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Henry George's Other ldea:

"Free Trade andthe Construction

of a Georgist Politics

by Dr. Ronald Yanosky

(Editor’s note; The following is an edited version of a
lengthier speech by Dr. Yanosky Auwgust 8 1997 ai the
Council of Georgist Organizations conference in South

Plawnfield, N.-J.)

One hundred years ago this fall George accepted torun
for mayor for Greater New York despite warning of doctors
that campaign would cost him hislife. Eleven yvears earlier
(ieorge accepted another nomination for the same oflice
undercircumstances lessphysically threatening but never-
theless loaded with physical risk and exposure to every kind
of politicalvilification. George'scampaignsof 1886 and 1897
have some continuities. Both of those campaigns high-
lighted land value tax in an urban context. Both pitted
George against abusive political machinesand bothended in

triumphant defeat. 1 want to draw your attention to the .

differences in the two mayor campaigns, one that has
impheations for understanding history of single tax move-
ment. :

In 1886, Henry (George ran as the candidate of an
independent labor party which was largely the creation of
NY('s Central Labor Union. (George'sthird party candidacy
galvanized the usually diwvided NYC Democratsinto united
action against George. and their candidaie, Abram Iewitt,
won the election.

In 1897 (George himself ran as a Democrat. To be sure
he was still the enemy of Tammy Hall, New York City's
famously corrupt political organization. George'sownorga-
nization, which called itself the Jeffersonian Democracy of
Greater New York. proudly claimed that it wasthe national
representativeofthe party withinthecity. Thiswasstretch-
ing a point, but the Georgites did back up that claim, with
support ofinfluential Democrats, including Democratsofthe
Democratic National Committee and they got moderate
support fromthe party’s standard bearer, WilliamJennings

Brvan.
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How did the rebels of 1886 turn into the legitimists of
18977 Henry Georgewas born into a Jacksonian Democratic
household, and hisfatherin fact wasa political appointee for
a period of time. For most of the time that (zeorge was
developing his land theories, he was in fact a partisan
Democrat. particularly in the 1870s. Still in his early vears
asa radical Republican, and later vears as an Independent
candidate, George was nol a participator in the kind of
tribalistic partisanship of the guilded age. George's con-
verts, too, came from both major parties as well as several

continuwed on page 3

St. Louis Georgists
host booth at NCSL

The St. Louischapterof
Common Ground-USA
members repeated their
success of last year when
they hosted a booth at the
National Conference of
State Legislatures meeting
this year in Philadelphia.

“Many legislators and
staff persons remembered
us from having visited our
booth last vear.” said Al
Katzenberger, one of the
hosts of the booth at the
Philadelphia meeting of the
NCSL held August 6-9,
1997, Besides about 1400
copies of Common Ground-
USA's updated “Revenue
Source”legislative outreach

“brochure. anoiher CG-USA

hand-out piece was devel-
oped for distribution this
year. Last year many per-
sons asked about the
Internet, so aposteard was
developed with Georgist
web pages addresses (See
insert bottom of page 2).
The front side of the post-
cardwasthe Henry George
image and text developed

by Jim Busey (see the May-
June 1997 issue of
GroundSwell).

Another addition to
the Georgisthandouts this
year from the booth were

continued on page 2
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continued from page 1

minorcones. And they followed him into
Independent politicsasacandidate and
then into a long association with the
Democratic party. The idea that
sparked this whole movement toward
the Democratic party and a decades
long affiliation between the Democrats
and the Single Tax Movement, the idea
behind this wasfree trade, about which
(George took a radical position long
before he developed hissingletaxidea.

Although the single tax stilt over--

whelms most.discussionsofthe Georgist

movement, Henry George's“otheridea”

aroused much the same enthusiasm
among early single taxers as the land
value tax itself. Free trade played an
important role in developing the ma-
ture form of the single tax. And it had
provided quite an entry point into the
party system, and would carry Georgists
into their most effective period of politi-
cal involvement.

