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MEXICO

cannot be carried off, that of all values is most easily ascer-
tained and most certainly and cheaply collected, it would
enormously lessen the number of officials, dispense with
caths, do away with temptations to bribery and evasion,
and abolish man-made crimes in themselves innocent.”
—HENRY GEORGE.

The Constitution then provides that ‘‘any person who
is in sympathy with the object of the League is eligible to
membership, by signing the regular application blank, pay-
ing the annual dues ($1.00) and “‘receiving a copy of the
Constitution.”

The officers elected are W. L. Ross, president; Lona
Ingram Robinson, 1st vice-president; Rev. Reynolds
Blythe, 2nd vice-president; Diana Griffes, secretary;and
T. A. Robinson, treasurer.

An executive committee of nine members was appomted
by the president, who will have charge of all district com-
mittees and direct the campaign work to be extendecd
throughout the State. A general appeal will be sent to
Single Taxers to become members of the League andto
aid the fight for the immediate adoption of the complete
Single Tax in the State of California.

(Signed) AuGust GAMBLE
Chairman, Committee on Organization.

Mexico

ROGRESSIVE liberals the world over will sympathize

with the struggle of the Mexican people to attain to
a just democratic government and to break the land mon-
opoly which had for so long locked up the natural resources
of the country.

Against such a policy, it was to be expected that mon-
opoly interests, intrenched in proprietary titles over vast
areas of Mexican soil, would organize in determined de-
fense. This has happened. An international alliance, of
formidable dimensions, of corporations intcrested in Mexican
land holdings, has alrcady formulated before the British
and American governments its 'grievances against recent
Mexican legislation affecting land and mineral rights,
Diplomatic pressure having failed to influence the Mexican
government, armed intervention is being freely urged in
the British and American press. The disordered political
state of parts of Mexico, and the insecurity of life and
property consequent thereon, are providing convenient
arguments for intervention, while at the same time creat-
ing an atmosphere of irritation and distrust, unfavorable
to an equable discussion of differences.

Under these circumstances, it is to be regretted that the
Mexican government should distract the debate by intro-
ducing irritating and unessential issues. What necessity,
for instance, is there for raising at the present moment
any question as to ‘the legality of land titles acqulrcd under
due process of law? It seems to us the supreme issue before
the Mexican government and people is not the ownership
of the title, but the use that is made of the land. A title
in land no more affects national sovereignty than does

title of ownership of any other class of property. The
government of the United States, in order to regulate and
even prohibit the manufacture of intoxicating liquors, did
not need to acquire title in the breweries and distilleries
of the country. For the right use of Mexico's natural
resources, whether mineral, agricultural or other, it is also
equally unnecessary for the Mexican government to hold
title of ownership thereof. Any attempt to confiscate
existing titles raises the unpleasant question of compen-
sation. Why not defer the question of natxonahzatmn of
the land and mineral deposits, at least until ‘a readjustment
of the fiscal system has taken from a title in land any ad-
vantage accruing to mere speculative holding as contrasted
with productive use? As the margin of such advantage
decreases with a judicious application of land taxes, ab-
sorbing more and more of the purely natural and social
values of landed property, the exchange value of the title
per se diminishes and with it the amount of compensation
for dispossession. It is also manifest that, under these cir-
cumstances, as the mere title falls in value, the production
of the land has been increased and the country and govern-
ment enriched.

As a precedent for dealing ﬁscally with land held idle
under perfectly legal titles, we may mention the wild lands,
super-tax of the Province of Saskatchawan. If, in addi-
tion to abolishing the tax immunities that idle land at pres-
ent enjoys in Mexico, the Mexican government were to
adopt the Canadian model for dealing with wild lands still
kept out of use, there would be very few titles left to inter-
fere with the development of Mexico's rich natural resources.
Their market value would be about on a par with our old
Confederate currency. If such is their fate under a just
and reasonable fiscal system, why let them now serve as
pretext or reason for diplomatic or armed intervention?
As Henry George long ago pointed out, the title is only the
shell, whereas the economic values are the kernel. When
these latter are absorbed by a land tax, only the shell is
left. The owner will have kept the values of his own
creation; the community or State, the values they have
created. There remdins no other value, and therefore no
substantial cause for dispute.

The very last thing desired by the great monopolistic
corporations allied against the Mexican government in the
present dispute, is the withdrawal of the Mexican govern-
ment's proposal to confiscate land titles. By so doing,
Mexican diplomacy easily wins its case.

O1L wells sunk in the churchyard of the Merriman Bap-
tist Church at Ranger, Texas, have made the church richer
by $1,000,000. At which old-school economists and old-
school theologians might conclude that God loves the Bap-
tists of Ranger. But is God really so partial?

THE basis of Bolshevism is Communism. The cardinal -
principle of Communism is, “from each according to his
ability; to each according to his needs.” The income tax
is frankly founded in Communism. N. C. B. FowLEs.



