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SPEECH OF LOUIS F. POST AT THE
DINNER OF THE ST. LOUIS SIN-
GLE TAX LEAGUE, MAY
16, 1903.

This dinner, given at Schrap’s cafe, was
brought to a.successful conclusion by the
untiring efforts of L. P. Custer, the pres-
ident of the.St. Louls Single Tax league.
It was attended by more than 200 guests,
and presided over with great good humor
and sparkling wit by Willlam Marlon
Reedy, editor of the St. Louis Mirror. Stir-
ring short speeches were made by the Rev.
Frank G. Tyrrell, N. O. Nelson, Hon. Rich-
ard Dalton, the Rev. W. F. Peck, and the
guest of the evening, Dr. William Preston
HII, of Tucson, Arlz. A letter from Dis-
trict Attorney Folk was read, and the cere-
monies concluded with a bright and
thoughtful little speech from Master Webb
;chttheofats}: Sz.t I]JIouis highschool. Thesub:

€ following s Y o
Cause for Which \\'egLall))cf:.?'h wes "The

?t, is peculiarly appropriate, iy
friends of St. Louis, that the cause we
work for should be called to the atten-

tx'un of your community at this centen-
nial time.

.\\'ith an industrial and art exposi-
tion commanding world-wide interest
Your delightful city issoon tocelebraté
the century-old purchase by the Ameri-
c.:ln people of a veritable empire in ter-
ritory adjacent to what was once the
west.ern boundary of our Republic, an
empire of which St. Louis has grown
to be the metropolis. Extending from
the Gulf of Mexico at the south, along
the course of the Mississippi to the
Canadian border on the north, ‘and
we‘stward: to the Rocky Mountains
this vast region of half a billion acres'
has been carved into eight States and
par.t of four more, besides two Terri-
tories which ought to be States. With
§carcely any population, either ecijvil-
1zef] or savage, at the time of its ac-
quisition, it is now inhabited-by;nearlv
15,000,000 people. all of whom posse;s
Oor may easily obtain the prerogatives
of American citizenship. Our solemn
pledge of government by consent of
the governed, which was inserted in
that treaty of purchase, has been for
the most part redeemed. Even the Ter-
ritories as yet denied Stateliood are ac-
corded a degree of self-government
not far below what the States them-
selves enjoy. Within this empire, of
whose acquisition and development we
are all proud, various nationalities and
éven races are being welded into po-
litical homogeneity. Magnificent in-
dustries have here been shaped in har-
mony with the marvelous revelations
of our industrial era. Such progres-
sive cities as New Orleans, Minne-
apolis, Omaha and Kansas City, not
to mention St. Louis, the largest of
them all, have risen into towering
prominence. Their names have be-

come household words all over this
land and wherever else the pulsing ac-
tivities of trade are felt. This great
wilderness of a hundred years ago,
this waste of prairie and desert,
washed on one side by the treach-
erous currents of the Father of Wa-
ters and guarded on the other by the
rugged Rockies, snow capped and for-
bidding. this fertile feeding ground for
wild buffalo and natural hunting park
for beasts of prey, has now become a
part, and an extremely impor-
tant part, of what we call the region
of civilization. Such a victory of pro-
gressive man over resisting nature,
Americans may be pardoned for cele-
brating with effervescent enthusiasm.

In that celebration single tax men
and women everywhere will heantily
join. For single taxers feel the in-
spiration of it all, even if they are not
the loudest shouters. They realize the
glory of it with a greater keenness of
appreciation, with a larger grasp of
what has been done and what is yet to
do, than any mere shouter can know.

It is because single tax men and
women understand that the work of
civilization in the old Louisiana Pur-
chase has only begun, and will not go
on of its own momentum, that this
single tax gathering is so peculiarly
appropriate in point of time and place.
In the splendid display which the St.
Louis exposition is preparing to make,
the American people will celebrate
with enthusiastic pride what has been
so far accomplished; at this modest
dinner we single taxers suggest with
thoughtful solicitude what must yet
be achieved. This is the optimistic
spirit which inspires all I have to say
to-night.

It is the spirit, also, in which I hope
you will consider every utterance that
may sound like criticism. To criticise
is farthest from my intention. Itis,in
fact the very opposite of my purpose.
I would not reverse the past if I could.
The work of civilization in the old
Louisiana Purchase is good—good as
far as it has gone. WhatIam urgingis
not that we go backward, but that we
go onward. If I could, I would shout
it from your house tops—Go on! Go
on! Go on! Not with new acquisi-
tions, not with further territorial ex-
pansion, not with the colonial policy
that destroyed Rome and is enervating
England; but on, on. on. in the further
development of the Louisiana coun-
try toward the highest ideals of civili-
zation. What Ishall attemptis todraw
your minds away for a moment from
the work behind us to a consideration
of the work before us, this great work

of perfecting the civilization of the
vastregion that Napoleon relinquished
to Jefferson.