The most important shaper of the-

early movement, though, wasthe Irish
Land question. Tt tended to keep
(leorgistissuesdirectly focused onland
issues rather than trade. George’s
championing land reform inIreland in

hisfamous tourtherein 1881-82 made.

him a hero to Irish workers and their
many sympathizers in the United
States. (reorge’s ideas had a major
influence on thelabor movement in the
United Statesatthat time, and through
this connection with Irish national-
ism. he had a major influence on the
formation of New York's innovative
central labor union, an umbrella
organizationofunions, whichwas dommi-
nated by Irish and Trish radical ideas.

The Irish land question sort of
collapsed asa vehicle forland agitation
i 1883, TIrish Nationalist leader
Charles Stewart Parnell cut a deal
with the British that undercut the land
radicalsin the [rish Nationalist move-
ment. That pretty much ended the
usefulness of Lreland as a question of
land ownership.

That other organization, the Cen-
tral Labor Union, that had had a lotof
(Georgist influence, withdrew from ac-
tive reform politics after a couple of
vearsafteritwasdefeated disastrously
in an Independent campaign.

Though he had hopes for another
larger and growing national labor or-

ganization called Knights of Labor,
(Gieorge recognized thatthat organiza-
tionwas diffuse, and an entity that had
a very crowded and even problematic
agenda.

On the other hand, tarift reform
forces within the Democratic party
were beginning to become more active

- by 1884. George was looking for away

to take hisideas and inject theminto a

rising political instrument of tariffre- -

form. The result was George's book,
Protection or Free Trade, which ap-
peared in 1886 as a book It was
serialized inthe newspapersbefore that.
I think of this as George's second most
important work. That book repeated
many of the claggical economists’ argu-
ments against the protective tariff.
Protection discourages the full exploi-
tation oflocal advantage, and doesnot
raisewages, and itinvolves thestatein
decisionsihatthe siateisincompetent
to make. One writex, Thomas Martin,
has argued that George anticipated
many importantelementsofnecclassi-
cal trade theory, with the observation
that land abundance rather than pro-
tectionism contributed to high wages
in America.

George, whilerepeating arguments
from some of the classical economists,
went to some trouble io create a distine-
tive argument, and in particular he
took pains to legitimize the American
workers suspicions of tariff reform.
Part of the problem, George thought
wasthat most tariffreformers drained
away all of the moral and intellectual
forceoftheidea of free trade, by seeking
a tariff for revenue, as opposed to a
protective tariff. You have to keep in
mind there was no income tax. The
largest single source of revenue was
the tariff, and a high protective tariff
had been in place since the early days
ofthe Civil Warwhen the early Repub-
lican party had succeeded in putting in
place this high protective tariff.

8o thatidea ofarevenuetariffwas
the prevailing idea among most Demo-
crats, and George in ProtectionorFree
Trade seized the radical position and
demanded the full repeal ol all tariffs.
Hecalleditthe New Abolitionists cru-
sade. And that, in turn would turn the
trade debate, not just on point of eco-
nomic efficiency, but alsoturn it into a
question of how we were to meet the
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common needsofsociety atlarge, which
George saw as amuch more significant
and morally ingpiring idea.

Workers were also right, George
added, to suspect that even toll-free
trade would not help them in the long
run. The reason was that rising rents
would siphon off the wealth that more
efficient trade had to create. Land
Value Tax, then, wasthe logical end of
true tariffreform, fulfilling free trade's
promise of efficiency and abundance,
while capturing socially created values
for common purposes.

