I VHY LAND IS IMPORTANT I

LAND AT THE CENTRE attempts
to relate some of the major
issues now on Britain’s political
agenda through a discussion cen-
tred on the use and control of our
land. This is done in the context
of a review of global and Euro-
pean developments.

We live in a world of accele-
rating change, whether of
population, communications, ur-
banisation or consumption of
resources and energy. In the dan-
gerous situation of nuclear and
ecological threat, nature is the
basis for life survival.

The use and control of land and
its resources are crucial for the
wellbeing of nations, both in the
developing world and the ad-
vanced industrial countries.

Yet the latter debates on the
economy or social problems
largely ignore the role of land for
its place has never been rigorous-
ly examined in modern economic
theory, which is based on pre-
sumptions of unlimited supply
and the primacy of the market.

The work of Henry George and
his followers is fundamental, but
in spite of its once potent force, it
has not succeeded in altering the
broad historical movement. In his
time nations were then trans-
forming from rural to urban
societies, and land ownership,
control, and taxation were central
political issues. But since then the
thrust has turned towards the
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town planning movement, which,
while succeeding in certain res-
pects, has become increasingly
removed from central political
affairs.

Today, as the west moves from
an industrial urban era into what
has been called a post-industrial
— or as | prefer to call it, a post-
urban era — transformation is
again under way. The threats to
life survival, the profligacy of old
productive systems, (including
agriculture) and the waste of
human resources all demand a
new assessment of the role of
land, whether for city or town,
agriculture or wildlife.

IN PERIODS of rapid change,
rapid adaptivity is required. The
process is one of public aware-
ness, assessment, resolution of
conflict, the wide acceptance of
new values and their translation
into political action.

This was true of Britain in the

eighteenth and nineteenth cen-
turies, and it is true today. Cur-
rent issues include human rights,
freedom of information, social
polarisation (whether inner city
or small farm as compared with
prosperous Britain), taxation and
subsidy (rates, mortgage tax re-
lief, agricultural support), wild-
life, the green question and of
course the bomb.

The attempt to relate these
Issues requires a new perception
of patterns of life. The approach
in Land at the Centre i1s made
initially through the way we per-
ceive our land, which is unveiled
through an examination of his-
torical circumstances. I analyse
the era of town and country
planning, seen alongside the eco-
nomic and social changes of this
century. The policies now fol-
lowed, those of urban contain-
ment and countryside protection
formulated in the 1930s and 40s,
are outmoded. They damage the
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What this demonstrates is that
competition does its job — selects
the most suitable means for the
end. The secret of “appropriate-
ness'’ is to diversify into those
niches that competition has not
reached; to breathe new life into
those parts of the economy from
which the growth-men are ex-
cluded.

The paper on the Green Belt
Movement among Kenya's wo-
men provides a telling example:
wasted labour and wasted land
are being rescued through tree-
planting to rescue the country’s
basic raw material; rescue its nu-
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trition through rescuing its fuel
for cooking; and raise the status
of women. Were Kenva's land
rents to be rescued from its pri-
vate landowners how much fur-
ther could public goods provision
and public employment go!

THE LAND reform chapter, in
fact, forms the pivot of The Living
Economy, commencing the prac-
tical half of the book. This 1s
chronologically significant, as
James Robertson notes: “The
conventional path of develop-
ment creates dependency ... His-
torically, it starts by excluding
people from access to land, and
thus makes people dependent on
paid labour or cash handouts for

the money to meet needs formerly
met by ownwork."

Shann Turnbull discusses co-
operative land banks, which are a
Trojan horse for land rent re-
capture and local democracy
within the present system. Her
business model provides a clear
picture of the economic principles
underlying the land stewardship
versus ownership 1ssue, which
apply equally at the local, nation-
al, and international scales.

Fred Harrison succinctly sum-
marises the social, economic and
ecological implications of *‘land
value taxation” (LVT), and asses-
ses 1ts practicability.

One wishes, however, that he
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economy, lock poverty into the
inner city and are inequitable. A
case i1s made for the repopulation
of our countryside as well as
improving the cities.