And may I not speak with freedom,
even if I do come from across your
border? You need fear no compari-
sons. I assure you that I find quite as
high a degree of civilization here in
the old Louisiana Purchase as in the
old Northwest territory wherel live.
I might be gracious enough to admit’
that. Chicago is even less civilized than
St. Louis, but I have to go home
again. Yet this much is undeniable,
that there is no lack of civilization in
the old Louisiana Purchase—none to
which I shall refer, at any rate—that
does not exist in every other section of
our common country and among all
the civilized peoples of the earth. I
have no invidious distinctions to make.
If I refer to your section in particular,
it is because it.is a convenient example,
a familiar object lesson, for the time
and occasion. I ask the liberty mere-
ly of speaking in terms of intimate
friendship, as one American to other
Americans about a matter of common
interest, as one of the English tongue
to others whose native tongue is the
same—aye, upon that broadest and
best basis of all human intercourse,
that platform where sectional and
national prejudice are obliterated,
where race lines are forgotten,
where all men are kin and the
tongue speaks the language of
the heart.

Let me ask each of you, then, to sur-
vey with the impartial eye of your bet-
ter self, this historic section of which
your own city is the metropolis. Large
as is its population. there is abundant
room for millions more. Theaverageis
less than 15 people to the square mile.
Even the Russian empire, with all its
uninhabited wastes, has as large a
population as that. The United States
as a whole, including this territory and
much more as sparsely settled, has
over 20 to the mile, while Great Brit-
ain rises above 300 and Belgium to 550
or higher. In thelight of those com-
parisons the population possibilities
of this region challenge the liveliest
imagination.

Do you recoil from the thought of a
larger population? Do you think that,
as most of the inhabitants already
have a hard struggle to live, a larger
population would make the struggle
more intense by producing a greater
pressure upon the natural sources of
supply? That is the same economic
quicksand in which Malthus floun-
dered. but which Henry George turned
into solid ground.
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There is nothing of that kind to fear
which cannot be easily prevented. The
experience of a century has demon-
strated what common sense would sug-
gest in the first place, that the larger
a population, the more wealth is it ca-
pable of procucing per capita. Not
only do large populations produce more
wealth per capita than small ones,
but they produce it less laboriously.
When that seems not to be the case
it is because abnormal conditions in-
terfere; and the reason must be
sought in bad human institutions and.
not in natural law.

He who imagines that increase of
population does not mean increase of
wealth per capita, fails to take all the
facts into account. He does not con-
sider the productive power that spe-
cialization of work generates. He for-
gets the phenomena of what is called
division of labor.

Specialization, or division of labor,
operates in two waye. We find
in one of its manufestations that.a
large number of men may do to-
gether what a smaller number would
be physically incapable of doing at
all. In the other we find that many
men cooperating may increase the ca-
pability of each when the work to be
done consists of various details each
requiring many repgtitions but falling
short of the capabilities of individual
effort. For illustration: one man
could not build a locomotive, nor util-
ize one if he had it; but many men can,
by combining their efforts, both build
and utilize locomotives. <Conversely,
one man, having many small packages
to carry in different directions, would
find his time occupied with less effect
if he did all this work for himself than
if he swapped work with other men
having the same kind of work to do.
By arranging with them to carry all
but one of his packages to their vari-
ous destinations on condition that he
carry all their packages having the
same destination as the one he carries
for himself, a great gain for eachis se-
cured without the expenditure of
any more time and without any addi-
tional drain upon their energies. This
double aspect of industrial special-
ization is the secret of all progress.
Not only cdoes,it in itself multiply in-
dustrial power, but by promoting spe-
cial knowledge and special skill, it
multiplies that power incalculably
more. Put an end to division of labor
and you put an end to society.

But you do put an end to division of
labor if you put an end to trade. With-
out trade there can be no specializa-
tion. All specialization would disap-

‘the history of the world.

pear and society along with it, if trade
could be abolished and were abolished.
1§ it not plain, for instance, that no
sane man would continue to make shoe
soles he doesn’t want, if he couldn’t
trade them for what he does want.
This fact, that specialization could not
go on if trade were stopped, ought to
convince every rational mind that spe-
cialization is obstructed when trade is
obstructed. Surely, then, one of the
necessary conditions of social prog-
ress is freedom of trade—the more
complete it is in character and the
wider in area the better.

To a degree hardly realized, we have
freedom of trade in this country.
Many people suppose that our nation-
al policy is a policy of tariff protec-
tion. But in fact the United States
enjoy the largest measure of exemp-
tion from this kind of protection in
The older
nations had their own systems of
protection. The robber chiefs of
the Rhine had theirs; so had the
barbariaps who pillaged trade at the
Pillars of Hercules, and from whose
stronghold at Tarifa comes the name
of the modern tariff. At another period
the merchant guilds hadisystems some-
what more subtle. For the boldness
of the pirate they substituted the cun-
ning of the sneak thief. Upon these
old time systems we of the 19th and
20th centuries have made some im-
provement; but in the mechanism
only, and not in point of public econo-
my or common morals. That is to say,
we have imitated them in their treat-
ment of foreign trade. With refer-
ence, however, to our inter-State
commerce, the volume of which
isvastly greater than that of ourinter-
national commerce, we have freedom
of trade. Goods are transported
across State lines as freely as they
may be carried across the street. Be-
tween our States we have—and it is
the only ‘instance in the world’s his-
tory on so large a scale—between
those States we have the sensible,
the moral, the beneficent, the civilizing
and the prosperity-making system of
absolute free trade.