Inthe final section of Protection or
Free Trade, Henry George abruptly
switched from militance to pragma-
tism. The zeal of the propagandist, he
wrote, must be supplemented by the
skill of the politician. And he suggested
that the rising national climate for
tartff reform, even if it was just at
revenue levels, made the trade issue
the logical starting point for his pro-
gramofeliminating alltaxessavethose
on land values. Georgists should join
forces, then, with the Democratic tariff
revenue advocates, and their allies.
The renegade Republican reformers
known as the Mugwumps, were also
part of an alliance with these tariff
reformers in the Democratic party. So
Georgehad proposed this combination
of radicalism in free trade and the
pragmaticalliance with the Democratic
tariffreformers.

George alwayshelieved inthe irre-
sistible power of great ideas. DPoliti-
cians and tariff moderates, he wrote,
would go further than they now
dreamed: itisthe law of all such move-
ments that they must become more
and more radical.

Furthermore, George was con-
vinced that Americans had to move
beyond sectional and racial divisions
theyhad been obsessed with forso long
during the Civil War and Reconstruc-
tion. and had to adaptto the demands
of a modernizing indusirial economy.
The huge value of the tariffdebate was
that pecplewere talking abouteconom- -
ics, instead of talking about the North
versus the South or issues that had
grown out of the Civil War. So in the
party of Jefferson. and Jackson, the
Democratic party, he saw an un-
matched tradition of popular sover-

continued on page 6
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continued from page 5

eignty and resistance to special privilegethat hethoughtwas

appropriate to his agenda of a more economically oriented
American politics. George was nevey fully willing to give up
hope that the Democratic paxty might return to its old
promise. :

In the summer of 1886, it was this gentle road strategy
oflargely Independent Laborpolitics that absorbed George's
energies. With his recent convert Tom Johnson, the Cleve-
land street carmagnate, and a smallgroup ofotherfollowers,
George founded the American Tax Reform League, which
had about ten members; he founded it as a vehicle for tariff
agitation. They were just getting started with this organi-
zation when a call came from Central Labor Union asking
him to join in the Independent campaign for mayor that
summer.

[t may be a measure of George's own misgivings, about

the alliance he was forming with the Democrats andtheTax
Reform League as a vehicle for reform, that when that call
from the Central Labor Union, George dropped the Tax
Reform League and entered his famous mayoral campaign.
Still the Tax Reform model for Georgists activism remaingd
available for future use. George's stunning near-victory 1n
New York City in the famous campaign of 1886 wasinterna-
tional news. Fora few heady monthsit appeared that Henry
George would become theleaderofan American laborparty,
and smash open the two party system in the United States.
But if the mayoralty campaignwasa triumph, the succeed-
ing effort to institutionalize and nationalize the United
Labor Party was a humiliating failure. :

To be sure the United Labor Party. the party (George
began to build immediately after the New York campaign,
and its religious sibling, the Anti-Poverty Society founded
the following year, aroused the enthusiasm of George's
followers around the country to heightsthat have never Leen
matched before or after.

(eorgists in the afterglow of 1886 began to discoverone
another and tofind a common identity drenchedin idealism
ofthe singletax. It soon foundit self surrounded by powerful
enemies and mived ininternal disputes. Intheopinion ofone
hard-nosed single taxer looking back on it ail, the years
following (ieorge's 1886 campaign constituted the howling
dervish stage of emotional insanity. Whathappened during
the howling dervish stage: a bruising battle with Socialists,
a titanic struggle with the Catholic hierarchy over BEdward
Mel(ynn's excommunication. and George's controversial
refusal to seek clemency for the Haymarket ana rchists who
were scheduled to be executed, and were executedin 1887 all
of which cut into the United Labor Party's support. while
hostility of the major parties remained implacable every-
where the party tried toorganize. Considerthecampaignto
become New York's Secretaryof Statein 1887, where GGeorge
drew only 72.000 votes statewide out of a million cast. This
dissipated the credibility of the previousvote and broke the
magic spell of the Independent Labor Party. -

