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It has often been said that South Africa has more
problems to the square inch than any other country.
It is probably true that in any country the problems
would be few if there were no initial injustice. Certainly
most of South Africa’s have arisen from the basic injustice
which Henry George called on to us end.

In that country there are four different races, Europeans,
Coloured, Asiatics and Natives, each race differing widely
in its standard of living from the others. The coming of
the whites to South Africa put an end to the natives’ free
access to land, except within the narrow limits of their
reserves, where they have retained, as a rule, their system
of communal ownership. The area left to them was not
sufficient for their needs, mainly because of their backward
methods of agriculture, but also because it was actually
too small in extent. The consequence has been that large
numbers of natives have had to go out to work for Euro-
peans, who, knowing their simple tastes and low standard
of living, paid them, and have continued to pay them, very
low wages.

In the early days of the country’s expansion the Euro-
peans, having access to plenty of land, were relatively
well off, and could afford to leave all the hard manual
work to be done by natives. They thus established for
themselves a relatively high standard of living which
could not possibly be maintained on the wage which was
considered adequate for a native. Gradually at first, but
afterwards rapidly, because of thesystem of private owner-
ship of land, large numbers of the Europeans became landless.

Having to look for jobs, they began to come into competition

with the natives in unskilled or semi-skilled work. As the
Europeans could not maintain themselves on the wage on
which natives managed to exist, employers naturally pre-
ferred natives, who not only could work at a lower wage
than the whites but were more docile.

Because of the appalling poverty which began to spread
among the whites, the Government resorted to many
different shifts to secure the employment of whites. In
the Government service large numbers of natives were
turned out of employment and whites at 4s. to 5s. per day
—that is about double the native wage—were taken on in
their place. Other public bodies were subsidised, if they
employed whites, to the extent of the difference between
their wages and those of natives. This inherently unjust
policy has in no way stemmed the growth of poverty
among the whites, and has left large numbers of natives
in a desperate plight.

In no country is the injustice of the private ownership
of land values more glaring than it is in South Africa.
When South Africa went off the Gold Standard the price
of gold rose from about 85s. per oz. to 140s. per oz. The
result was an enormous rise in the price of gold-bearing
land, which was reflected in the rise in the price of shares
in gold mining companies. The Crown Mines’ shares may
be taken as an illustration. The nominal capital of that
Company is £1,000,000, divided into 2,000,000 shares of
10s. each. 1In 1931 these shares stood at £4 each, and were
carrying a dividend of 6s. 9d. per share. To-day they
stand at £13 each, and carry a dividend of 17s. per share.
The difference represents a present to the shareholders of
£18,000,000. Options over gold-bearing land have been
taken up throughout the country and new companies are
being floated in which the landowners are receiving all
the benefits of this country having gone off gold, so that
any man who wishes to-day to start gold mining is no
better off because of the high price of gold than was the
man when gold was at its lower price. The same is true
with regard to sugar-growing land, although the retail
price of sugar in South Africa is 34d. to 4d. per lb., and
of wheat-growing land, although the price of wheat in
South Africa is approximately double the price at which
wheat can be imported into the country. All the value
of these high prices has been absorbed in high land values.

Although the population of South Africa is small it has

slums which have been described by observers with world-
wide experience of slum conditions as the worst in the
world. Slum clearance schemes are being fostered by the
Government with apparently very little successful result.

South Africa could be a land * flowing with milk and
honey,” but the landowners prevent it. There is the
usual talk of over-production. Half of the sugar output
is exported and sold overseas at considerably less than
half what the South African has to pay, while probably
half the population gets no sugar to eat or certainly an
insufficient quantity because it cannot afford to buy.
Maize, butter, eggs, and meat are compulsorily exported
to keep up the local price, while quite half the population
is under-nourished.

These are the conditions which prevail in a country
which is described by its politicians as * prosperous,”
and as the envy of many other countries in the world.

All these difficulties arise from one injustice—the private
ownership of the value of land. A determined effort is
now being made to educate the people of South Africa as
to the remedy. A P.E.P. (Put an End to Poverty) group
has been formed for that purpose, and its efforts are meeting
with a most gratifying measure of success.