And, mark you, if this system had
not been firmly imbedded in our na-
tional Constitution, there would be
within the old Louisiana Purchase, in
this year of grace 1903, nothing what-
ever to celebrate. Such progress as
you have made you owe to the special-
ization of your industries in the center
of an area of absolute free trade,—a
free trade area that extends in length
across the continent and which in
breadth spans all the varying climates
of the temperate zone.

Let the workers in your.industries
be free to specialize without restric-
tion, let the currents of your trade be
free to flow without obstruction, and
you need have no fears, my friends of
the old Louisiana Purchase, of danger
from overpopulation. Reflection indi-
cates that the larger your population
the more extensive and minute will
your specializations of industry be-
come. And long experience confirms
that inference. It is not in sparsely
settled countries that we find most
wealth per capita. And I am speaking
of wealth per capita, mind you, and not
of wealth per pocketa. Wealth, may, in
fact, be better distributed in sparse-
ly settled places; but there is more of
it on-an average to each inhabitant
where population is thick than where
it is sparse. There is more per capita
in the world now than there was a cen-
tury ago, when the world’s population
was smaller. There is more in thickly
populated Belgium than in sparsely
populated Ireland. There is more in
cities than in the country, and more in
large cities than in small ones. We
have no reason for doubting but every
reason for believing that productive
power, instead of being outrun by
population, outruns population. Just
as truly as two men can do more than
twice as much as one, can two million
do more than twice as much as one
million, or 30 million more than
twice as much as 15 million.

The only limitations are limitations
of space. Not until population is so
thick that workers physically inter-
fere with one another’s movementscan
increase in population naturally lessen
the per capita increase of wealth. The
man who imagines that this space limit
would be reached in the old Louisiana
Purchase with many times 15 million
inhabitants, will have no business to
be among the shouters next year at
your centennial.

Along with the increased ratio in
produétive power that comes with in-
crease of population—not only along
with it, but as one of its effective
methods—come labor saving machin-
ery and discovery after discovery of
Nature’s hidden resources. The far-
ther invention and discovery go, the
farther seems to be their power to go.
With “these powers born of progress,”
and in turn promoting progress,
the possibility of supporting myriads
of people within the region of the Lou-
isiana Purchase comes to the imagina-
tion as a vivid and glorious reality.

It may be said, however, that the
multiplication of inhabitants is so cer-
tain to be a reality that we need not
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concern ourselves about it. But are
you quite sure of that? If you are
sure, let me beg of you not to base
your inference upon anything I have
said or suggested. I make no predic-
tion of further growth; I have said
nothing to justify confidence in fur-
ther growth. What I have tried
to show is that there is room
in the Louisiana territory for 4a

" vastly larger population. I do
not say that its population will
in fact be very greatly augmented.
Though more population will doubt-
less come, it will press more and more
against ever-stiffening barriers. For
there is a sense in which this territory
is already overcrowded.

If that were not true how should we
account for the tide of emigration
that passes on to the still farther far
west? Do you believe that there
would be less than 15 persons to the
¢quare mile in the Louisiana Purchase
to-day if the people were not under
some pressure to push on? And what
is that pressure? It does mnot all
originate in the itch for adventure.
It is not all due to the hope of finding
a pot of gold at yonder foot of the
rainbow. Most people are not ad-
venturous. Most people seek only to
live out their lives in peace and com-
fort where they already are or at the
first agreeable abiding place. When
they go west, or farther west,orspread
up into the north underanother flag, it
is not because they want to but be-
cause they have to. They ‘are not
drawn on, they are pushed on. They
are not emigrants, they are exiles.
They go, and they keep on going, to
find room. They are crowded out and
crowded on.

But what is it that crowds them, if
the land is, indeed, still sparsely set-
tled? A little candid reflection will
furnish the answer. Instead of con-
fusing your minds with the obscure
facts and seeming complexities of con-
tinental movements in population,
study the problem in its local mani-
festations with reference to your own
city. When you get at the secret of
movements of population in St. Louis,
you will have discovered the princi-
ple of its movements upon even the
largest and most extended scale. Your
own city is a laboratory, as it were,
in which you can bring the phenomena
of social problems within a narrow
enough field, both as to space and time,
for intelligent observation and study.
The modern city is the social world in
miniature.

