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In:Eighteen Ninety-Three,

says this veraclous handbock,

a terrible blight struck thLe country,
to-wit, the, election of Cleveland.
And s:iatistics follow to prove it,

The whkeat crop of "M

was six hundred millfon bushels;

the wheat crop of '¥2, ,

five hundred and some odd mi:lions.

The farmers in ‘53

put in the same quota of seed

on nearly 48 many acres,

but they didn't know in their blindness
that the tariff of "94

was golng to ruin their crop;

tkey stupidlx falled to realize L)

that this tarlff, which was not passed,
wou.d shrivel and wither the kernes;

the result was they reaped,

because of this far reaching tariff,

iess than four hundred miillons,

The Handbodk has figures to prove it,

Of cotton In "92

the crop was nine million bales,
The trusting planters made ready
for a like crop in 93,

But the tariff of "4

got In akead of the pickers-

for they ralsed but six mi.lion bales
in tke =eason of '83,

because of this terrible tariff

that sent out its baleful InHuernce
a year ahead of Its passage, .

More wonderful still,

we find the effect on raliroads
preceding the cause by two years.
For in 1s41 '
some two thousand miles of raiiroads
went into hands of receivers,

which was about the normal amount.
But it jumped to 10,000 miles

in the year1862—

We quote the same Handbook's figures—
because of the terrible tarift

that was to be passed in two years,
Even so far In advance .

the interest ate up the earnlrgs,
The rext year, the year of the panic,
almost thirty thousand miles

went by default because

of imperding changes in tariffs,
notwithsianding their earnings

were oniy beginrirng to feel

the effect of the shrinkage of erops,
Trey foresaw the tariff amendments
und siumped llke a lot of lame ducks.
Look at the other plcture,

The effect of McKinley's e.ection

was not feit till '97.

Then nature smiled again—

wheat half a billion bushe’s

on acres the same as before;

and the vear after that six hundred
and some odd million bushels,

on account of MeKinley's election.
Cotton production rose

first to eight miiion bales

and then to eieven milllen,

Oh, it was wanderful

what an affect on crops

MeKiniey's election Lad,

One tring they don't explain—

the paric of '73

came - Hepublican times,

no Democrat any where rourd—

uniess perbaps it wag caused

Ly Tiden's election

in Kighieen Seventy-8ix.

—Gouodhue Co. News, of Red Wing, Minn.

THE HEART OF THE LABOR
QUESTION. .
This pleturesquely rugged and very able
exposition of the labor question Is tre
work of Warren A. Reed, a typical son of
New England, who has for years earned
his lving sometimes as a day laborer on
Western railronds but mostly as a Western
farm hand, and who has evidentiy found
that hard laboring {2 not necessarlly incom-
patible with ciear thinking. Mr. Reed de-
livered his address before the Peorla (111)
Sunday Lyceum, which meets in the Coun-
cll Chamber of the City Hall every Sunday
afterncon at half past two. We reproduce
it trom the Peoria Star of March 3, 194,

Any man who will look around him
will notice this fact, that as a rule the
people who do the hardest and the

most disagreeable and the most ceces-

sary work in the world are the people
who get the least to eat and the least
to wear and live in the poorest houses.
Now, when we take the fact into ac-
count that labor produces all wealth,
it must be evident to anyone who has
a decent heart and even a thimbleful
of brains that there must be something
. idically wrong with an industrial sys-
temn that would produce such a siate
of things. A great many people seem
w0 think that when a ftinal solution
of this problem is found we shall have
a sort of patchwork affair. They say
that it will be found that no one fac-
tion or school of thought has got all
of the truth.

Now, I take an entirely different
view of this probier‘."—"l became con-
vinced a good many years ago that
everything in this universe was gov-
erned by fixed and unchanging law. 1
am, of course, referring to the laws of
nature and not to the statute laws en-
acted by man. And, of course, I then
became satisfied that political economy
was no exception to the rule. It seems
to me it ought to be evident to any
man who possesses a logical mind that
when we have discovered the true phi!-
osophy that it must be one where the
different parts of it would fit together
and mutually bound each other; that
there would be nothing lacking or
nothing left over, for truth cannet be
Giscordant. The truth is, this problem
is similar to a problem in mathematics.
We can prove addition by subtraction
and multiplication by division.

I put in two months’ time studying
George’s booXk, “Progress and Poverty,’
and the point [ was most -particular
about was to discover whether there
was any part that failed to correlate
with the other parte, And I claim for
the single tax philosgphy that we have
the whole truth and that it will not be
necessary to borrow anything from any
other school of thought in order to

make a complete thing of it. Of course,
in an article of this length it is im-
possible to cover the whole ground.