It didn't take Henry George long to find a new path, or
ratheranoldone. A mountingfederalsurplus brought in

by the old war-time protective tariff embarrassed the

Republican Party, and it emboldened Democrats who were
pressing for tariff reform. In Dec. 1887 Democrat Grover
Cleveland, the first Democrat elected to the Presidency since
the Civil War, committed his administration to the tariff
issue with a message to Congress. He really made it clear
he was no radical free trader. it's the condition, not a theory,
of the surplus confronting us.Free trade was absolutely
irrelevant. Cleveland’s tariff message also resonated with

" the themes of Andrew Jackson's famous attack almost half

acentury earlieron the National Bankof the United States.
The protective tariff, Cleveland maintained, created special
privilegeforthefew attheexpensetothemany. It fostered
trust which strangled competition. Hethenurged Congress
to cut the tariff to revenue levels, and the Republican
Protectionist leader, James G. Blaine, quickly attacked that
and set up the national tariff debate of 1888.

To Henry George's straining ears, Cleveland's message
suggested that the Democrats were finally returning to its
historic program of economic democracy. He was quietly
telling his friend, Louis Post, that he now saw the hand of
(God in his defeat. George reverted, asitwere, toPlan A. He
wassoon arguing that Georgistsshould abandon the United
Labor Party and that they should support Grover Cleveland
infreetradein 1888, evenifthey did not consider themselves
Democrats. Georgecould present thisidea, but itwould take
two yearsofdifficult struggle to achieve something likea full
Georgist commitment to thisidea, The proposalto abanden
Independent politics in order to support the party of Abram
Hewitt and Tammany Hall outraged a large portion, per-
haps the majority, of the organized Georgist movement.
There is no question that a very large number of George's
followers thought that he had gone out of his mind.

Edward McGlynn, who retained Republican sympathies
and preached in an especially altruistic brand of Christian
(Feorgism, led a bitter resistance to the affiliation with
(leveland that (feorge had suggested. George himself.
McGlynn pointed out, taught his followersthat trade wasa
secondary issuetotheland issue. Itwasfarbetter, McGlynn
thought. for the movement to field its own Presidential
ticket in 1888 and retain its separate identity, even if its
support proved to be minuscule. The division soon got ugly,
each side attempting to expel theother fromthe anti-Poverty
Society and each side exchanging dark suggestions of pay-
offsand treachery. Eventually McGlynn and the members of
the United Labor Party fielded tickets bothin the New York
city election and for the Presidency, a comicopera of a truly
miserably 2800 votes. The Labor Party disappeared into
oblivion at the end of 1888. For George and hisloyalists, the
people who pulled out. for them to avoid the same fate. was

another matter.

Many Georgists welcomed the free trade tactic. Many
others, especially outside New York. did not, and George
quickly realized in 1888 that hismovement had never taken
free trade to its heart. George's circle of those closest to him
included financial backers Tom Johnson and Thomas
Shearman and his trusted friends and editors on the Stan-
dard, Louis Post and William Croasdale. This group

continued onpage 7
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continued from puge 6 .
undertook thedelicate taskof elevatin
the movement's enthusiasm for free
trade while deflating at the sametime
itspassion forindependent politics.
For the first part of thig task,
getting people more excited about free
trade. George returned to the Protec-

tion or Free Trade book, insisting that.

the tariffpresentedissuesnolesscom-
patible than land reform itself. On
pages of his newspaper and on public
platforms, George repeated that free
traderepresented an unfettered opera-
tion of naturallaw. Preserve the right
offree men to laborasthey desired and
to promote world peace. “I for one will
go into. this campaign with more en-
thusiasm than [ 'have ever felt in any
national campaign since I voted for
Abraham Lincoln,” George wrote. This
kindof enthusiasm by the master him-
self to bring free trade, and Grover
Cleveland along with it, into the
(Jeorgist movement culture slowly be-
gan to show resultsas 1888 progressed.