Now, the same paradox is manifest
in your city that we have noted for the

whole Louisiana Purchase. Here ye
see the same conflicting phenomena of
a congested yet sparse population.
And not alone in your own city, but in
all American cities, does this curi-
ous phenomenon appear. Isn’t St.
Louis a crowded city? Aren’t Chi-
cago and New Orleans crowded cit-
ies?  Aren’t Minneapolis and St.
Paul and Cleveland and Cincinnati?
Aren’t Boston and New York? Yes,
they are all crowded. If you don’t be-
lieve it, look at the slums where
men and women and children are herd-
ed like pigs in filthy sties. Look at
the flats where the middle class are
rounded up. Ask the reason and you

.will be told that the city is overcrowd-

ed. Yet the population in every one of
these cities is sparse. In New York it
is only 19 to the acre. In Philadelphia
it is barely 18, in Chicago less than 17.
And in your own crowded city of St.
Louis, this dreadfully crowded me-
tropolis of the Louisiana Purchase,
the population is less than 15 to the
acre. I wonder if jt would comfort
you to know that New Orleans is
crowded with a population per acre
of less than 3?

Think of it. Consider it. Ponder on
it and profit by it. There is room
within the city limits of St. Louis
for all the present population, allow-
ing amply for streets and parks, and
still giving to each family of five per-
sans a space 100 feet square. Yet
St. Louis is a crowded city! Why?
Let us-see.

Are there any vacant building lots
here? You needn’t answer. Even the
stranger within your gates knowsthat
this universal phenomenon of city life
makes no exception of St. Louis. But
why are those lots vacant if the city is
crowded?

Another inquiry. Are there any im-
proved building lots here which are
improved inadequately? You needn’t
answer that question either. I can see
for myself. But why are these lots
not adequately improved if the city is
crowded?

Why do people herd in your slums,
why are they crowded in your tene-
mentapartments,whyarethey jammed
into four-room flats, why do they seek
homes at long distances from their
places of work—why all this cramping
and crowding and exile if the im-
provement of poorly improved lots
and those that are not improved at all
would furnish such ample accommoda-
tion as we can easily see would be the
case? Isn’t the answer as plain as a
pike staff?

What else can it be than that the
building lots of your city are monopo-

lized and that the monopolizers hold *
them at rack rent prices? This social
blight has enormously reduced the
population of Ireland, and made that
unhappy country more and more
crowded as the population has de-
clined. That fact itself sufficiently in-
dicates that it is not large populations
that cause overcrowding. It is land
monopoly. How blighting this may be
in your city I do not know, but in
Boston, the highest populated of all
our cities, 56 per cent. of the land
is vacant—56 per cent. There is your
secret of overcrowding.

Just as a few families have crowded
the Irish out of Ireland, even one fam-
ily could erowd us all out of a city, or
off the continent, or off the earth it-
self, if they were so disposed and we
did not resist., Precisely this prin-
ple of crowding is operative in St.
Louis. Not only as the population of
this city increases, but as it seems like-
ly to increase, the owners of the site
of St. Louis are able to raise the prices
of building lots.

Every improvement in the life of
your city gives them a leverage for
doing the same thing. Let business
thrive, and land values go up. Letan
exposition come, and land values rise.
Let population move in one direction,
and in that direction land goes up in
price. Let it seek another outlet, and
land prices go up there. If thése prices
rise so high that population makes a
jump, then land goes up where the
jump carries it, leaving over-valued va-
cant spaces between. Everywhere you
look you find patches, and strips, and
blocks of land, as vacant and unused as
when the Louisiana Purchase was
made; yet worth at any time in the
market a price which speaks eloquent-
ly of desire to useit. It is held out of
use by the owners’ demands for prices
higher than it is yet worth.

Your population is driven by these
rack rent prices, by these “stand and
deliver” demands, either 4o huddle in
contracted quarters, or to pass by
whole areas of good buildinglots, leav-
ing them vacant, in order to utilize
poorer and cheaper ones farther away.
And so your city seems to be over-
crowded when there is room in it to
assign space to all who live here at the
rate of a quarter of an acre to every
family of five.

The same principle operates in the
same way and with the same kind of
result throughout the Louisiana Pur-
chase. Pretty much allthis territory
is monopolized and he who would
use any of it must pay more than itis
yet worth or move on. While that le-
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galized method of robbing the work-
ers to enrich idlersis tolerated, neither
your progressive city nor the magnifi-
cent section of country of which it is
the metropolis and whose acquisition
you are about to celebrate, can de-
velop the best civilization of which the
people are capable. Your growth of
population will be checked. Your in-
dustrial specialization will be limited.
Your wealth will be unfairly distrib-
uted. Your workers will continue to
constitute your poor class and your
schemers and idlers your rich class. If
you would truly celebrate the acquisi-
tion of the Louisiana territory, you
must resolve to put an end toits blight
of landlordism wherever your influ-
ence extends.

