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DO NOT MUZZLE THE OX WHICH TREADS
ON YOUR CORN

The California Real Estaie Association wants “a g
deal” for real estate OWLETS. aare

To thiz end they are working to introduce bills in the legis-
lature to reduce the tax on land and increase it on perst}aal
property by means of a Saleg Tax, a State Income Tax or s0Ine
other equally efficient device, which will leave seeurely in the
hands of the land-owner all the profit caused by growth of popu-
lation and community industry,

The people of the State, being eager to protect what they
hg:ve been taught to consider the “rights of private prop{artj} ”
will, as usual., vote to contribute a large portion of ail the wealfh
the;r create in order to prevent the land-lord giving up wealth
“which he does not create.

Well,—after all—why not?

_ If Libert)i' means anything at all, it means the right to be
wrong: the rizht of a nation to make its own mistakes, suffer
from them, learn by them and, at last, progress threngh ihem,

And if the people of California are anxious to endow the
landlords with a perpetual franchise to take for themselvey the
whole profit of industry, no better method could be devized than
the _%)rloilosed scheme to untax land and lay the tax on 1zbor and
capital,

Th.e only reason Political Economy seems difficalt to uwoder
sta}nd is that the economists try to justify g system which de-
prives two classes of value they create in order to give to another
class value it does not create.

The two classes which create value are labor and capital.

The class which gets value it does not ereate is the Iaud-
owner.

ﬁ_a.m:i t_he Deople have not yet awakened to the simple truth
that it is 1mp0_ssib]e for one class to acquire money which it has
not earned without taking from another classg money which it
has earned.

We have been educated to haie the profiieer in necessities,
stich as foed, clothing and rent. But the profiteer in land-—the
greatest necessity of ail—we have been taught to respect, if not
venerate. Hach of us may become a land profiteer, and so we
l_mld as a sacred right the power of the landlord to take his tolt
from every dollar we earn by our industry.

How sin;ple life would become if a system could be put to
work by which every man would get ALL the valae he creates,
and no man could appropriate value he does pot creats.

If this pringipls were one¢ accepied by the peoble, all eco-
nomic injusiice would disappeal. Hach man or woman would
prosper in proportion 1o the valde of th.e service he gives: t.he
poverty of industrial workers would vanish with the prosperity
of speculators in nature.

But, of course, thiz can never be.

e have been edusated to believe that God intended: the
earth to be the exelusive property of one fifth of the human race,
so that this fifth might live by renting the land to the other
tour-fifths.

And, because each of us has the legal rigl_1t _to belong to this
exclusive fifth, we eonsider that the system is just.

Consequently, we make our laws and levy our taxes for the
benefit of the land-owner.

We tax to the iimit everything weé eat, everything we wear,
the house we live in, the fuel we burn; but the lapdlord’s fran-
chisge io demand from ug a large portion of what we make—ihis
we tax very slightly. ’

This is beeause all taxes except the land tax may be passed
on and ultimately concealed.

Few people realize that every Governmental tax on the ne-
cessities of life is doubled and quadrupled before it reaches the
man who really pays it—the ultimate consumer. We feel op-
pressed by the high cost of things, not realizing that much of
this eost is a tax which, like & snowball rolling down hill, lands
on the head of the man who stands below. .

Few people realize that a tax on land values is the one tax
which CAMNGT be passed on, but all economists agree that the
higher the land iax, the lower rents will be.

We are so obsessed wiih the idea that the more we make
the more we should pay, that we leave comparatively untaxed the
man whe gets withoui making—the man to whom we pay twenty
cents as rent out of every dollar we make—-the man who gets
hiz wealth by holding nature as his private property until our
need for it is so great that' we endow him with a comfortable
living in return for his permission to use the surface of the earth,

We do not reslize the difference between ownership of land
and ownership of other forms of property; that the ownership of
what we have created is a human right, while the ownership of
what we have not created is a special privilége to be paid for
according to its value.

