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DISCOVERY, RESOURCES AND CLIMATE.

New Zealand, discovered by Abel Jansen Tasman, the Dutch navigator,
in 1642, and next thereafter visited by Captain Cook in 1769, consists of
three main islands—the North, the South, and Stewart Islands, together
with several groups of smaller islands. The main islands have a coast line
4,330 miles in length—North Island, 2,200; South Island, 2,000; and Stewart
Island, 130 miles. And their area is, in round figures, 66,000,000 acres, as
against 77,000,000 acres for the British Isles.

New Zealand, in the language of the official Year Book, is firstly a pastoral
and secondly an agricultural country. Sown grasses are grown almost every-
where, the extent of land laid down being more than thirteen millions and a
half acres. The soil is admirably adapted for receiving these grasses, and
after the bush has been burnt off, is mostly sown over without previous
ploughing. In the South Island a large area is covered with native grasses,
all used for grazing purposes. The large extent of good grazing land has
made the Dominion a great wool, meat and dairy produce country; while
its agricultural capabilities are, speaking generally, very considerable. The
abundance of water and the quantity of valuable timber are other natural
advantages. ‘

New Zealand is, besides, a mining country. Large deposits of coal are
met with, chiefly on the west coast of the South Island. Gold, alluvial and
quartz, is found in both Islands, the yield having been over seventy-seven
millions (385 million dollars) in value to the present time (1911).
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POSSESSED OF EVERY NATURAL ADVANTAGE

New Zealand, in short, possessed of every natural advantage and with
an area only 11,000,000 acres less than that of the British Isles, could readily
support a population of forty to fifty millions; just as the United States,
with an area about thirty times that of the British Isles, could readily support
the entire present population of the whole world, and yet be no more over-
crowded than is the United Kingdom, which, as Prince Krapotkin and other
authorities assure us, could easily support on home grown food three times
its existing population.

But, to many short-sighted people, New Zealand seems to be just as
overcrowded with little more than a million people all told, as the United
Kingdom with its forty-five millions and the United States with less than
one hundred millions. To these short-sighted folk the foolish and blasphemous
teaching of the Rev. Dr. Malthus, that population is constantly pressing
against the natural barriers of subsistence, seems to be a simple statement
of self-evident facts. They do not realize that the Creator has provided
enough and far more than enough for all the children of men. They cannot,
or will not, see that population is pressing all the time, not against the natural
barriers of subsistence, but against the artificial man-made barriers of a
dog-in-the-manger land-lordism.

Thanks to land monoply and land speculation slum conditions obtain
in all the cities of New Zealand. These slum conditions, of course, are not
s0 bad as those to be found in the Old Country or in American cities. But,
manifestly, as population increases, the people will become ‘“piled upon one

-another” in New Zealand as in older lands. And New Zealand has already
had a sweating system only too nearly approaching that which blights and
disgraces the Mother Country and the States. Fancy a labor market so
“overstocked” as to develop sweating conditions in a country with at that
time, little more than 600,000 souls to its 66,000,000 acres!

And all these evils might so easily have been avoided!

HOUSE OF COMMONS COMMITTEE SUGGESTS A LAND TAX.

Nor must it be supposed that the founders of the laws and institutions
of this colony started on their work entirely unassisted. That was not so.
“In the year 1844, said Mr. H. W. Farnall in an address—"“The Industrial