That may seem a difficult thing te
do. But its difficulties are not so great
DOT its consummation so far off as the
thoughtless throng may imagine. The
advance of this reform has been equal
to that of most great reforms. Even
now mnearly .300 British cities have
petitioned parliament for leave to
adopt it, and the Conservative
party majority against it in parlia-
ment has been reduced to 13, while
the Liberal party is committed to it
beyond recall. In New Zealand and
Australia it has received legislative
recognition and is forging ahead. For
local taxation more than 50 munici-
palities in \'ew Zealand have adopted
it. In our own State of New York, a
measure has just become law for the
city of New York which takes the in-
itial steps in the adoption of this re-
form. May I not also pomt to the
evidence of its advance which is man-
ifested by the fact that pronounced
and well-known leaders in the single
tax movement are also leaders in the
public affairs of the country? I
might give you a catalogue of these,
but it will be enough for my purpose
if I name Gov. Garvin, the chief mag-
istrate of Rhode Island, and Pom L.
Johnson, the mayor of Cleveland.

So far as the inherent difficulties of
popularizing the single tax are con-
cerned, it must be remembered that
the abolition of landlordism does not
involve the abolition of private
teoures. The private possession of
land for use is a good thing. The pri-
vate monopoly of land for monopoly
is a bad thing. What is necessary to
do, therefore, is to regulate tenures
£o that private monopoly may disap-
pear and private possession be made
more secure. This is the cause that
Heury George worked for, it is the
cause that we work for, it is what the
single tax would accomplish.

-

If land were taxed in the ratio of its
value. regardless of whether the owner
used it or not, and the tax were high
enough to discourage ownership with-
out use, by making it unprofitable, we
should destroy land monopoly. No
one would then wish to possess land or
to control it in any way except to use
it. But none would be discouraged
from possessing land to use. The tax-
aetion of land values would furnish a
public income so abundant that all
taxes on the use of land could be abol-
ished. Consequently possession for
use would not only not be discouraged;
it would be positively encouraged.

Can’t you see it? If city lots were
taxed heavily in proportion to their
value, and houses were not taxed at
all, isn'y it plain that lots would tum-
ble into the market and fall in price,
and that houses would spring up where
high priced vacant lots testify to ob-
structive land monopoly now? Isn’t it
true that then the unimproved lots
would be improved, and the inade-
quately improved lots would be ad-
equately improved. Your enterpris-
ing people would then make their mon-
ey by putting city lots to their best
use, and not by holding them out of
use for higher prices.

1

The same kind of effect would un-
der the same circumstances be pro-
duced throughout the whole Louisiana
territory. There would be no sparse-
ness of population, for the single tax
policy would invite immigration, and
would encourage people to remain,
whether they came to you from En-
rope or from Heaven. There would be
no crowding, for the single tax policy
would make room for all until every
possibility of further development had
been exhausted.

And why should this policy not be
adopted? What is land monopoly that
we must be solicitous for the con-
ventioual rights of its Dbeneficiaries
and indifferent to the natural rights of
its victims? Land monopoly is funda-
mentally unjust. It gives the earth to
some of its inhabitants and denies it
to the rest. It decrees that the disin-
herited shall work for the privileged.
It reverses the ordinance that
every man shall eat bread in the sweat
of his own face. Itisthe thong which
binds the masses of men in a newer
slavery. Let us have done withit. The
child of an Astor has-no better right
to a place upon the earth than the
poorest babe that comes wailing into
the world in the wretchedest slum of a
New York or a St. Louis. More than
that, every child has an equal right
with every other to enjoy all the ad-

vances which society has thus far
gained; and of these advances most
children are deprived, wickedly de-
prived by monopoly of land.

It is not the greed of business men,
it is the pressing want of the dis-
inherited, that drives babies into fac-
tories. Of course these babies are
not ours—not yours or mine. They
are only abstract babies to us, and
their misery does not pull at our
heart strings. But imagine them for
a moment to be yours. Imagine your
fittle Mary, or your little Harry, or
any other child of your own affec-
tions—imagine such a child, a con.
crete child of flesh and blood which
you love, imagine that child wearing
out its baby life in a dusty coal
breaker or a roaring factory. Do that,
and if the tears do not come, nor the
righteous wrath of your soul boil
over, you will at least have less re-
spect for vested rights and more for
human rights, than you ever had be-
fore. These child-labor children are
disinherited children. They are de-
nied their social birthright by an in-
famous system of land monopoly.

When the site of one city is worth
more than that of another, when -
lots in one part of a city are
worth more than lots in another
part, when some farming loca-
tions are worth more than others,
when some mineral deposits enrich
their so-called owners while impover-
ishing their workers, and Nature's
gift of oil ruins scores of thou-
sands to make a billionaire—when
these differences appear what do they
mean? They mean that the more
valuable places command greater
degrees of control over social or
industrial advantages.. If omne baby
inherits a place on the earth that
is +valueless even though useful
in a primitive r1ashion, and an-
other inherits one that is not only
useful but valuable, the latter inher-
its alarger share of common social ben-
efits than the other. That is wrong
and should be no longer tolerated. A
fair field and no favor is the slogan
alike of righteousness and of progress.
It is such a field that the single tax
policy offers.
ich animates the
single tax pol ne of two forces
that to-day a v.gatyring for conflicr.
The other is tl‘e wquh«t principle. I
do not allude toqﬂa Socialist party.
That may or m\a\""'bot figure in the
struggle before us as the representa-
tive of the principle of social-
ism. No one can tell. What I do al-
lude to is the force of which the So-

