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Great Words From 
Louis F. Post 

TRACING POVERTY TO ITS CAUSE 

is poverty and fear of poverty that prompt men of 
honest instincts --to steal, to bribe, to take bribes, to 

oppress, either under color of law or against law, and—
what is worse than all because it is not merely a depraved 
act but a course of conduct that implies a state of depravity 
—to enlist their talents in hireling work against their con-
victions. Our civilization cannot long resist such enemies 
as poverty and fear of poverty breed; to intelligent observ-
ers it already seems to yield. 

But how is the development of these social enemies to 
be arrested? Only by tracing involuntary poverty to its 
cause, and, having found the cause, deliberately removing it. 

FIXING THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR POVERTY 

By giving Rent to individuals, society ignores this just 
law. It thereby creates social disorder. Upon society, 
then, and not upon a Providence which has provided bounti-
fully, nor upon the disinherited poor, rests the responsi-
bility for poverty in civilized conditions. 

THE RENT OF LAND BELONGS TO THE PEOPLE 

Caused and increased by social growth, the benefits of 
which should be common, and attaching to land, which 
should be a common inheritance, Rent emphatically asserts 
itself as a natural fund for public expenses. 

RENT MUST BE TAKEN FOR PUBLIC USES 

Thus increase of labor force, a lowering of the standards 
of living, and depression of Rent, co-operate to bring on 
what we call" good times." But no sooner do "good times" 
return than renewed demands for land set in, Rent rises 
again, Wages fall again, and "hard times' 'duly reappear. 
The end of every period of "hard times" finds Rent higher 
and Wages lower, as a proportion of product even if not 
as a quantity, than at the end of the previous period.. 

This result is produced by the disorderly system under 
which society diverts Rent from common to individual 
uses. That maladjustment is the fundamental cause of 
poverty. And progress, so long as the maladjustment 
continues, instead of tending to remove poverty as natu-
rally progress should, actually generates and intensifies it. 
Poverty persists with increase of productive power because 
land values, when Rent is privately appropriated, tend to 
even further increase. 

There can be but one outcome: for individuals, suffering 
and degradation; for society, lawlessness and destruction 
or decay. 

EARTH THE BIRTHRIGHT OF MANKIND 

Equality as to the use of Mother Earth, that and that 
alone secures to every one an equal opportunity to partici-
pate in production and full ownership by each producer 
Of his own share. This is justice, this is order. Unless  

our civilization have it for a foundation, new forms of slav- 
ery will assuredly lead on into new forms of barbarism. 

LAND IS FOR THE USE OF ALL 
Land is for the use of all, and rent is caused by the com-

munity. To legally vest land ownership in less than the 
whole, excluding those to come as well as any that are 
here, is a moral crime against all the excluded. Therefore 
no government can make a perpetual title to land which is 
or can become morally binding. Neither can one genera-
tion vest the communal earnings of future generations in 
the heirs or assigns of particular persons by any morally 
valid title. This they attempt to do when they make 
grants of land. There is both divine justice and economic 
wisdom in the command that "the land shall not be sold 
in perpetuity." All titles to land are subject in the forum 
Of morals to absolute divestment as soon as the people 
decide upon the change. 

NO OWNERSHIP IN THE SOURCE OF WEALTH 
If it be wrong for you to own the spring of water which 

you and your fellows use, is it therefore wrong for you to 
own the water that you lift from the spring to drink? If 
so how will you slake your thirst? If you argue in reply 
that it is not wrong for you to own the spring, then how 
shall your fellows slake their thirst when you treat them, 
as you would have a right to, as trespassers upon your 
property? To own the source of labor products is to own 
the labor of others; to own what you produce from that 
source is to own only a product of your own labor. Nature 
furnishes gold mines, but men fashion gold rings. The. 
right of ownership differs radically. 

THE RIGHT TO TERMINATE LAND GRANTS AT 
ANY TIME 

The reserved right of the people to terminate grants of 
land value, is as truly.a part of every grant of land as if it 
were written expressly in the body of the instrument 
Moreover, notice was given when Henry George published 
"Progress and Poverty," and has been reiterated until the 
whole civilized world has now become cognizant of it, that 
an effort is in progress to do what is in effect this very thing. 
This notice is a moral cloud upon every title. He who buys 
now, buys with notice. It will not do for him when the 
time comes to terminate these grants, to say: "I relied 
upon the good faith of the government whose laws told me 
I might buy." He has notice, and if he buys he buys at 
his peril, so far as his expectations of appropriating ground 
rent or a higher selling value are concerned. Men cannot 
be allowed to make bets that the effort to retain land values 
for common use will fail, and then, when they lose their 
bets, to call upon the people to compensate them for the 
loss. Read the chapter on " Compensation" in Henry 
George's "Perplexed Philosopher." 

OWNERSHIP OF LAND NOT REASONABLE 

It is only custom that makes the ownership of land seem. 
reasonable. I have frequently had occasion to tell of the 
necessity under which the city of Cleveland, Ohio, found 



itself, of paying a landowner several thousand dollars for 
the, right to swing a drawbridge over his land. When I 
described the matter in that way, the story attracted no 
attention; it seemed perfectly reasonable to the ordinary ,  
lecture audience. But when I described the transaction 
as a payment by the city to a landowner of thousands of 
dollars for the privilege of swinging the draw" through that 
man's air," the audience invariably manifested its appreci-
ation of the absurdity of such an ownership. The idea of 
owning air was ridiculous; the idea of owning land was not. 
Yet who can explain the difference, except as a matter of 
custom? ' 
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