S0 let ws scrutinize with some care the bills submitted to
the Legislature by the California Real Estate Association. Let
us be sure that they are not an attempt to shift still further the
burden of Governmental cost from the shoulders of the privileged
few who create nothing to the backs of the many who create
everything; the laborers and the capitalists.




The right to labor should not be taxed at all; the value we
create should not be taken from us £o0 long ag there is one dollar
of unezrned wealth which can be used io defray the cost of
Government.

A man should not be taxed for what he makes so long as
another man has taxable value which he did not malke.

Let us, in short, place the land profiteer where he belongs,
with his brother profitesrs, and stop calling him the corner stone
of society, the pillar of civilization. For, to the extent that we.
untax him, to that extent we burden ouselves for every dollar of
unearned wealth we leave him, we pay a dollar of our earnings.
His cry is the cry of the horge-leech, who wishes to tax the
horse for the volume of his blood instead of taxing himself for
the blood he consumes.

Thervefore, let us pay some attention to the legisiation fos-
tered by the California Real Estate Association.

Of course it may be perfectly sound, but I, for one, have some
slight suspicion that these gentlemen have gotten together in
an attempt to “pass the buck,” that they are making a serious
endeavor to take the burden of taxation off unearned wealth and
place it firmly and safely upon the broad back of industry.

HOW TO THINK WITHOUT TIRING THE BRAIN

IF YOU WANTED TO UNDERSTAND the Chris-
tian relfgion and the philosophy of Christ, you'd go right
to the nearest Mohammedan or Chinaman for instruction

—wouldn't you?

Why, of course.

IF YOU WANTED TO KNOW whether to vote
for the establishment of a parcel-post system, you'd be
sure to take the advice of the President of the biggest

express company you could find—wouldn't you?

Naturally.

IF YOU WANTED TO BE SURE just how much
prohibition would benefit the country, you could hardly
take anyone's opinion except that of a wine merchant

—could you?

Of course not—he's an expert.

THEREFORE YOU SEE that the only organiza-
tion which can properly explain all about the Single Tax
—tell you just how it will work and help you form a
safe, sane, intelligent and thoroughly unbiased  opinion
of it—is the Anti-Single Tax League.

YOU SEE THAT—DON'T YOU?

Why, how perfectly simple!
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The California Real Estate Assoclation wants “a sguare
deal” for real estate owners.

To this end they are working to introduce bills in the legis-
lature to reduce the tax on land and .increase it on personal
property by means of a Sales Tax, a State Income Tax or some
other equally efficient device, which will leave securely in the
hands of the land-owner all the profit caused by growth of popu-
lation and community industry.

The people of the State, being eager to protect what they
he},ve been taught to consider the “rights of private property,”
will, as usual; vote to contribute a large portion of all the wealih
they create in order to prevent the land-lord giving up wealth
which he does not create.

Well—after all—why not?

If Libert}ir means anything at all, it means the right to be
wrong: the right of a nation to make its own mistakes, suffer
from them, learn by the_rn and, at last, progress threugh them.

And if the people of California are anxious to endow ihe
Iandlords with a perpetual franchise to take for themselves the
whole prefit of industry, no better method conld be devised than
gl;; _f;loposed scheme to untax land and lay the tax on labor and
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Th_e only reason Political Economy seems diffienlt to under-
stz_md is that the economists try to justify a system which de-
prives fwo classes of value they create in order to give to another
elass value it does not create.

The two classes which create value are Jabor and capital.

The class whick gets value it does not create is the land-
owner.

411(_1 t'he peo_pIe have not yet awakened to the simple truth
that it is Jmpqssﬂ}le for one class to acquire money which it has
not earned without taking from another class money which it
has earned. '

We have been educated to hate the profiteer in necessities,
such as food, elothing and rent. But the profiteer in land—the
greatest necessity of all-—we have been taught to respect, if not
venerate. Hach of us may become a land profiteer, and so we
hold as a sacred right the power of the landlord to take his toll
from every dollar we earn by our industry.