The principl
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cialist party is now an expres-
sion. Whether it finds ultimate ex-
pression in a party calling itself So-
cialist or otherwise makes no differ-
ence. So with the single tax principle.
This raises no question of particular
political parties or platforms or pro-
grammes. It is the vital principle of
practical individualism. It is the prin-
ciple with reference to property, not
of “mine,” nor of *‘mine and thine.”
but of the sacredness of mine, the sa-
credness of thine, and the sacredness
of ours. In the conflict between
these two principles, socialism and
the single, tax, every man who lives
much longer will be compelled to
choose.

The question he must sit in judg-
ment upon is whether, on the one hand,
he will promote a social principle the
philosophy of which is economic fatal-
ism and its ideal the making of society
everything and of the individual noth-
ing; or will, on the other hand,
promote the principle which dis-
tinguishes social from individual
functions, social from individual
rights, social from individual du-
‘ties, conserving them all by taking for
society what belongs to society and
leaving to each individual what be-
longs to him. This is the issue.

According to the socialistic princi-
ple the industrial change from the
use of cheap tools to expensive ma-
chinery is a functiopnal change com-
pletely revolutionizing the character
of industry. According to the sin-
gle tax principle this change is not
functional but structural, making no
revolution at all, though intensifying
certain phenomena. Single taxers
hold that the same functional ad-
justments exist that always have ex-
isted, that the same elementary prin-
ciples apply that always have ap-
plied.

There never was a time when the
things that men need could be pro-
duced otherwise than by human la-
bor. There never will be. There

"never was a time when labor could
produce anything, or even exist,
without recourse to land. There
never will be. There never was a
time when the ar 1 implements
of labor, whethenff tools or ex-
pensive machinery, - ‘wére produced
otherwise than by t « hpplication of
labor to land. ’It.‘da ever can be.
There never was a tithe when labor in
freedom with land unmonopoliz‘ed
could not and would not produce every-
thing that is neecded up to the limits
of the existing accumulation of knowl-
edge. There never can be nor will be.

There never was a time when con-
trol of the land would not give con-
trol of the men who have to use it.
There never will be. Let me own
all the land and I care not who
owns the machinery. Give me theland
and I could make slaves of youall.

In truth there are only two modes
of slavery. One mode operates di-
rectly upon men themselves by the di-
rect exercise of arbitrary power; the
other operates upon them indirectly
by the monopolization of the land
they must use. In our day we have
survivals of the former mode in our
systems of taxing men arbitrarily,
without regard to the service society
renders them. A head tax, for in-
stance, is to that degree chattel
slavery. If it took all the man’s
.earnings except a bare living, it
would be chattel slavery complete.
It is the same with taxes on houses.
All these are arbitrary exactions,
precisely alike in principle with the
master’s exactions from his slave.
The other mode of slavery operates
by withdrawing land from the work-
er which the worker needs for use.
By that process the effects of slavery
are produced. The only difference
is that in the first mode of slavery
the slave must be whipped to his
task if he balks. In the other he
never balks. He begs for a task.
He blesses the man who gives him
one. He damns the man who does
his work for him. He organizes
strikes and boycotts to make secure
the very toil which a chattel slave
would relinquish gladly but for the
whip.

Do not imagine that we suppose
work a thing to be avoided. We re-
gard it on the contrary as a solemn
duty and a sacred right. I agree
entirely with that New York man
of money and piety who has chal-
lenged labor unions to discuss the
question of the right to work. I
agree with him when he says that
“it is just as immoral to keep a lot
of men from working and thus cause
great loss to other people and pre-
vent them from earning money need-
ed for the support of their families,”
as to steal property. I cordially agree
with him in that. What I do not
agree with him in, is his partial ap-
plication of the  principle. He
thinks it immoral for working-
men to threaten other working-
men with violence if they take
strikers’ jobs. So do I. But he
does not think it immoral to prevent
men from working by keeping land

out of use. I do. Like those men of

his kind down in Palestine 2,000
vears ago he is straining at an im-
moral gnat and swallowing an im-
moral camel, hump and all.

The interference with labor of
which trades unions are guilty is
trifling in comparison with that
which land monopoly causes. More-
over, if it were not for land monop-
oly there would be no interference
by trade unions. Jobs would then
be more plentiful than workers, and
trade unions would be as useless and
as scarce as refrigerators at the
north pole. If natural opportunities
for labor were not monopolized, every
man would be his own trade union.

