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We hear a good deal these days
bout a possible conflict between the
democratic countries and a fascist
bloe, ‘We are regaled with comments
on .the essential strength of the de-
‘mogracies—if -.they will stand to-
‘gether and use ‘their strength., In
‘7.all “this discussion—in the so-called
democratic countries—the assump--
tion is made that these countries are
_much better countries for common
folks to live in and that, therefore,
common folks will fight eagerly and
enthusiastically to maintain
institutions” and “equal opportunities
for all.” .

'The assumption is made—in the
“democratic” countries—that demo-
cratic processes bring fairer laws
.and, therefore, fairer economic con-
ditions for the masses than they can
hope to enjoy when government is
not democratic. Perhaps this is true.
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Perhaps, in the long run and on
the average, the common man stands
‘to fare better, when different groups
of interests bargain and “log-roll”
" for advantage and when each group
appeals to his prejudice and his lack
of understanding, in attempting to
gain his support against rival groups.
‘ Perhaps a -dictatorship, even though
it cannot keep power without mak-
ing large concessions to the preju-
dices—and even the well-being—of
;t'he' masses, offers him, in the long
run, 8 poorer prospect.' ‘ :
=“But .certainly this is not obvious
to the masses. Else why have they
-gorie: along with fascism in countries
like Germany and Italy? And why

1tries? And can we really at-
te. the greater prosperity of the
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en they truly are more prosper-
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sufficiency, the theory being that if,
during war, outside supplies were
cut off, they could still manage
somehow to feed and clothe their
people.

But the democratic countries, al-
so, levy tariffs to shut out foreign
goods. They do this, apparently,
with no special idea of safety against
possible blockade. Indeed, the dem-
ocratic countries are, in large de-
gree, big-navy countries whose pro-
tection depends on thedwealth which
free trade brings and on the power-
ful navies that such wealth can en-
able them to maintain. .The real
reason for protective tariffs in the
democratic countries is the pressure
of interested producing groups, each
wanting to shut off foreign compe-
tition so as to be able to charge do-
mestic consumers higher prices for
their goods.

Along with this is the bargaining
between groups, through their leg-

islative representatives, as* a result

of which the representative of one

district votes for tariff duties on

goods produced in other districts, in
return for support from representa-
tives of those . other districts, for
tariff duties which his own constitu-
ents desire. And with this, of
course, there is the unmfbrmed sup-
port of those who really believe that
we can make ourselves richer by
diminishing international specializa-
tion. Are the charnces of the com-

mon man, in respect of tariffs, bhet--

ter in the democratic countries than
in the fascist countries?
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On ‘what is the most important
point of all, the appropriation by the
few of geologically-produced and
community~produced value s, the
democratic countries séem to be not
a whit better, for common folks,
than the fascist ones. In England

the land is owned in large part by

the titled aristocracy. In America -
we have, to be sure, no titles, but
we have essentially the same land
system. The fabulous community-
produced location values of our great
cities go into private pockets. Thus,
in order that those whose work at
and near New York Harbor is an
important service to the rest of us,
may work and live where they must
work and live to render this serv-
ice, they are required to pay, to the
relatively few who own that part of
the surface of the earth, hundreds
of millions of - dollars a year.

This has nothing to do with pay--
ment for the use of buildings, for
the existence of which the work and
saving of individuals are responsible.
The payment here referred to is for
ground space, which nobody made,
and for location advantages made,
not by individual owners, ut by the
whole community. Taking the Unit-
ed States as a whole, we may say
that the majority has to pay to a

.relatively few, billions of dollars a

year for permission to work and live
on . the earth, in - those locations
where work is reasonably effective
and life reasonably sufferable.
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Is this problem handled any worse
in the fascist countries? Does any-
one seriously. believe that the posi-
tion of the worker, in comparison
with that of the private owners of
natural resources and community-
produced site values, is any worse in
the fascist countries than in such
“democratic” countries as England
and the United States? And that
therefore the workers ought. gladly
to lose arms and legs, be gassed and
suffer the worst disfigurements, in
order to assure a continuance of their
‘splendid economic position!

Suppose, now, that the worst
should happen, that the democratic
countries should really have to fight
to prevent fascist domination! How
“patriotic” are those who own the
earth in the democratic countries,
those who enjoy in their own pleas-
ant living the community-produced
values which are so fabulous? Would
they be -willing to- relinquish these ::

_ values to make their peoples richer,’




stronger and safer agamst aggres-
sion ?

If and when land-value taxation
takes for the community natural re-
source values and community-pro-
. duced location wvalues, speculative
holding of good land out of use will
be a thing of the past. With the
good land in use instead of largely
out of use, production will be great-
er, wages greater, the necessities of
the people better supplied, the health
of the people
surplus to draw. .on in case of war
larger.’ : \

When the annual rent of land is
taken .or mostly taken for commu-
nity use, many, if not most, other
- taxes, and especially the most ob-
Jjectionable of these, causing K most
hardship, can be abolished, This will
further increase the well-being of the
masses and it may notably increase
the amount and quality of capital.
‘When the annual rent of land is
taken for the ordinary expenses of
government, other sources of reve-
nue are less used and hence are

_tion of war.

better, the possible -

available for . the emergency taxa-
: And who can- say
how much greater would be the en-
thusiasm of common folk to defend
their institutions, if one of the chief
of these institutions were the shar-
ing by all, of the value which all have
produced ?.
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But with things as they ‘are now,
who knows whether some of the so-
called democratic countries may not
succumb through a division of sen-
timent, and because of fascist sym-
pathies within their own Wborders?
Who knows whether some of their

people may not regard the advancing -

fascists as liberators? How be cer-
tain that the tortured” poor, suffer-
ing from unemployment, low wages,
slum life in the cities and tenancy
in the country, would not look to the
fascist way of life with hope rather
than with dread?

It was not after but before Hit~

ler's final coup in Austria that the
marching Styrian Nazis staged the
demonstration which is thus de-

scribed by the New York Time
respondent (G. E. R. Geyde):

“Blazing fanaticism wasg- ‘Wt
ten on every face to a- degree s
most terrifying to the sober. o
‘looker. One saw it in the" tau
facial muscles, blazing eyes,
clenched fists, and rigid stamping
legs of the goose-stepping Storm
Troop lads, but no less in the
frenzied eyes of the women and
older men, humble middle-class
people for the most part, hungry-
looking = and clinging to these”
strange new slogans that, shouted
loud enough, were bound to bring .
them  into the promised land of
prosperity.”

Twenty years before the event,
ten years before, perhaps five years
before, it is possible to be scornful
of the suggestion that such things
are to occur. But are men and wom-
en in Austria so altogether different
from men and women in France, in
England, and in the United States?
What of the future,—if the many-
continue to have to pay the few for
permission to work and to live on’
the earth?