What began to happen in 1888 is
we start seeing another variation of
“how people saw the cat” storiesofhow
I became a free trader. The fact that
people had been convinced to become
Single Taxers (and they were just be-
ginning to use that phrase at this
point) in 2 way made it easier for them
to trust Henry George on the question
of free trade and the Democratic alli-
ance.

(George gradually then began to
take that characteristic zeal of the
Single Tax movement and push it into
the free tradeissue. By theend of 1888,
in fact. with most of the serious dissi-
dents packed into the sinking United
Labor Party, it was pretty difficult to
be an active Single Taxer without also
being a Free Trader. I would even
argue during this period it wasmore of
atestwhether youwerealoyal Georgist
and to believe in free trade than to
believe that there was no right to pri-
vate property in land.

Georgistsdistinguished aswell be-
tween the nationalist Democrats of
Grover Cleveland and the democratic
machines like Tammany Hall which
always deserved contempt. Tammany
Hall had no enthusiasm either for
Grover Cleveland or for Henry George
and they returned the compliment in

1888 by organizing a political parade
through the streets of New York in
which marchers chanted, “Don’t be
afraid; tariff reform is not free trade.”
This led some Georgists to wonder if
they were really welcome as partici-
pants in the Democratic campaign.
Qvertimeit becameincreasingly diffi-
cult to hold the democracy at arm’s
length. There was a logic to George’s
Democratic cooperation, and Single
Taxers would not long cheer from the
gidelines. This public common cause
with Democrats made strange bedfel-

Jows and seemed to.create endorse-

mentswhere formerly there wasnone.

For example, many of you will be
familiarwith the famous story of Henry
Georgein 1886 when considering run-
ning for mayor. Being approached bya
local functionary of the local Demo-
cratic party, offering him a safe Con-
gressional seat which Tammany would
kind of arrange for him if he would not

run for mayor (and the problem with -

running for mayor, he was told, was
that it would raise Hell) , he famously
replied, you have relieved me ofembar-
rassment; I do not wish to be mayor of
New York, but I do want to raise Hell,
and I will run. The county Democrats
were. more reform minded and more
respectable in New York. William
Iv inswasa county Democratand that
is why he was chosen to come to ap-
proach Henry George, who they knew
would not talk to anybody from
Tammany.

Democrats came with Tom
Johnson's nomination asa Democratic
candidate for Congress in Ohio’s 21st
district in 1888. With Tom Johnson's
nominationto runfor Congressin 1888,
Georgists now found themselves with
an undisputed Single Taxer, oneofthe
leadingvoices forthe movementin the
country, whowasin fact a party Demo-
crat. Many other Georgists would
participatein Democraticelectionsover
the nextfew yearsascandidatesand as

workers at the local, state, and na-

tional level. Georgists endorsement,
thenby the end ofthe 1880s, for Demo-
cratswasbecominga little more potent
than the relationship originally de-
scribed. .

The effect of the free trade agita-
tion in this period went well beyond
building political bridgesto the Demo-

cratic party. Thomas Shearman who
was originally a Republican, and was
one of the most conservative Single
Taxers of the period, suggested the
name Single Tax for the Georgist rem-
edy in 1887 and it quickly came into
use. It was actually the free trade
agitation, not the name Single Tax,
that focused Georgismforthe first time
on taxation issues. Along with this
shift in focus came a change in the
discourse, the language that George
used.

Fighting over the various tariff
reform measuresinthelate 1880sand
early 1890s, focused Georgists more
heavily than they had been before in
empirical analysis, scrutinizing offi-
cial reportsand peering into the work.
inggofcommittees, which continuesto
delight so many of those who work in
the land value taxation movement. In
otherwords, free trade began to make
Single Taxers into policy wumps. The
taxfocus then spread fromthe national
level down into such issues as real
estate and personal property tax re-
form. Johnson's political connections
in Ohio got George an invitation to
testify before a state legislative com-
mittee in 1889. Testifying and the
lobbying that went along with it would
soon become a fixture of single tax
activists. '

Georgists, at the same time they
were becoming Democratsor aligning
with Democrats, were alsojoining free
trade clubs, which tended to be rather
a weak group of people, and in fact
Georgistswould come to dominate the
American Free Trade League by the
turn of the century.