" Depression in New Zealand: Its Cause and Its Only Cure’’—delivered to
the Auckland Knights of Labor, January 8th, 1890, “a Committee of the
House of Commons was appointed to take the affairs of New Zealand into
consideration, and make suggestions as to the course she should steer. Some
of Britain’s ablest statesmen were on this committee; they sat for a long time
and examined a host of witnesses, the report of the proceedings occupies a
very bulky volume, but in their report they make a great point of one thing,
and this they most earnestly impressed upon the English Parliament and
those engaged in framing our institutions. That was, that before all else a
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land tax should be at once imposed. The committee points out that unless
this be done precisely what we see before our eyes in this year of jubilee,
would happen. The whole country would be monopolized by a few in large
estates, bona fide settlement would stagnate, and the masses would be pauper-
ized. It seems rather a singular thing (added Mr. Farnall) that a committee
of Englishmen, chiefly landowners, who it is to be supposed fully realized
the comfortable position that they themselves were in through land monopoly,
should have strongly warned this colony against the same thing. But they
did so in the most emphatic manner, though nothing came of it. I claim
(he said) that the neglect to impose this land tax was one of the main causes
of the trouble from which we have for years been suffering, and from which
we shall continue to suffer and go from bad to worse until such a tax is im-
posed.”

The Report of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, appointed
**to inquire into the state of the colony of New Zealand, and into the proceed-
ings of the New Zealand Company, and to report thereon to the House,” was
ordered by the House of Commons to be printed, ‘‘together with the minutes

of evidence, appendix and index,” on July 29th, 1844, and contains close on
1,100 foolscap pages.

A8 A SAFEGUARD AGAINST LAND SPECULATION.

The Committee consists of Mr. Aglionby, Lord Francis Egerton, Viscount
Howick, Mr. Geo. Wm. Hope, Mr. Robert Clive, Mr. Hawes, Sir Robert
Harry Inglis, Viscount Ebrington, Mr. Charteris, Sir. John Hanmer, Mr.
Milnes, Viscount Joscelyn, Mr. Roebuck and Mr. Wilson Patten. And on
pages XI-XII of the Report we read:—'It is an evil of which the experience
of other colonies affords frequent examples, that the progress of settlement
is impeded by land coming into the possession of persons who endeavor to
derive a profit, not from its improvement, but by suffering it to lie waste
until it acquires a value from labor and capital expended in the surrounding
districts; it, therefore, appears to us, that means should be taken to guard
against this abuse in New Zealand. This will, we trust, be to a great extent
effected by the regulations which will prevent property in land being acquired
otherwise than by purchase; but as a further security, we would recommend
that some part of the colonial revenue should be raised by means of a tax
uron land. On the North American continent, when a tax has been imposed
upon land with a view of checking its being held by persons not really intend-
ing to make use of it, we believe the tax has been levied upon wild land only.
Looking, however, to the difficulty of accurately determining the degree of
improvement which should exempt land from a tax applying only to that
which is designated as wild, and to the facility thus afforded for evading the
burden, it appears to us more advisable that such a tax should be imposed
on all land, whether wild or otherwise. If the tax were low (we think it
ought not to exceed 2d. an acre) it would be unfelt as a practical burden on
land really turned to profitable account, while even this small nayment
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recurring annually, would powerfully tend to discourage the retention of
land by parties deriving no immediate advantage from it.

TO DISCOURAGE THE RETENTION OF LAND.

“Such a tax (the Report proceeds) ought not, of course, to apply to
land now occupied by the Natives. or to that held as reserves for their benefit.
The land granted to the New Zealand Company ought also to be regarded in
a different light from that held by private individuals; they have obtained
that land in the character of agents for the public in carrying on the work of
colonization; so long, therefore, as they adequately discharge the duties
belonging to that character, they ought not to be subjected to the tax in
respect of land they hold for this purpose; at the same time, care should be
taken that no privilege capable of being abused should be given to them. We
would, therefore, suggest, that the land remaining unsold in the hands of the
Company should be free from the tax, so long as the extent of land so held
should not exceed that which would remain to them supposing that from
the commencement of their operations they had sold one year with another
one-twenty-fifth part of the land assigned to them by the Crown. Should
their sales upon the whole fall short of this, they might fairly be required to
pay the tax upon the difference. It might also be proper to insist, as a con-
dition to their enjoying the proposed exemption, that a fixed proportion of
the proceeds of their land sales should be applied to the promotion of immi-

