had seen her die in
sueh intense sulfering, and who knew that their poverty had
been the cause of i, furned on the woman and dencuneed
fod. IF there is a Ood, He is a monster.  Tf Ie could
see all the guffering we have passed through in the Iast two
vears, see us in such poverty through no fault of our cwn,
then let my inmocent daughter suffer such a death, how
could e expeet such trials to hring me neaver to Him? it
vas only natural for us to believe i the goodness of God
and thank Him for our fuod when we had plenty to eat,
hut now sinee we never have enough to eat, what muast we
sav to (fod? Leave me, 1 cannot pray to sueh a God.””
There are many down-trodden people who feel as this
woman did.  If they must thank God for the products of
their labor, whom must thev blame when they have no op
portunity to lahor and therefore no products to be thankful
for? _ :
It seems to me it 38 the for our minisiers and Christian
workers to be perfectly frank. Stop blaming the poverty
of the world on the Creator. Tell the people God made the
parth fov their use, that the use of the earth ig their oppor- .
tunity to produce what they need to sustain life, bring them
happiness and insure their iberty. Telt them man has dis-
regarded God’s will; that a few men have monopolized the
earth with all its riches ; that they refuse fo labor on it them-
selves, becanse they can live in ease from the tithuie ex-
acted from the disinherited for the privilege of working and
producing the things necessary to sustain life.

tod in His wisdom has gupplied an abundance of land il
properly used to support all the peopie who will ever popu-
late this globa. The howels of the earth contain all the coal,
minerals and oil needed. God’s justice is shown by His
equal digtribution of all the good things of life over the
whole earth.

While our present economie conditi-ns make it hard for
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the disinherited of the earth to believe in the fatherhood of
God, it is even more difficalt to teach the brotherhood of
man. Those who own or control all God’s hounties look
upon the workers as their inferiers. They recognize no
brotherly ties. They seem to think they have an actual
right to take a large part of the earanings of the laborer for
permitting him to Jabor. Perhaps thev think they will need
it in order to be charitable to the workers when they are no
fonger able to labor, Then among the workers themselves
—liow hard it 1s to make them recognize the brotherhood
of man; how hard it is fo follow the Golden Rule with that
hauuting fear of poverty ever Lefore them. Tt sometimes
seems that their one desire i3 to earn encugh to keep them
and their families from poverty. Their selfishness is only
human., The prospect of having to spend their last days in
the poorhouse iz not a pleasant one, butl in their anxiety {o
protect their interests they fight =o blindly. Thev weuld
limit the number who could be apprenticed to their trade,
limit nrnigration, alwass hmit the nwmber of workers,
~when if they could but see the hght, they would realize
how easy it would be to increase the demand for workers
by opening up natural ovportuniiies for labor.  With free
areess to nature there will never be over-production. Fven
labor and fraternal organizations have lost sight of the
fraternal side. The uppermost thoughi is not ““Ilow ean we
make our organization a benefit to all bumanity,” hut “* How
will it help me!”’

(od said, “The land shall not he gold forever, for the
fand is mine.”” But for ecenturies we have disregarded (tod s
commands.  We have recognized thie possession of land as
pronerty, just as we recognize possession of labor products
as property. Let us see the difference between a title to
gome produet of labor and a title to a piece of Jand. If a
man makes a table, it is his property. 1lis title to it is that
of the maker or ereator. Or, if after making the table he
traded it to some one for a pair of shoes, the title to the
table would pass to the man who made the shoes, hecause
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he oltained it through the exchange ot the shoes wlich he
bad made.  Bub how abeut the title to the piece of land?
who elaimes the title did not create it. 1t was heve belore
he SEEE it owill he Twrs long alter he has passed away.
Whore did the first Htle to land come from? B the earth
is the Lord s, and the foltuess thereof " only God could give
a just title to it, and { am sure God never gave 1o any human
iu ing o title to any land to the exclusion of al! other men.
TP wo traced the titles to land back throngh the centuries I
Fonr most of ne wonld not care to claim land on those tithes,
Some eame throngh conguest after bloody, cruel wars;
sorne throueh fraud and trickery practiced on the 1o rai
or hetpless, and many from Kings who gave grants to land
they had never seen. While talking of titles, I would hike
tn read a very old elipping from John Swinton’s Paper. 1%
{ entitled “Produce Your Title Deeds!”
S e State of Vermont has erected a monnment in men-
ory of one of her wost Hustrions sons, JGudee Theophiius
%mmmtw in whose hopor the Fnglish  Abolitiomsts
pmc@d a tablet in Westminster Abbey. The distinguished
Vermonter was, in the highest meaning of the term, a just
judge. The case whieh made him famous, and to his deci-
“wion of which he owes the moumnent, h(q)pmsei as far back
ag 1815 At that time slaves were held in the State of New
York, and one of them, escaping nto Vermont, was eap-
tared and taken before the cowrt at Middlebury by his
owner. who asked the ecourt to give him possession of his
sluve property Fudge “!.ulm_;i!m; hstened  attentively
1o the prools of awners] ip, but sald that he was not con-
vineed that the title was perfect. The counsel as ed what
more was required, when tho judge said: CUntil you bring
e hill of sale from God Ahnighty vou cannot have this
man.” '
The ereat truth on which Judge Harvington’s decision
wag founded, was that if God made man, and never sold bim,
no one could have arvthing bot a thiel’s tifle to his posses-