How sin;ple life would become if a system could be put to
work by which every man would get ALL the value he creates,
and no man could appropriate value he does not create.

If this principle were once accepted by the people, all eco-
nomic injustice would disappear. Each man or woman would
prosper in proportion to the value of the service he gives: the
poverty of industrial workers would vanish with the prosperity

of speculators in nature.

But, of course, this can never he.

We have been educated to believe that God intended ihe
earth to be the exclugive property of one fifth of the human race,
so that this fifth might live by renting the land to the other
tour-fifihs. :

And, because each of us has the legal right to belong to this
exclusive fifth, we consider thai the system is just.

Consequently, we make our laws and levy our taxes for the
benefit of the land-owner.

We tax to the limit everything we eat, everything we wear,
the house we live in, the fuel we burn; but the landlord’s fran-
chise to demand from us a large portion of what we make—this
we tax very slightly. .

Thig is because all taxes except the land tax may be passed
on and ultimately concealed. :

Few people realize that every Governmental fax on the ne-
cessities of life is doubled and quadrupled before it reaches the
man who really pays it—the ultimate consumer. We feel oD-
pressed by the high cosi of things, not realizing that much of
this cost is a tax which, like a snowhall rolling down hill, lands
on the head of the man who stands below.

Few people realize that a tax on land values is the one tax
which CANNOT be passed on, but all economists agree that the
higher the land tax, the lower rents will be,

We are so obsessed with the idea that the more we make’
the more we should pay, that we leave comparatively uniaxed the
man who gets without making—the man to whom we pay twenty
cents as ‘rent put of every dollar we make—thé man who gets
his wealth by holding nature as his private property until our
need for it is so great thai we endow him with a comfortable
living in return for his permission to use the gurface of the earth.

We do not realize the difference between ownership of land
and ownership of other forms of property; that the ownership of
what we have created is a buman right, while the ownership of
what we hiave not created is a special privilege to be paid for
according to its value. ‘

So let us scrutinize with some care the bills submitted to
the Legislature by the California Real Hstate Association. Let
us be sure that they are not an attempt to shift still further the
burden of Governmental cost from the shoulders of the privileged
few who create nothing to the backs of the many who creaie
everything; the laborers and the capitalists.




The right to labor should not be taxed at all; the value we
create should not be taken from us 8¢ long as there ig one dollar
of ‘unearned wealth which can be used to defray the cost of
Government.

A man should not be taxed for what he makes so long as
another man has taxable valwe which he did not make.

Let us, in short, place the land profiteer where he belongs,
with his brother profiteers, and stop calling him the corner stone
of society, the pillar of civilization. For, to the exient that we
untax hirm, to that extent we burden ouselves for every dollar of
unearned. wealth we leave him, we pay a dollar of our earnings.
His cry is the cry of the horse-leech, who wishes to tax the
horse for the volume of hig blood instead of taxing himself for
the blood he consumes.

Therefore, let us pay some attention to the legislation fos-
tered by the California Real Estate Association.

Of course it may be perfectly sound, but 1, for one, have some
slight suspicion that these gentlemen have gotiten iogether in
an attempt to “pass the buck,” that they are making a serious
endeavor to take the burden of taxation oif unearned wealth and
place it firmily and safely upon the broad back of industry.

PITY THE POOR LANDLORD

After reading in the Los Angeles Timeg editorial, how the
poor, self-sacrificing landlord holds vacant lots for years, only to
gell them at a loss, I am convinced that we should enaet some
law to take this unjust burden from the ghoulders of these heroic
martyrs

By making it unprofitable to hold vaeant lots at all, and
making it easy for those who need land to get it without having
to pay a large sum therefor, not only will the public benefit, but
we will relieve the terrible plight of the poor land profiteer.

Our hearis bleed for the litile band of patient sufferers, who,
as the Times shows so touchingly, continue to hold the vacant
land of Los Angeles, knowing that they will Iose money thereby
Such generous devotion is beautiful.