I 'will now state some of the econom-
ic laws that our philosophy is based
on:

The law in regard to labor is that
men “Seek to gratify their desires witk
the least exertion.” If you find a man
who {8 an exception to this rule, you
want to look for him in some insan:
asylum and you want to look in the
ward that is reserved for incurables.

The law in regard to wages is what
a man can make off land that is bz-
low the mo-rent line, on the theory that
no man will consent to work for any
other man for less than he could make
by working for himself.

The law in regard to the value of
land is “The superiority of any piec:
of land over land that can be had for
nothing.”

The law in regard to commodities is
the well understood law of supply and
demand, although I once heard of a
populist who said that when his party
got into power they would repeal that
law.

Now these laws are all-compelling,
and it would not strengthen them on:
bit if Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Bryan
would consent to sign their names t
them, neither would it weaken them a
particle if the devil himself would at-
tach his name to them. Now, what we
want to do is to make our statute laws
in conformity with them.

There are three factors to the pro-
duction of wealth. They are land. la-
bor and capital; land and labor being
the primary ones; capital béing the oft-
spring of the other two. Now, of thea
three factors that I have mentioned,
the laborer provides the labor, the cap-
italist furnishes the capital and God or
Nature contributes the land. Now what
the single taxer would like to kpow
is, where does the land owner come in?
The truth is, he 1s an entirely useless
animal. Sometimes we ere asked what
we intend to do with him after we have
deprived him of his power to live oif
of the labor of other people. This is
a matter that we have not fully de-
cided upon as yet, but we would, how-
ever. throw out merely a suggestion
that he might try going to work.

In regard to the distribution of
wealth, the portion that goes to land i3
called rerft. The part that goes to capi-
tal is interest. The amount that goes
to labor is wages. This being a vital
point, I will state them again briefly:
the three factors are land, labor and
capitai. The products are rent, inter-
est_and wages. . As [ have sald before,
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this is really a problem In mathemat-
ics and will have to be settled on that
basis and not on a sentimental one.
We will not talk about dollars at
present, but we will consider it as an
example in proportion. [ suppose all of
you understand about the rules of pro-
portion taught in the
I never had the benefit of any-
thing but a common school education,
bt I was very- much interested when
[ was a boy in the rule of proportion,
and it has been a great advantage to
me since I became a man and have
taken an interest in economics. After
we get this all figured out, I find that
the share that goes to the active fac-
tor—namely, the laborer—in the pro-
duction of wealth is something mag-
nificent. That is one of the reasons
why a man like myself who performs
common labor for a living can gener-
ally be found every morning riding to
work in an automobile. Bat 1 will
come back again to the main question.

I, suppose every man understanda
arlthmetic (even the most stupid) well
enough to know that 100 per cent. is all
there is of anything. If Tom, Dick
and Harry are in- partnership and
Tom's share keeps getting larger and
larger, it 18 evident to anyone that the
shares of one or both of the others
must grow less and less. Now, if any
one will look around him in this coun-
try of ours, either in the city or tha
rural digtricts, he will cotice that the
landlord’s share keeps rising all the
time. This is caused by the increase
in population and improvements and,
in short, el;oryttl.ng that goes to make
up civilization; and as the landlord is
of no use to anyone, but is simply a
parasite, I believe it would be best to
make some different arrangemenis
than the system we are living under at
prezent. |1 know what [ am talking
about, for 1 have worked a portion of
my time in those parts. At least two-
thirds of the farmers in the best por-
tion of this State are reuters, and not
land owners. The men who own that
land are living in the towns and en-
Joying all the advantages of civiliza-
tion, but a more useless lot of people
never cumbered the earth. And if we
consider it in the elity it is stlll worss,
berause in the rural dictricts no or-
dinary man is likely to make enough
off of the tncrease of land values to
make him a millionaire, while any
amount of men in the cities have suc-
ceeded in dolng it. And in the min-
ing districts, it s as bad or worse;
in fact, we are making this fight
againgt landlordism of every desecrip-

arithmetic. -

tion. I did think when the Anthracite
Coal Miners' strike was on perhaps i1
would knock a little semse into the
heads of the people. I noticed that a
great many of the newspapers at the
time made considerable sport of Mr.
Baer because he claimed to be in part-
nership with the Almighty, but I al-
ways thought it was a harmless delu-
sion on his part. What I considered
the serious thing about it was that the
laws of our country had decided tha!
those mines should be private proper-
ty, but I will say that there is no more
reason for denying the right of pri-
vate property in coal flelds than there
is any other kind of land.

