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“1 hope to see Societies formed calling upon the Legislature

to revalue the land, and put a taxation upon it in proportion to
the wants of the State.”’—Richard Cobden, 1841

Tha Ring Fenees of Land Monopoly.

Speaking at Keighley, oth December, 1902, Sir Henry
said - |

s Why should we rest satisfied with onr ring fences,
which in the great centres of populatien are put round
the town, beyond which people must go to have free-
dom to build ? 1 have been speaking in the cther hall
about Free Trade, and the existence of overcrowding
is to a larne extent due to the maintenance of the same
sort of restrictions and privileges at home as Free
Trade has abolished in connection with our inter-
pational commerce. Why should the owner of land
gain by the exertions and industry and the enterprise
of other people without any corresponding e‘ff:ort on
his own part? Let him pay his share. Let his land
be taxed and help in meeting the expenditure, and
assisting the prosperity of the nation by whi(.:h he
profits. This seems to me In itself perfectly equ.;table,
and it will have the immediate effect of putting an
end to the immunity of the landlord now enjoyed,
and the circumscribing of national expansion, and
driving away from the towns industrial development.
Nothing short, in my opinion, of taxation of land
values will suffice to gst at the root of this great
mrter, so vitally essential to the heolth and prosperity
of the country.”
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The Balance of Equity.

Speech at Leeds, 1gth March, 1903 :—

“It may accurately be said that there is practically
but one great impediment in the way of a sweeping
improvement which would elevate the physical and
moral welfare of the people. What is this? It is the
interest and the overdue regard to the interest of the
landowner and the political and social influence that
he and his class can exercise, whether it be the slum
owner extorting a preposterous compensation for
tenements that ought to be indicted as public nuisances
and removed at his expense, or whether it be the
possessor of open land holding it up in order that he

‘may gain the increment which the industry and

energy of our people create. In these cases and all
the classes, and in gradations of cases between them
you have the public interest, and in antagonism with
it the interest of the individual. You and I side with
the public interest. Let the value of land be assessed
independently of the buildings upon it, and upon such
valuation let contribution be made to those public
services which create the value. This is not to disturb
the balance of equity, but to redress it. There is no
unfairness in it. The unfairness is in the preseat
state of things. Why should one man reap what
another man sows? We would give to the landowner
all that is his, but we would prevent him taking some-
thing which belongs to other people. Here you have,
perhaps, the clearest example in present politics of
the cardinal, abiding, and necessary difference between
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the Liberal party and:-our oppoaents. - It is here that
Hes the chasm yawnmg between us, athwart almost
every public question.”

A Question of Public Health.

House of Commons—Debate on second reading of
Dr. M‘Namara's Bill for the Taxation of Land Values,
z7th March, 1903:—

“*The mest urgent matter of all seemed to be to

- break down the ring fence which was in some places -

established round a rising and prosperous cemmunity
by the owner or owners who withheld their land from
building in order o gain the benefit in thé increased
value, Public energy or private enferprise increased
the value of the property, and why should it not be
assessed 7 They wished to prevent the occupiers from
actually suffering in their health, comfort, and con-
venience by the action of such owners, for suffering
was caused and an insanitary condition of things was
created by the circumscription of a commuaity. Any-
thing which tended to distribute the burden mere
equably, and te prevent swch evils, deserved the
favourable comsideratisn of Parliamert. This Bill
represented a desirable reform in the interests, net
only of urban comimunities but of thé whole people,
and he gave it his hearties{ support.”
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Cobden’s Ideal.

Speech at-Belton, 15th October, 1903 :—

“ Protection is not cenfined to foreign trade and te
seaports ; it has its relics all over the ceuntry. Our
Jand system is net a petfect: one; it is based on
privilege, and the landlords who are applauding Mr.
Chamberlain and flocking to his platforms are wise in
their generation, for they realise that this policy will
entrench the land more strongly than ever. We say
that the land, or rather the value that the community,
by its aggregation, by its industry, by {ts enterprise,
by its public improvements, kas given the land—must
be made to have its fair share of the burdens now

threwn upon industry. Qur present land laws cause

s greater drag upon trade and are a greater peril
to the standard of living than all the tariffs of
Germany and America, and even cur own Colonies.
We have got te set before ourselves in regard to the
housing guestion the same ideals that Mr. Cobden
had in view when he was dealing with the feod of the
people.  We don’t promise two pigs where only one
exists ; we don't tell you to give up beef and to take
bacon ; we don’t recommend a dict of untaxed maize,
such as is common in congested Connemara, nor on
the other hand do we promise you untaxed houses
within & few years. But what we do believe is that
with cven a moderate application of the principle of
land value taxation something appreciable may be
done 1o lighten the burden of house rent, to diminish
the eviis of crowding, and to relieve the pressure on
manufactures,”




The Question of Agriculture.

Speech at Newport, 30th November, 1903 :—

“There is the question of urban rating. There is
the land syster, 5o far as it puts impediment in the
way of those who dasire te live on the land and to
work it New, what is our rating system, to take it
arst? It is a taw upon industry or labour, upon
enterprise, upon irprovement ; it is a tax which is
the divect cause of much of the suffering and over-
crowding in the towns.  And let us always remember
this, idat when we sposk of overcrowding, over-
crowding s not only ;

mptom but a cause of poverty,
ifs victims, and it is largely
o values. The Pro-
- ruined agriculture.
fet vs first of all vy the experiment of puiting the
people back on the , and sucouraging them to
engage all their caergies in its improvement, and let
us ot rid of wnythisg that hinders the development
ith ons that we have outgrown and
?dbl?s *hpt belonz to 4 patriarchal system ought to
tave passed awav, The orne is a policy whic
add to the wesith of the country Bi}'}d ;@at fil@ahfr‘:slg
sources of energy ; the other is a policy which, while
1t may make rich men ricker, will ceriainly make poor
men pmurﬁr
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The Alternative Policy.

Speech at Glasgow, 27th Januvary, 1904 :—

«But we have a still greater estate at home which is
not haif developed. There is the land question. Most
municipalities are agreed that a revision of our rating
system must be undertaken, and that the owners of
site values—those who enjoy in an especial degree the
fruits of the common enterprise and eutlay—ought to
make a fair contribution to the coemmon charge.
Among the municipalities which have been convinced
by experience-—sometimes by hard and unpleasant
experience—of the necessity of this reform, this great
city of ours—as [ am glad te call it—is the mest con-
spicuous, and when the time comes to deal with this
question the series of conferences initiated by the City
Council of Glasgow, although the conferences were not
assisted by a Commission, will be of the utmeost value.
The rating of site values, let me say, is not a mere
question of the apportionment and incidence of the
rates. [t goes to the root of the most pressing and
most neglected of social questions.  What is claimed
for -it, and rightly is, that-its effect will be to increase
the supply of bouses and improve their quality, and
to reduce the rents, which in many cases are artificially
high, and a cause of widespread impoverishment to
the people. Now, which do you say is the better
policy ?* Which is most likely to conduce to the com-
fort and wellbeing of the pecple and to the health of
the children? A policy that will increase the number
of homes and reduce the public burden on the poor
man’s house; or the policy which, while it leaves the
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