The Problem Solved?

by PAUL S. NIX, JR.

‘xZANT to get rid of poverty?

Easy. All you have to 5: isng)ret
the government to guarantee everyone
an adequate income. So says a report
submitted to President Johnson by the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Triple
Revolution, a 32-member self-appoint-
ed group of “economists,” colle
rofessors, lawyers, bankers, labor
eaders, scientists and authors.

Two parts of the triple revolution
are supplementary to the third—one is
the “weaponry ~ revolution,” which
threatens to wipe out the “'strong sup-
port for the economy” that has been
Qrovided by military and space budgets.

ou don't see how devoting land,
labor and capital to the production of
bombs and rockets has helped people
who need food, clothing and shelter?
Well, the importance is not in what
they've been making, but in the fact
that they have had “jobs.”

The second, or “human rights revo-
lution,” concerns Negroes who are de-
manding jobs as well as freedom. The
third holds the key to the solution—
provided we take the advice of the
committee.

The problem is that people who
don’t have jobs have no income. What
about the incomes of landowners?
Well, it must be a drop in the bucket,
because the committee said, “the in-
come-through-jobs link is the only ma-
jor mechanism . . . for granting the
right to consume.” You don't think
pocketing the rent of land is a “minor
mechanism ?”" Well, okay, then maybe
landowning is a “job.”

Anyway, to get back to the people
who have neither jobs nor income, the
implication is that the reason they
don’t have jobs is that they don't have
access to economic resources, Now that
makes sense, doesn’t it? Oh, you want
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to know why they don’t have access to
land? Well, according to the commit-
tee, it certainly isn't because any land
is being withheld from use, or even
from its best use.

The Ad Hoc boys say that “eco-
nomic resources have been distributed
on the basis of contributions to pro-
duction.” Of course they don't say who
does the distributing, nor how the dis-
tributors came by their franchises, nor
what they get for performing this in-
dispensable role, Eu that can't be
very important. Any system that allots
resources to the best producers must
be a pretty good system.

Actually that's where the frouble

starts, since men compete with ma-
chines for the use of these resources.
Who makes the machines? Perhaps
they are made by other machines. Be-
cause if men made machines the com-
petition for economic resources, be-
tween men and machines, would really
be competition between one group of
men and another group of men. But
that would spoil the whole argument,
and we haven't even got to the point
jet.
; Now, these new-tyrcs machines are
capable of “potentially unlimited out-
put” with “little cooperation from hu-
man beings.” That's right, people
don’t “run” machines anymore, they
"cooperate” with them. You think
“'unlimited output” sounds like perpet-
ual motion? \ﬁcll, that's our third or
“cybernation  revolution.” It's the
“combination of the electronic com-
uter with the automated, self-regu-
Eting machine.”

So these cybernated machines pro-
duce so much wealth that the compe-
tition between men and machines is
getting all lop-sided. Since “economic
resources are distributed on the basis
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of contributions to production,” the
machines must now be getting most
of the land! But the people the
machines displaced have no income,
so there’s not much demand for all
that “potentially unlimited output.”
It's quite clear, then, as the committee

and income. So the thing to do is to
break the link. The way to do it is for
“society” to provide, through govern-
ment, “every individual and every fam-
ily with an adequate income as a mat-
tef Of ﬁ@.t-”

Certainly everyone has a right to an

income! Yes, even if he
work! But you don't think
that taking wealth away from the peo-
ple who produced it will encourage
to produce faster because it didn’t

!
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'THE HENRY GEORGE CONFERENCE IS IN AUGUST

Now let's not have any more dear
readers writing to say thought the
conference was in July. Please note —
it will be in the City of New York
from Au 30th to September 5th,
at the Henry Hudson Hotel, 353 West
57th Street (New York 10019). If

. you are a subscriber to this trusty HGN

you should have received by now a
full report on'prices and other neces-

sary information.

owever, we'llmajceitelayform
Rooms are $9 for single (¥ 14
and $7.50 for doubles; and $6 and
$5 for 3 and 4

Air conditioned? Why certainly if
you haven't made a reservation yet
lease write today, direct to the hotel.
Chink for a moment of how lucky
you'll be to have hotel accommoda-
tions in New York this summer at
this low price.

Although you are coming to a joint
conference of the International Union
and the Henry Gcog School, the
sessions will be in English or will
be interpreted, The talks and reports
will be of vast interest to every crue
Georgist, but please don’t imagine

14

you'll be denied the lighter mothents.
The World's Fair is within easy access,
and 57th Street is in the heart of New
York’s fashionable shopping and res-
taurant area (in ive eating places
are handy too). It's hard to see how
anyone could stay away from a con-
ference like this.

the program infor-
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