Over the post war period, three
attempts to deal with the prob-
lems of compensation and better-
ment have failed. But the better
linkage of private profit and
public gain becomes ever more
important as the public need for
sharing our inheritance of land,
air and water grows stronger.

Old style town and country
planning 1s outmoded, but new
forms of management (contain-
ing good planning) are develop-
ing. New strategic and practical
skills are as essential for land as
they are for government or in-
dustry and policies over the whole
system of government and taxa-
tion need urgent review.

The land is a resource for the
life of the nation and should be
treated equitably across its sur-
face. The old class landed interesis
and presently confused public and
private interests now prevent clear
perceptions and fair deals.

The means by which we move
forward are necessarily complex,
but the principles are not. The
case for reform rests on six argu-
ments:

® the mismatch between eco-

nomic structures and land
policies;
® tight planning controls
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leading to high land prices;

® agricultural subsidies and
misdirected investment,

® social untairness;

® 4 failureto perceive land as
a resource for all hfe, and

® lack of design vision.

Opposition there will be, but 1t
1s indisputable that the country 1s
undergoing structural changes in
every walk of life, and some clear
vision is required

WHAT WE are seeing in politics
todav 1s the result of the stress
inherent 1n changing social and
economic systems. To leave land
out of the discussion will only
perpetuate unfairness.

We have got to learn to think

less 1n speciahised boxes (an in-

heritance of science) and more in
connected ways; nowhere more
so than in Whitehall. We shall
also have to be less selfish in the
protection of private territories in
the name of public interest, es-
pecially in the countryside.

There are now new opportuni-
ties everywhere, but also the
burden of vested interests. This is
not the place to write of Henry
George and site value taxation,
(SVT), for my book does not
discuss them at any length. It
does, however, recognise the
force of the argument relative to
our prosperity and wellbeing,

I would contend that 1t 1s not
enough to consider SVT separate-
Iv from other major reforms.
Concepts of the market must be
complemented by concepts of the
inherent values and uses of land.
It 1s no good encouraging over-
investment in cities if thereby they
suffer heavy public costs of con-
gestion.

My own view is that the open-
ing out of the land debate is
essential if social progress 1s to be
made and justice done. The rela-
tive poverty of a third of the
population of the UK could be
turned to a more fulfilling life on
a land re-populated, better
managed and more productive in
landscapes of different but new
beauty
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had been further consulted re-
garding the links between LV
and the rest of the economy. It 1s
only subsequently mentioned in
order to encourage the informal
economy.

The *‘blinkered, binary lan-
guage of ‘jobs’ and ‘unemploy-
ment’" is scorned by the New
Economists. The informal econo-
my — small scale, flexible, social-
ly aware — is glorified as the
“true safety net” underpinning
the formal economy, and the
present social security system 1s
seen as an obstacle 1n its way

Much is therefore made of an
unconditional basic income
guarantee — ‘minimum econo-
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mic rights” tor all individuals

in order to abolish the present
disincentives to low paid work

It 1s admitted that this would
require a “substantial” addition-
al tax burden, however, which 1s
where LV Steven
Cord’s calculation of the land and
resource rent of the USA has been
noted, suggesting that the public
haul would be “enough toreplace
all taxes on labour and capital,
apart from user charges [with]
no disincentive effect on produc-
tion, rather tending to bring land
into use ..."

Given such potential, one 1s
entitled to ask why the formal
economy 1s virtually written off in

COomes 1In.

the first place? It is said to be
straining against increasing re-
source scarcities, capital scarci-
ties, and environmental and social
COSsts.

The savings required to finance
the new technologies are unlikely
to be sufficient *‘to generate
growth fast enough to absorb
shed labour.” Jobs will become
increasingly the monopoly of a
“technocratic elite”, and more
taxes into fewer jobs to support
the “drones™ will not go.

This scenario can certainly be
challenged. Rofie Hueting, alead-
ing environmental statistician in
Holland, notes in his paper that
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