sion 88 owner.

By the way, was it not this sare tod who made the earth,
imh.l-(iﬂ;;: Al the eoal and minerals it contains?  Where is
o
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the land-grabber or coal monopolist who ean “hring a bill of
sale from God Almighty ™ in support of his fitle?

It 1s ne wonder there are poverty and erime in this world
when the land from which all must Jive 1s declaved the abso-
v heg Tor a foothold,

The land question 1s a= old as humanity. There have
alwavs been o few who realized that if they could control
the tand, they ecould control the people who lived upen i,
Withount land thers i1 no posaibility of work, food or shelter.
The wrongs and mjustices sutfored through allowing pri-
vate property i land were recognized over 4,000 vears ago
Ly Hammunrabi, a king of Babyion, who cstablished laws
which were intended to protect produetive labor against the
power of the landlord.  Meses. 1500 vears before Christ,

BAW \\lmT catised the poverty and distress of his peopie, the
Esr:-ue!ste*-s;, m Hgypt. They were lundlese, and Moses knew
they would always be the slaves of the landowner, When
he led his people from Beypi he did what be conld to pre-
veni the monopolization of the land, e did not recoguize
private property 1w land; it was always “ the land which the
Lord thy God giveth thee’—**the land which the Lord
fendeth thee”” ' C

Hinee the time of Moses, many statesmen, philosophers,
poets and students have recogunized that dand monopaly
ansed poverty, that it enslaved the many and enriched the
fow, but ag the laws permitted private property in land they
did not gee how to remedy the evil T weunld like here to
gquote from just s few who admitied that the land lavionﬁ‘(\{i
to all the people, and who realized the Wrongs growing out
of private ownership of Jand: '

“* Land monopoly ruined Rowme."—Pling the Flder.

i oa selfevident troth that the earth belougs in
usulruet to the hving. " —Thomas Jefferson.

S“That all men have a vataral yight to a portion of the
s0il, and that as the use of the soil is wmdispensable to life,
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the vight of all men to the soil is as sacved as the right of
jife itselfl Vational Republican Platforu, 1852,

CThere 1w ne foundation an nature or natural law why a
sot of words upon parchment shouid convey the dominion
of land. This law of natare heing coeval with mankind
and dictated by God himself, s, of course, superior in obli-

cation to any other. It is binding over all the giobe, all
commtries, and at all fimes. No human laws ave of any
validity if contrary to this"—FHBlackstone.

“he Tand of every comntry helongs to the people of that
country. ' —JFehn Stuari Mill.

SPquity does not permit property in land. T follows
that. if the land-owner have a valid right to the earth’s suv-
face, all who are not land-owners have no wight to the.
earth’s surface.”—Horbert Spencer. :

“he product of labor naterally belongs o the laborer
who produced if, hut the same argnment does not apply to
land. Fvery areument used to give an ethical foundation
for the exclasive right of private property ip laud has a
tent Tallacy.”—Right Hon, Justice Longficld.

“SMoreaver, the profit of the earth is for all.”” Feclesias-
tes, verse Y, chapter 5.