Also, the Times’ rea.soning that land profiteering is entirely
Jjustified by the fact that a would-be profiteer might lose is both
masterly and convincing, '

History has seldom shown a more wonderful example of de-
votion to the public cause, than the Times’ impassioned plea not
to have the tax taken off its building.- :

Isn’t it wonderfu] how ali the big corporations are fighting to
prevent us from taking the tax off them?

NOW, JUST FOR ONE MOMENT, LET'S THINK WITH
BOTH LOBES OF OUR BRAIN.

Don’t you suppose that if the Single Tax REALLY BID lift
the burden of taxation from corporations, that they would be
fighting for it and not againgt it?




IF YOU HAVE PROFITEERS—PREPARE TO SHED
THEM NOW

If a man buys more food than ‘he can uge and holds it untit
the puablic need of it Is so great that he can make a huge, un-
earned profit, we call him a Profiteer and hate him a.ccordmgly

Now the greatest necess1ty of human life is Land, from which
all food must come—irom- which comes everything we need—
all wealth, in fact.

But if 2 man buys more land than he can use and hplds it
until the public need of it iz so great that he can make a huge
unearned profit, we call him a far-sighted business man; we
honor him, protect him and vote ourselves black in the face to
preserve the system by which he is able to profiteer in this
greatest of all human necessities.

This seems hardly fair—

We should either honor the food profiteer or dishonor the
land profiteer.

‘The man who lives by holding land from those who need it is
no worthier than the man who lives by holding food from those
who need it.

And the man who profiteers in land has an advantage over
his fellow-man which makes all the other profiteers look like
pikers. ' :

“But,” you say, “anyone can profiteer in land. It is an op-
portunity open to all.”

So can anyoue profiteer in food or any other necessity. But
that is no reason for encouraging it and protecting the sysfem
which makes it possible. The fact that anyone can commit
murder does not justify murder.

Chattel Slavery was the law of the land, and was considered
right until the development of public morality began to congider
it wrong.

Should we have continued slavery because many honest men
owned sglaves? And should we now continue eéconomic slavery
because many honest men have not yet seen thai land pmf1teer-
ing DOES PRODUCE econemic slavery?

The Barons of antiquity owned their serfs sunply hecause
they owned the land which the serfs had to use in order to live.

The Landlords of today really own the landless people be-
canse they own all available nature, which the landless ones must
use. ‘

THE SINGLE TAX is the only method by which this injustice
can be righted. It is an enactment into law of a great principle
of fundamental justice, THE SINGLE TAX is the only system
which protects rich and poor alike, preventing either “class”
from taking ap unfair advantage of the other.

It guarantees to EVERY MAN the WHOLE VALUE of his
labor product. It prevents ANY MAN from taki.hg value whieh
he does not create. For it is simply the taking by the State of
the profits of land profiteering without touchmg the profits that
any man actually himself ereates.

The Single Tax will actually stop profiteering in land and
check all the evils which result from this profiteering. It will
make food cheaper and lower rents.

All other taxes except the tax on Jand values are added fo
the product and passed on to the ultimaie consumer.

That is why the people who profiteer are howling to heaven
to leave the taxes on those things from which they can be passed
on and praying the voters not to tax the one thing from which
the tax cannot be passed on-—that is, land values.

That is why the great corporations which hold hundreds of
thousands of acres of idle land are trying to persnade the people
to tax everything they own except their land values.

“Don’t untax our buildings,” they ery. “It wouldn't be fair,

and it would hurt our feelings horribly to know that we were not

paying our full share of taxes.”

Isn’t that just like the noble, self-sacrlflcmg attitude for
which big corporations are noted?

And yet you believe them when they say tha.t the Single Tax
will leave them wuntaxed.

Oh, me! Oh, my! ! Oh, gosh! ! !