Now, this shows where the fruit
of the laborlng man's toil Is going to
Under our present economic system we
are compelled to support a lot of good
for nothing drones and the fact is
we are powerless 1o help ourselves as
individuals; but we could easily do it
at the ballot box collectively, if labor-
ing men, speaking of them as a whole,
had sufficient intelligence to do it; but
when I look around me and consider
what a wonderfully intelligent man
the average laboring man is, I ask my-
gelf the question, “Have I got to wai:
until I can get a majority of these
lunkheads before I can get what I de-
sire?” '

But let us take a view from the
moral side of the question in regard
to private property in lamd. If what
we contend for is wrong from a moral
standpoint, we ought not to succeed,
no matter how desirable it might be,
for some reasons. According to the
single tax philosophy, in order for
anything to be rightfully private prop-
erty the title must emanate from the
original producer. Of course this would
include all the products of labor, but
would not include land of any deserip-
tion. .

I have felt much encouraged  since
the socialist movement started up, not
that I take any stock in their doc-
trines, for their ideas and ours never
could be blended, but because it gives
the single taxer the advantage of pos!-
tion as between them and the people
who would uphold the present system
There is something amusing to me
about the situation, for if any man
iries to put up a fight against social-
ism, he is compelled to take the same
position that the single taxer does
One reason why socialism has made
such progress as it has is because the
present system is such a wretchedly
immoral one that no matter how pre-
posterous the claims of the socialist
might De they could not possibly be

any worse than the present system as
far as injustice is concerned. The fac:
is, it seems to me, that the man who
would stand up before an audience
and defend our present system of pri-
vate property in land would sell his
mother’s grave-stone or pasture her
grave if there was any profit in it. I
believe he would have to possess the
heart of a snake and the conscience of
a hyena.

In regard to the power that the own-
ership of land gives a man. let us
suppose a small number of men were
on an island from which there was no
escape, and suppose one of their num-
ber owned the land of that island.
Now, we claim that he would have as
much power over the rest of them
as he would have if they were his chat-
tel slaves, for he would have the power
to demand of them in rent for the uss
of the land all but enough for a bare
subsistence, and if they were his slaves
he would be compelled to allow them
that much for his own advantage. In
this case the men’s necessities would
take the place of the slave drivers’
whip.

Some people seem to think that the
private ownership of land must be
right because it is quite an old in-
stitution. Chattel slavery, polygamy
and several other abominable institu-
tions have been pretty old, but they
never were right. The truth is the
private ownership of land is nothing
more or less than a system of legal-
ized robbery, causing one man to get
without producing and another man t
produce without getting. There are
some things that belong to you, gome
things that belong to me and some
things belong to all of us. The value
of land is one of those things that be-
long to all of us. Why? Because ir
the first place it was a free gift from
God or Nature presumably to all of
us and not to a few.  For the next
reason, because thea wvalue that at-
taches to land is a creation of tha
community as a whole and not of
the individual who has possession of
the land. . On the other hand the
products of labor are rightfully pri-
vate property because they are mnot
the gift of nature but are the fruits
of man’s labor. Of course when we
say that labor prpduces- wealth, we
mean that man by kis labor trans-
forms matter that has been in exist-
ence lor all eternity, for all we know
to the contrary, into.various shapes
by moulding, combining. dividing, and
s0 on. As far as actually creating
a particle of matter, we are well awaro
of the fact that if bhe labored for all
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eternity he could not create the tiniest
mote that floats.

In regard to the trusts, the way .to
make them harmless is to take the spe-
cial privileges that they enjoy from
them. Those special privileges consist
of the private ownership of land and
a protective tariff. To take away the
tariff and leave the land system as it
is would do but very little good, for
some of them are not buttressed by a
protective tariff at all. No matter how
great a combination of capital we
might have it could do no harm if the
land monopoly element was absent. We
contend their feet must rest, “Antaeus
like,” on the ground for them to be
able to do any harm; for instance,
suppose & number of capitalists owned
all the steel mills in the country and
then suppose your humble servant owned
all ‘the coal and fron mines avail-
able. Who do you suppose would be
the master of the situation? The truth

is that factories can be multipled in-

definitely, but it would be a pretty big
contract for a man to undertake to
multiply coal and fron mines, would i:
not? The truth is, there i8 no compari-
son between property In land and
property in the products of labor, and
when these people write their essays
on the struggle between capital and la-
bor and either ignore the land altogeth-
er or else classify it with capital,
treating both factors as capital, it is of
no more benefit than a refrigerator
would be at the North Pole. If we at-
lempt to solve any problem, we must
take all factors into consideration and
we must keep them in their proper
order.

In regard to our practical prop-
osition, we propose to leave the land
in the hands of its present owners,
but they will be required to pay the

yearly rental value of the land over to]

the government. 1 have had some
men intimate t0 me ihat they would
not care to own quite all of God's
creation under such a system.

