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LAND & LIBERTY. B

f Su' J. L Green, An -the Hnglish Remew for March
| “compares and ‘criticizes the-Liberal and the Labour '
' Land Pohcles in a somewhat different aspect from that |
| “in.which our own friends have reviewed them. -The |
L pomt of view: appears to-be a:Conservative one ; if so, |
. the Conservatlsm is.on: the moderate ‘and busmesshke

| type: The feature of the-two:policies to which paltlcular -
' ::attentlon is ‘given.is that of: administration.

‘it as follows - ' r
o 2 M MacDonald 'm:.defend.m.g the La,bour pohcy

.- against officialdom, says that, mf&er a system of public |
; ownersh1p of land, every endeavour would be made to |

THE LIBERAL AND LABOUR LAND
-POLICIES - '

Takmg ‘the ;Labour: -programme - first; - th art1cle
refers to Mr Ramsay MacDonalds recommendatlon of

‘mittée will also have associated with'it :

(c) a Proper Use of Land Sub-Committee ;
tion of Rent Sub- Committee ;
‘Committee ; f) a Live’ Stock Sub-Committee;. (g) a
‘Fertilizers Sub Committee ;

,appears to be quite impartial.
~ the Liberal proposals are much more dlstmgmshed for

f'bod.les

me it Wﬂl probably be as large as.an ordinary
ty Councﬂ that is, it will contain from 70 to 100
The “County Agricultural Committee “will

_consist, not of direct: representatives of the farmers
- and - Workers, but partly of representatives chosen by

orgamsatlons, these being dominated by the remainder

~'of the members, who are to be appointed by the Minister
of .

griculture.  In this way Socialism from the ‘top
will be pracnsed ‘and . enforcéd on the farming com-
munity. There is also t6 be a London Commission

~under the Ministry of Agnculture, -and this will have, to
_‘a,s31st it :
of Cultwa,tlon Commlssmner
imlssmner
and Dlstnbutlon Commissioner ;

(@) a Finance Commlssloner (b) a Methods
,,,,, (¢) ‘a- Transport Com-
(d) a Power Commlssroner {e) a- Marketing

(f) a Labour Com-

“Moreover, - the Counuy Agricultural - Com-

“(@) “a- Letting

- (b) an Equipment Sub-Committee ;

@) a Collec-

“(e) an Educatlon Sub-

mlssmner

Sub-Committee ;

“(h) a Feeding Stuﬂs Sub-

Commiittee ;" (i) a Transporb Sub Commlttee (y) a

: Marketmg Sub Committee.”

-As ‘between the two programmes, Sir ' J. L. Green
He does not think that -

simplicity of administration. They involve ‘ the setting
up.of no fewer than ten or. eleven brand new: pubhc ,
There are, »for 1nstance o be iy

et i et ot o e ol i it s

VI - e i e e
< “A(1)--A Central AgrrculturaTLoans Board ;

““(2)-A County Loan Board in every county 5

counuy, :
“(4) Land Commlssmners for. each, county 8
“B)y A Land Court ; e e
© ““(6) A Central Land Fund; -
- “(7)--A County . -Land - Ofﬁce in every county ;
©0-4(8)-A Rural Housing Board ; -
“(9) A Survey. Commission .in every county 3
s f(10)- A Commlssmn on. Co operatlon in every
- county:; HE
“(11) A much enlarged M1mstry of Agnculture at
the head’ of all. »

5 Each’ of ‘these will have ‘its staff of ofﬁomls and in
‘most cases thls staff will not be small or mexpenswe

" 8ir J. L. Green rightly draws attention to the economic -
advantage of leaving to the actiial cultivators a free
hand to arrange their activities as they choose, and to
that end he favours the. promotlon of ‘a system of:
occypying ownership. “But various parts of the world
have tried that policy in various forms, and, in spite of
certain advantages over other systems, no satisfactory
solution of the problems of land has been attained. So -
that, while his comments upon the pohcles under con-

: srderatlon show that he has looked: ‘well in advance,

he can hardly be regarded as hayving himself contributed
much towards a solution of the problem o

GEORGE CROSOER

#(3) A County Agrrcultural Authorlty in every . .