The tax on land values cannot be added to rent, because an
inereased tax on land forees more land into use. Untaxing build-
ings causes more buildings, and this combination makes LOWER
RENTS.

And remember—The Single Tax is not a fax on land in pro-
portion to its quantity, but in proportion to its value. One city
lot-may have more land value than a large ranch.

The Single Tax is legislation in favor of the user of land
and against those who hold land idle for profiteering.

The PRESENT SYSTEM makes you pay roore for your land
if you use it than if you hold it idle. This is what breeds pro-
fiteers by the thousand. It rewards the profiteer and penalizes
the producer.




Many see the evil of the preser_;t gystem, but are a,fraiq o try
the remedy. “It is moraily right,” they say, “but it is imprac-
tical, It would disturb business conditioms.”

But we should hegitate to believe that God has made the
right thing impossible to put into practice.

iF IT IS RIGHT, IT IS PRACTICAL. If not, the Creator
hag given us a problem to solve which has no solation.

NOW, VOTERS OF CALIFORNIA—ONE LAST WORD, AND
I AM THROUGH.

I own enough valuable land in Los Angeles to make a very
big sum of money if you keep the tax laws as they are. If you
don’t believe the philosophy I have been irying to put before you,
you will hand me this money which I am not entitled to, as I will
do nothing to increase the value of my land.

It you decide to give me this money, I will take it with a
clear conscience. I have told you what I believe to be the iruth,
and now it is up to you

- Henry George said of the Single Tax:

“The truth that I have tried to make clear
will not find easy acceptance. If that could
be it would have been accepted long ago. If
that could be it would never have been ob-
scured. But it will find friends—those who

. will toil for it; suffer for it; if need be, die

for it. -THIS IS THE POWER OF TRUTH.”

PITY THE POOR LANDLORD

After reading in the Los Angelés Times editorial, how the
poor, self-sacrificing landlord holds vacant lots for Years; only to
scll them at a loss, I am couvinced that we should enact som.e‘
law to take this unjust burden from the shoulders of these heroic
ma.rtyrs

By making it unprofitable te hold vacani lots at ail, and
making it easy for those who need land to get it without having
to pay a large sum thérefor, not only will the public benetit, but .
we will relieve the terrible plight of the poor land profiteer.

Our hearts bleed for the litile Band of patient suiferers, who,
as the Times shows s¢ touchingly, continue to hold the vacant
1znd of Los Angeles, knowing that they will 16se money thereby.
Such generous devotion is beautiful.

Alge, the Times’ reasoning that land profiteering is entirely
justified by the fact that a would-be profiteer might lose is both
mastetly and convineing.

History has seldom showh a more wonderful example of de-
votion to the pubil_ic cause, than the Times’ impassioned plea not
to have the tax taken off its building.

Isn't it wonderful how all the big corporations are fighting to
prevent us from taking the tax off them?

NOW, JUST FOR ONE MOMENT, LET'S THINK WITH
BOTH LOBES OF OUR BRAIN.

Don’t your suppoge that if the Single Tax REALLY DID lift
the burden of taxation from corporations, that they would be

fighting for it and not against it?




IF YOU HAVE PROFITEERS—PREPARE TO SHED
THEM NOW

If a man buys more food than he can use and holds it untit
the public need of it is so great that he can make a huge, un-
earned profit, we call him a Profiteer and hate him accordingly.

Now the greatest necessity of human life is Land, from. which
all food must come—from which comes everything we need—
all wealth, in fact.

But if 2 man buys more land than he can use and holds it
until the public need of it is so great that he can make a huge
unearned profit, we call him a farsighted business man; we
honor him, protect him and vote ourselves black in the face to
preserve the system by which he is able to profiteer in this
greatest of all human necessities.

This seems hardly fair—

‘We should either honeor the food profiteer or dishonor the
land profiteer.

The man who lives by holding land from those who need it is
no worthier than the man who lives by holding food from those
who need it.

And the man who profiteers in land has an advantage over
hiz fellow-man which makes all the other profiteers look like
pikers.