In regard to the opinions of laboring
men generally on these questions, 1
often think on Labor Day, when I see
the hosts of labor marching, if you
could only use your brains as well as
you can your legs how, easy this prob-
lem would be of solution. I often wish
I could have been present when the
first man sold another man & piece of
land. Certainly the one who sold the
land must have seen something green
in the other man’'s eye, or he would
not have made such a proposition to
him. 1 should have thought he would
then have offered to sell him the
right to breathe the air and enjoy the

sunlight. It certainly would have been
no greater outrage on natural rights.
The vision of some people is obscured
in regard to the truth on account of
the division o1 labor, and so many oc-
cupations in a highly developed stale
seem to have no direct connection
with the iand, but first principles have
never béen changed or abrogated.

The same thing Is true of the indus-
trial structure that is true of a very
tall building, that no matter how high
the super-structure may be reared, the
foundation must rest on the ground;
for it is as true to-day, as it was in
primitive times, that in the last analy-
sis all wealth is produced by the appli-
cation of human labor to natural re-
sources. We harbor no delusions;
again and agaln will the truth be over-
borne, but, although the friends of
privilege may turn back the hands on
the dial, they cannot stay the sum in
its course, and, in spite of all discour-
agements, we keep bravely hoping for
the dawning of the day when the right
of all God's children 10 the use of the
earth will be no longer the mere dream
of the enthusiast, but the realized and
accomplished fact.

SOCIAL PROGRESS,

Speeck of Louls F. Post in a symposium
on "Social Progress” at the commence-
ment exercises at Ruskin College, Gien
Eliyn, 1il., Monday, June I7, 1¥M.

Men who are in the whirlpool of
social disturbance at any time In the
world's history, cannot know whether
the world is at that time progressing
or not. Living generations mnever
know whether their social disturbances
are carrying them forward or turaning
them backward. All they are positively
aware of is the disturbance. They can-
not be sure of its tendency; they can
ouly infer, -

And their inferences are not always
rational. When social motion lifts
one's own interests to the top, he
naturaily fancies that the disturbance
implles social progress. But if the
social motion jostles him “out of the
swim,” he as naturally fancies that it
implies soclal decadence. It {§s the
same with one's pet reforms. If our
own theories of reform happen to be
tossed up into popularity, we think the
world is progressing because our cause
seems to be winning. Butifour theories
happen to be submerged, our cause
seems to be losing and we think there
is no God in lsrael.

Let us not be deceived by appearances.
A sailing yacht is none the less truly
moving forward though it turns from
its course to beat against the
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wind. Driftwood floating down the
Mississippi 1s Just as surely on its

way to the great southern gulf when it
follows the river's current around a
bend and toward the north as when it
turns another bend and floats toward
the south. The piston rod of a loco-
motive drives the iron hqrse forward
as truly by its backward as by its for-
ward stroke, And so with social phe-
nomena. We must never be swift'to
infer from any backward social motion
that the soclal movement Is back-

ward. Rational inferences depend
upon further circumstances, upon
wider observation, upon clearer
thought. .

Consideredsimply in themselves, most
of the social phenomena of our day
discourage Inferences of soclal prog-
ress. Do you doubt it? Bear with
me then while I sketch in broad out-
line a picture of our soclal life. Don't
be quick to exclaim “Pessimist!” i
the picture irritates you. He is not
the dangerous pessimist who reminds
you of bad social conditions in order
to urge you to change them. The
dangerous pessimist is he who falsely
tells you there are no such conditions
or that they are passing away. And
it will make little difference to you in
the end, whether he telis you this be-
cause he is a lighthearted fool who
doesn’t know any better, or because he
is a designing confldence man to whom
those conditions are useful as a trap.
I am no pessimist. What I am about
to describe, disheartening as it may
seem, makes my heart throb with op-
timistic pulsations; for I see in it some-
thing of that reactionary social motion
from which I think experience justifies
us in inferring a forward social move-
ment.

I cannot better indicate social condi-
tions than by recalling a curious novet
which 1 read several years ago. I
do not remember 1its name and I
have forgotten its story. All I re-
call about it is its picture of reaction
in this country from a condition of
virtual equality of rights and oppoi-
tunity to one in which a few were mas-
ters and the many had to serve or be
shot.

This picture as I remember it por-
trayed a gradual spread of involuntary
poverty, and a concurrent acquisition of
power by a few designing men. These
tendencies grew until the whole
country had been divjded into great
dukedoms whose owners ruled the in-
habitants with arbitrary will and 2
rod of iron, ) .

Yet our political institutions had
not been overthrown. There were still