‘gration. * ¥ * 7

The exemption of the lands of the New Zealand Company was, to say
the least, a very dubious policy; and to-day it is recognized that a land value
tax, not an acreage tax, is the best form of land tax, while even the Natives
would be benefited rather than injured by a form of taxation which, instead
of taxing necessaries and discouraging improvement, would encourage them
to put their land to its best use. But the Committee clearly recognized the

DANGERS INSEPARABLE FROM LAND SPECULATION

and dog-in-the-manger land monopoly, and they realized at least that the
taxing power of the State affords an effective means of checking such specu-
lation and monopoly. It may be objected that their suggested land tax
(2d. per acre) is extremely low; but, seeing that much of the land would not
be worth more than a pound per acre, at the very outside, the tax would be
equivalent to one of 2d. in the £ on the selling value, or about 4/ in the
4 on the yearly value of the land; and the Committee's recommendation was
manifestly directed against large idle holdings of country lands rather than
against speculation in town sites, the towns being at that date very small
and very few and very far between.

THE COLONY'S EVIL GENIUS.

'Had the Committee’s warning been heeded the history of New Zealand—
industrial, social and political, would have followed a very different course
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from that which alas! has been its history. But the warning of the select
Committee, based though it was upon the bitter experience of older colonies,
passed unheeded. There was present at the birth of the young colony the
same evil genius who had inveigled the other Australasian colonies from the
right path—Edward Gibbon Wakefield, a man who understood the land
question possibly as well as Henry George understood it, but who used his
knowledge, not to free the people, but to enslave them.

Edward Gibbon Wakefield, ‘‘that observant economist and cold-blooded
Philistine,” as Max Hirsch calls him in the concluding chapter of *“‘Democracy
versus Socialism,” found the land so free that the people also were free, land
so cheap that labor was, from the point of view of the would-be exploiters,
unconscionably dear; and he did not rest till he had made the land dear and
labor cheap, till by means of land monopoly he had artificially manufactured
wage slaves for the benefit of the exploiters.

This is shown in detail in the final chapter of “Capital,’” which Karl
Marx, the great German Socialist writer, devotes to an exposition of Wake-
field’s “Modern Theory of Colonization.”

THE MANUFACTURE OF WAGE-WORKERS.

“It is the great merit of E. G. Wakefield,” says Marx, “‘to have discovered,
not anything new about the colonies, but to have discovered in the colonies
the truth as to the conditions of capitalist production in the Mother-country.
As the system of Protection at its origin attempted to manufacture capitalists
artificially in the Mother-country, so Wakefield’s colonisation theory * * *
attempted to effect the manufacture of wage-workers in the colonies. * * *

“First of all, Wakefield discovered that in the colonies property in money,
means of subsistence, machines, and other means of production, does not as
yet stamp a man as a capitalist (. e., as an exploiter of labor, for it is in this
sense that Marx uses the word ‘‘capitalist’’) if there be wanting the correlative
—the wage-worker, the other man who is compelled to sell himself of his
own free will. (Much as in comic opera one is compelled to volunteer!) He
discovered that capital is not a thing, but a social relation between persons,
established by the instrumentality of things. Mr. Peel, he moans, took with
him from England to Swan River, West Australia, means of subsistence and
of production, to the amount of £50,000. Mr. Peel had the foresight to bring
with him, besides, 3,000 persons of the working class—men, women, and
children. Once arrived at his destination, ‘Mr. Peel was left without a servant
to make his bed or fetch him water from the river.'

“SLAVERY, THE SOLE NATURAL BASIS OF COLONIAL WEALTH,"”

“‘In the Northern States of the American Union,” says Wakefield, ‘it
may be doubted whether so many as a tenth of the people would fall under
the description of hired laborers * * * In England * * * the
laboring class compose the bulk of the people.’” Nay, the impulse to self-
expropriation, on the part of laboring humanity, for the glory of capital,