“But,” you say, “anyone can profiteer in land. It is an op-
portunity open to all.”

So can anyone profiteer in food or any other necessity. But
that is no reason for encouraging it and protecting the system
which makes it possible. The fact that anyone can commit
murder does not justify murder. '

Chaitel Slavery was the law of the land, and was considered
right until the development of public morality began to consider
it wrong.

Should we have continued slavery because many honest men
owned slaves? And should we now continue economic slavery
because many honest men have not yet seen that land profiteer-
ing COES PRODUCE economic slavery?

The Barons of antiguity owned their serfs simply because
they owned the land which the serfs had to use in order to live.

The Landlords of today really own the landiess people be-
cause they own all available nature, which the landless ones must
use. .

THE SINGLE TAX is the only method by which this injustice
can be righted. It is an enactment into law of a great principle
of fundamental justice. THE SINGLE TAX is the only system
which protects rich and poor alike, preventing either “class”
from taking an unfair advantage of the other.

It guarantees to EVERY MAN the WHOLE VALUE of his
labor product. If prevents ANY MAN from faking value which
he does not create. For it is gimply the taking by the State of
the profits of land profiteering without touching the profits that
any man actually himself creates.

The Single Tax will actually stop profiteeril‘ngg,r in 1and and
check all the evils which result from this profiteering. It will
make food cheaper and lower rents.

All other taxes except the tax on land values are added to
the product and passed on to the ultimate consumer.

That is why the people who profiteer are howling te heaven
to leave the taxes on those things from which they can be passed
on and praying the voters not to fax the one thing from which
the tax cannot be passed on—that is, land values.

That is why the great corporations which hold hundreds of
thousands of aecres of idle land are trying to persuade the people
to tax everything they own except their land values.

“Don’t untax our buildings,” they cry. “It wouldn't be fair,
and it would hutrt our feelings horribly to know that we were not
paying our full share of taxes.”

Isn’t that just like the noble, selfsacrificing attitude for
which big corporations are noted? -

And yet you believe them when they say that the Single Tax
will leave them untaxed.

Oh, me! Oh, my! ! Oh, gosh! ! !

The tax on land values cannot ke added to rent, because an
increased tax on land forces more land into use. Untaxing build-
ings causes more buildings, and this combination makes LOWER
RENTS.

And remember—The 8ingle Tax is not a tax on land in pro-
portion to its quantity, but in proportion to its value. One city
lot may have more land value than s large ranch.

The Single Tax is legislation in favor of the user of land
and against those who hold land idle for profiteering.

The PRESENT SYSTEM makes you pay more for your land
if you use it than if you hold it idle. This is what breeds pro-
fiteers by the thousand. It rewards the profiteer and penalizes
the producer.




Many see the evil of the pragent system, but are afraid to try
the remedy. “It is morally right,” they say, “but it Is imprac-
tical. Tt would disturb business condifions.”

But we should hesitate to believe that God has made the
right thing impossible to put into practice.

IF IT IS RIGHT, IT 1§ PRACTICAL. If not, the Creafor
has given us a proflem to solve which has no golufion.

NOW, VOTERS OF CALIFORNIA—ONE LAST WORD, AND
I AM THROUGH.

I own enouzh valuable land in Los Angeles to make a very
big sum of money if you keep the tax laws as they ars. If you
don’t helieve the philosophy I have been trying to put before you,
vyou will hand me this money which T am not entitled io, as I will
do nothing to increase the value of my land.

It you decide to give me this morey, I will take it with a
clear consvience. T have told you what I believe to be the truth,
and now i is up {9 you.

Henry Goorge said of the Single Tax:

“The truth that 1 have tried to make clear
will not find casy acceptance.. If that could
be it would have been accepted long ago. If
that could be it wouid never have been cb-
scured. But it will find friends—those who
will toil for it; suffer for it; if need be, die

for it. 'THIS IS THE POWER OF TRUTH.”