That most desirable condition, with
its concomitants of continuous pros-
perity and advancing civilization,
would be produced by the triumph of
the single tax principle. Put this prin-
ciple in operation in the old Louisiana
territory, and at the next centennial
there will be a degree of progress to
celebrate, of which one may hardly
venture to prophesy in these days of
social disorder and sordid ideals.
There would be no taxation of indus-
try or thrift or enterprise; for the so-
cial increment of wealth that now ex-
cites the cupidity of land monopolists +
would then provide for public ex-
penses. There would be no parasitical
class; for individual earnings would
then enrich the earners théemselves,
each in proportion to his usefulness.
There would be no vacant land that
was wanted for use; for then the mo-
nopolizer must annually pay to the
public the annual market value of the
privilege of keeping others off, and
no one would do that on speculation,
for it couldn’t possibly pay. There
would be neither strikers nor scabs;
for jobs would then hunt for work-
men instead of workmen hunting for
jobs, and nobody would have any in-
centive to take work away from any-
one else. There would be no involun-
tary poverty; for all who were will-
ing to work would find abundance of
remunerative work todo. There wculd
be no hoboes at either extreme of the
social scale. Meanwhile your city
slums would have disappeared. Your
homeless would have made homes for
themselves. Your deserts would
bloom, not omnly with wealth-making
vegetation, but with wholesome men
and women, neither over-rich nor un-
der poor, who would earn their own
living and get the living they earned.
Then we should krow for the first
time what it means to have a responsi-
ble citizenship of free men, among
whom, though some might lead and
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many might follow, novie could be
master and none would be serf, none
could command and no omne would
cringe. We should realize, too, the
blessed import of those almost mean-
ingless words, “our country,” “our
city,” “our Louisiana Purchase.”

This, my friends, is what our cause
triumphant would do for your city.
This is what it would do for the
old French territory of which your
city is the metropolis. This is what
it would do for our common country.
Who is there so sordid, so selfish, so
unpatriotic, as to count the cost of
such a consummation?

*“You seem to be pretty confident of
winning the race,” said the sporting
editor.

“Well, I think I ought to be,” replied
‘the owner of the automobile, as he ex-
amined the steering gear; “my ma-
chine used to belong to Tom L. John-

son.”
G.T.E.

In Cincinnati when they drive hogs
through the streets to the slaughter
house they usually have following what
1 call the butcher’s ambulance. If a
bog is too weak to walk they are kind
enough to put him in the wagon and
give him a ride. But they take him
to the slaughter house just the same.
That is charity.—Herbert S. Bigelow.

“Is your son a busy lawyer?”
“Well, according to his sign board
he is fighting all the time; it says he
is an ‘attorney at law.””
G.T.E.

And Yawcob, observing his dog
Schnitzel, spake unto him as follows:
“You vas only a tog, but I vish I
vas you. Ven you go mit your bed
in you shust durn round dree dimes
und lay down. Ven I go mit my bed
in, I haf to lock up der place und
vind up der clock und pud der cat
out und undress myselluf und my
vrow vakes und scolds, den der paby
vakes up und cries und I haf to valk
him mit der house around; den may-
be ven I gets myselluf to bed it is
dime to get up vonce more again.
Ven you gets up mit ;your bed you
shust stretch yourselluf, dig your
neck a leedle und you vas up. I haf
to light der fire und put on der kit-
tle, scrap some mit my vife ﬁlretty
und git myselluf breakfast. You
blay mit der day all round und haf
plenties of fun. I haf to vork all
der day round und haf plenties of

drubble. Ven you die you vas dead.
Ven I die I haf to go to hell yet.”—
Boompernickel Blatter.

*“But you are certainly more pros-
perous now than you were five or six
years ago,” asserted the senator in a
tone that precluded any denial.

“Yes,” replied, in apparent acqui-
escence, the constituent who had
been complaining of certain unsatis-
factory conditions, “but I have to be
more prosperous; it costs me so much
more to live.”

- G.T.E.
BOOKS
MORRISON DAVIDSON'S NEW BOOK
OF KINGS.

We have just received a copy of the
new (Coronation) edition of this book,
noticed some months ago in these col-
umns. It is issued either in paper at
1s., or in cloth at 2s,, by F. R. Hender-
son, 26 Paternoster square, London.
According to the publisher’sannounce-
ment it is now selling in its one hun-
dred ang thirty-fifth thousand.

The last four chapters are an addi-
tion to the originak edition. Three of
these were written in 1887 at the time
of the Queen’s Diamond Jubilee, the
last in 1894, on the occasion of a royal
christening. The chapter entitled
“Mene, Tekel, Upharsin” is an un-
usually strong piece of writing. Who
that knows anything of the intimate
and personal side of English history
can deny the truth of the following?

‘‘Nearly all the kings and queens of
England have been criminals and rep-
robates of the deepest dye; yet we
have pampered them with every lux-
ury during their lives, and' erected
statues to their memory, and written
fulsome eulogies of them after their
deaths. OQur historians, when they
come to deal with areal royal monster,
generally ascribe to him qualities the
very opposite of those for which he
was distinguished.” .