This last quotation, “Moreover, the profit of the earth
is for all” covers the question perbaps as well as all the
others.

Henvy George, the greatest statesman, philosopher and
{hristian the world has ever known, hag given us the
remedy. He has shown the profit of the earth may he
vetained for all. 1le has shown how, through taxation, we
may restore the right to the use of the earth to alt, and at
the same time he has solved the problem of raising vevenue
for conducting the affairs of government. He has shown
us how to establish the kingdom of God on earth: how to
prove to all men and women the fatherhood of G od; how to
five and practice the brotherhood of man. Henry George
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s it where o mmber of people wathered 1o peinblish
Lomes or transact business there was o yvalue ereated by
e coltectively, aud as govermment is Toy the parpose of
gerving the entive community, ihat value which all croated
sheald be nsed for all in support of iheir government. The
faking of the rental or =ite valoe of tand, which 1s created
by the connnunity, for the use of the community, is called
lie Sisgle Towe, Tlas vontal or site valup has ex ed ever

since government existed it has grown as the needs of

covernment grew, bual while it went info private poekets,
mking millionaires on oue sie and panpers on the other,
sovermments have Boen vaising revenues iy tawing the prod
wet of lahor. The gevernment emplovs met to pry into the
private affairs of enel eitizen, trying to fiand out liow mch
e produces and faxing Wi foe i it then Tollows him to
find vat what he exehanged his produets for, and taxes i
on ihat. It taxes i for evervihing he doos 1o HILEOve
Lis Lomne or fis communityAgaxes him for eondnefing a
business, for producing the cood things of hife, and on the
other band fines him as o vagrant i ho does not produce
comething,  Cur preseat system of taxation. besides moak
ing people le and deceive, 1= an upjust as well as expen-
sive sysbemn.

The single tax 1s the simplest of 211 Forems of taxation, and
i the only just and comitalde systen. Conul values are
pasily assessed. The tand does not weve about and eannot
Lide, A personal propeity tax i an anjost tax hecause it
Gups Ahrit and industry. Most persons feel the mjnstice
of this tax and manage n many ways to deceive the asses
cors aboud thelr personal property, MOBCT, stoeks, honds,
et

With the sipgle tax in operation, man wonld be free to
pmploy his hands and hrains fo the best advantage. Al
men wonld net tarn farmers, but those who wished fo do
o would have the opportmnty, It wonld lessen the nuam-
her of men begeing {or a0 oppurtunity to work i the mimes,
mills and factories, and wonld thevefare raise the wages
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ol et work an thems, Olass war would e

inrns for their ahor without =t vk,

fiid

would woon beeome sosial and Veaternasd

baslins. o men wonld mapey and live in homes of th

DWW "-,'z".!.!f.__“'i! l'he-» foay of poverty was removed. You will firicl

more Christianity oo leving home than yon W fud 1o
ety houses, V. M, O A7 or boarding honses. Bower

wamen wonld bo in the Inbor market, consequently those
whin are Toreed to provide for themselves wonld voecelve
hotter pav, Hed Tight” Gistriets would then be o thing
wkown, Lo there swould he neither demand nov supply,
Al nen and wonen u'(;zﬂ{i w porial noder just esonomie
conditions and norinal men and women prefer decent home
i, Phe incentive fo erime would be erpoved. Waery
mnn and wonzn could enjoy the zood things of Iife, =0 i‘-wr:-*
wonld be ne need to stesl or morder bo gel any of Fhis
P

i
worid’s goods. e could aet long exist where abizolate

s wwonld cease. 1T the smgle tax R

justice relgned. W
Bewn in eperation in Mexico, there won Id have beon 10 war
there,  The lands of Mexico, with ail their piches, are n

re s poverty, diseontent
i1 prove that pearly ali

the hands of a fow. EE orelore 1hﬁ<

and rebellion. 1 think hstory v

wirs were catsed =:->st;§'t4:-=i‘ Ly unjust taxation or the monoep-
fzation of iand, hoth of «,?'U avile the single tax will
aholish,

When we have the single tax, the love of Hod aond our

followmen will find room in our hearfs. We will follow in
the footsteps of Christs we will be true Christinns,




