E HE fundamental rights of man,

a5 s0 well stated in that immortal
document, the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, are the vights to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.

It is to be noted that the right to
live, being first mentioned, is regarded
as paramount. Yet under present con-
ditiens in the United States, millions
of people are denied the right to live
except upon the charity of the govern~
ment,

In spite of the tremendous advance
In the art and science of production,
starvation stares millions of our ejt-
izens in the face even while they plead
for opportunities to work to earn a
scanty living. Was there ever such a
stark denial of our hoasted progress,
such a travesty on civilization? The
situation challenges every last one of
us to find a solution.

BEFORE we can solve the problem,

we must first analyze it. At the
dawn of civilization, there were two
factors in production: mnatural re-
sources and human lahor. For con-
venience, I shall use the term “land”
as referring to all natural resourees,
and the term “labor” as meaning all
conscious, voluntary effort of human
heings.

Now, if it be admitted that man is
dependent on land for his very exis-
tence, it follows that the right to live
requires that he shall have continuous
access to land—that he shall have an
opportunity to apply himself to that
lIand so essential to his continued exis-
tence. But when, by social policies,
we allow some members of society to
appropriate to themselves the value
of land, by that very nct we withdraw
from other memhers of society the
opportunity te apply their own labor
to land except at the will and suffer-
ance of the first-mentioned class.

Of course, it must be admitted that
in the present state of society, it is
essential that each individual be as-
sured continuous possession of a par-
ticular section of land. FHow can we
reconcile, then, the fundamental right
of man to live, requiring virtually free
access to live, with the equally import-
ant necessity of undisturbed posses-
sion?

That gets down to the heart of the
single tax question, and just what con-
stitutes what we call the economic rent
of land. This is the one and only tax
we would levy.

PERHAPS I can illustrate it in this
way:

I I have an acre of wheat land from
which, by a certain amount of effort,
I get a crop of 15 bushels of wheat
while somebody else has an acre from
which, by the same effort, he ean pro-
duce 30 bushels, the economic rent of
the latier acre ag compared with the
former is 15 bushels of wheat.

Now let us look at it from an in-
dustrial basis: If I have an acre of
Iand in the wilderness, its value for
business is nil, but an aere of land in
New York City may be worth in eco-
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noemic rent a millien and a half dol-
lars a year. What makes the differ-
ence? The variations in value are
not due to the actions of any individ-
ual. They are community valyes—
large when the eommunity is larpe or
especially concentrated, and small
when these conditions are absent,

When, by law, we allow individuals
to appropriate to themselves economic
rent—community created values——and
there 1s expectation of a continuation
of that arrangement, each individual
seeks to hold as much land as possible
—not for immediate use, but in the
expectation of future unearned ad-
vantage to be derived.

In the United States se much of the
land, urban, suburban, and rural, is
thus speculatively held that it brings
about the appearance of an actual
shortage.

In cities people are erowded into
small tenements and dwellings; in apri-
cultural sections, people are forced to
use submarginal land. In the city of
Washington, D.C., for example, there
are 5,000 acves, exelusive of streets
and parks, upon which there are mno
buildings, coincident with the acres
and acres of sluns almost within a
stone’s throw of the Capitol, and coin-
cident alse with exeessive rents and
inconvenient housing even for members
of Congress.

What is still more significant, the
recent natienal resources survey dis-
closes upward of 75,000,000 acres of
farm land now in use which is so in-
fertile as to he classed as submarginal.
There is an appearance of shortapge
due to the withholding of good land
from use, or its partial use, thus caus-
ing the resort to submarginal lands.

SOCIETY pays taxes on two kinds of

values—land and labor. The more
a man produces, the more he is taved.
When he is faced with taxation for the
products of his labor, he seeks to re.
coup himself for the amount of the tax
by a higher charge to somebody else.
This latter course naturally serves to
restriet production. In a word, a tax
imposed on an individual on this basis
causes high prices and the restricted
use of things.

As to land titles, there are two
kinds: title for use and title for specu-
lation. If land had no selling price,
everyone would be able to get all the
land he needed for use, hut no omne
would seek to retain lsnd for which
he had no use. Millions of acres of
land, now held for speculation, would
then be returned to use.

When a man is faced with paying 3
tax on first-class land, he finds that
the community value or economic rent
of the land is always as high as the
existing community development or
natural fertility will warrant. But he
finds also that he is taxed exéra far
all the improvements he has made on
the property itself. No matter how
hard he tries, he cannot increase his
collection of economie rent to cover
the extra tax. Therefore, he must pay
the tax from his present collection; and
this, through natural economie kaw,
forces down the selling price of the
land without aifecting its use-value.
Thus, if the tax over and above the
ecohomic rent was raised to 100 per-
cent, the selling price of the land would
be zero, although the land wonld still
be as valuable for use as ever,

That is the evil which the single tax
seeks to eliminate,

In a word, I advocate the abolition
of all taxes on laubor products, and
the collection of economic vent to pay
governmental expenses. But 1 make
this reservation and I have made it on
the flooy of Congress: Such a drastic
economic change must be made grad-
ually, lest the correct remedy, through
too strong doses, be worse than the
disease,

J_ Y OWN city of Pittsburgh com-

menced in 1913 an advance in
this direction. Fach three years—un-
til 1925—we reduced the taxes on all
buildings by 10 percent, while eontinu-
ing to impose full 100 percent taxes on
land values.

Now, in Pittsburgh, we tax buildings
just half as muchk in proportion to
value as we do land. Absentee land-
lords, some even living in Ergland,
who contribute nothing to the business
of Pittsburgh, have had to pay higher
taxes than they did before. Land
formerly held vacant for speculative
purposes, and paying only z mominal
tax, now pays a 100 Percent land value
tax. With the tax on improvements
cut to about one half, small home own-
ers are paying less taxes. Of course,
if we had a complete system of the
single tax in Fittshurgh, the commun-
ity value of the land or the economic
rent alone would be taken, and there
would be no tax on improvements or
buildings, of any kind; but we are
going at the probiem gradually, and
the people of Pittshurgh ave satisfied,
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infroduced a bill in Con-
(HR. 6026) to apply this
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