After all his terrible record, Mr.
Davidson is willing to make some apol-
ogy for the individuals. “It is not,”
he says, “that kings and queens are
worse naturally than other men and
women. It is the institution that cor-
rupts and degrades them below the
level of their fellows.”

As was said in a previous review,
this book will be an offense to many;
but so long as historians gloss the
truth for rank's sake. such books will
continue to be written.

J. H. DILLARD.

BOOKS RECEIVED.

—An Essay on the Theory and Practice
of the Christian Religion. By P. R. Benson.
Published by the author, Anoka, Minn. To
be revie

~—The Pilgrim of the Future; or, Outlines
of Spiritual Philosophy. By Rev. Samuel

Well. Boston: Arena Publishing Co., Cop-
ley square. Price, 50 cents. To be re-
viewed.

—Modern Paradise. The Model Home.—
Solution of the Social Probliem. Future
Greatness of Electricity.—Proposed Ex-

riment in Social Science.—An Earthiy

den and How to Attain It. A Unique
Power Plant. Wonderful System of Edu-
cation. Eiegantly lllustrated. Prof. Hen-
ry Olerich, author and publisher. Omaha,
Neb. Price, 50 cents.

PERIODICALS.

In the Arena for May, B. O. Flower con-
siders Jefferson’s service to civilization dur-
ing the founding of the American Repub-
lic. The number opens with a symposium
on Mormonism, led by President Joseph
F. Smith, of the Mormon church.

In the Craftsman for April (Syracuse,
N. Y.), one of the finest specimens of ele-
gant typography amceng American peri-
odicals, Ernest Crosby begins a considera-
tion of Shakespeare ag a democrat, some-
thing which he does not believe Shakes-
peare to have been.

In the May Scribner Gen. John B. Gor-
don begins a series of articles on the civil
war which promise to be of exceptional in-
terest. In this number the Scuthern view-
point of the cause of the war is put with
unusual clearness and succinctness. Gen.
Gordon begins by confessing °‘that had
there been no slavery there would have
been no war.”” Other interesting features
of this number are Prof. Brander Mat-
thews’s account of *“The Strangest Feat of
Modern Ms,glc," and a story entitled:
“Where the Ways Crossed,” which is tar
superior to the average magazine story.
The poetry of this number is also much
above the average. J. H.D.

How the whole world is kin appears in an
article in the May Harper entitied: “A
Strange People of the North.” These peo-~
ple are the Chuckchee, inhabiting the ex-
treme northeastern rt of Asia. The au-
thor, representing the American Museum
of Natural History, visited them in 190i,
and one of the features of his entertain-
ment was a spiritualistic performance,
which was almost identical with the com-
mon gertormances given by mediums that
may be seen almost an?' night in any Amer-
ican town. The question of lyln% apropos
of Mark Twalin's story in the December
number and a letterreplying thereto. is éis-
cussed in a happy way by the editor In his
study. ‘“‘Truth.” he says, *is too sacred
to be trifled with; but it i8 possibie that in
the very fanaticism of our homage we
may profane her.” J.H. D.

The Lincoln (Neb.) Independent, easily
in the front rank of the Populist papers
of the country, has made of its issue for
May 14, a single tax edition. Henry George,
Jr., writes the biography of his father, and
among the speclal contributors are Bol-
ton Hall, A. C. Allison, J. B. Sharpe, Ralph
Hoyt. L. P. Custer, J. H. Sheets, John Flimr-
er, James Bently, Joseph Leggett, J H.
Dillard, Ernest C. H. Crosby, E. T. Weeks,
C. F. Nesbit, C. B. Fillebrown, John RB.
Howarth, F. W. Magulire, Lawson Purdy,
George B. Rounsevell, Florence A. Bur-
leigh., August Dellgren, J. Bellangee, W, H.
T. Wakefield, W, L. Crosman, C. F. Shar.
drew, F. M. Marquis, Walter H. Roebucl,
F. H. Augspurger, E. C. Clark and Speed
Mosby. The issue of the Independent for
June 111s to be devoted to criticisms of the
single tax.

The Spring number of the Single Tax Re-
view (Quarterly, New York). is an exceed-
ingly interesting issue of this publication.
It contains a full report of the ﬁ:int debate
between Mr, Louis F. Post and Prof. John
B. Clark on the single tax, held in Cooper
TUnion, February 20. Other interesting fea-
tures are ‘““The Assessment of Real Estate’”
by Lawson Purdy, a speech by Congress-
man Robert Baker and ‘“A Great Ameri-
can.” by the editor. The great American
of whom Mr. Miller writes {s Gerrit Smith,
the famous anti-slavery leader. It will be
interesting to those who know of Gerrit
Smith In other connections to learn that
though he died in 1874, and therefore had
never heard of Henry George, he graid:
‘“The right to the soil iz as natural, abso-
lute and equal as the right to the light and
air.” and declared ‘‘land monopoly the chief
cause of beggary.” J. H. D.

Mr. Victor Rosewater, of Omaha, has an
article in the current number of the Po-
Iitical Science Quarterly on Value In Tax-