"~ eorgists as part of the new cam-
paign also began tojointheelite reform
and constitution city clubs; these were
allkind of civicminded clubsthat were
quite popular at the end of the 19th
century, where Georgists began to de-
velop contacts with middle-class lib-
eralreformers. The phrase Single Tax
has often been criticized, even by
Georgists, for reducing a whole philoso-
phy down to a policy gimmick. Free
trade and thenew tax code ofthe period
I am talking about did carry the move-
ment away from passionate confronta-
tions and the religious fervor of the
very early days of the movement.

continued on page 8
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continued from page 7

The tax paradigm, this notion of
talking about this kind of taxation
brought one further schism in the
(reorgistmovement in 1889; a fellow by
the name of the Rev. Hugh Pentacost
and several Georgist editors on the
Standard protested this Democratic
alliance and what they called the re-
duction of Georgism to fiscal triviali-
ties. The Pentecost group suggested
that rather than being aligned with
Democrats, (teorgists ought to be
aligned with more progressive types
like Edward Bellamy's Utopian and
socialist movement., or perhaps with
the Populist party which was just be-
ing formed at that time. (George com-
pletely repudiated thisgroup, atia cked
them quite harshly as they did him.
They essentially pulled themselvesout
ofthe Single Tax movement. Thiswas
another situation where the critics of
the Democratic alliance essentially
broke themselves away and became a
gplinter group and eventually went
spinning offinto other ideas. So there
was Georgist opposition to the notion of
fiscal policy issues, taxation issues,
and the so-called Single Tax. But still
[ amnotconvinced that taxation model
was the end of Georgist altruism.

Free trade had to assault the
(ieorgisis on moral and inspirational
grounds. When local single taxers
seemed Lo drift Lo tar from the moral
sideof doctrine, Georgewasquite will-
ing to bring them up short. So the
lobbying, politic king, clubjoining, num-
ber crunching single taxers who
emerged from the early Free Trade
campaign maintained an intensity for
the Georgist ideals fortified by their
experience of having seen the cat. They
also tried to come to terms with the
realization that not everyonewould see
the cat. They were becoming what
might be called policy radicals, hoping
thatthe essentialsofa radical philoso-
phy could be put into place through
mundane evolutionary changeinother
forms, through tariff reforms and mu-
nicipal ownership of utilities, home
ruletaxation and the separate assess-
ment of buildings and land.

At the same time Georgists were
learning the skillsinestablishing power
bases, that would make them influen-
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tial contributors to the rising Progres-
give movement at the turn of the cen-
tury. By 1890 the Free Trade -Single
Tax strategy was beginning to pay
dividends. Out of the previous years’
Single Tax Club movement (there
were aver 130 clubsin 1890; severalin
New York, some in Chicago, San Fran-
cisco — some of which had permanent
club buildings, some had cafes, reading
rooms, lecture halls, biliards tables) in
Sept. 1890 a triumphantconvention of
Single Taxers was held for the first
time in Cooper Union. At that conven-
tion they easily worked out a platform
of single tax, free trade. and public
ownership of utilities. Grover Cleve-
land ran for Presidentin 1888 and lost.
in large part because he ran a kind of
unenthusiastic campaign. Tom John-
son hadalso logtin hisbid to get elected
Lo Congress that year.

Public reaction in the immediate
yearortwo following theelection turned
against the victorious Republicans.
especially after a steeply protective
McKinleytariffbillwas passedin 1890
The McKinley tariff bill sparked an
immense revolt against the Republi-
can party leading to the largest single
change-over in congresgional seats In
American history, as a percentage.
Almost all the new congressmen com-
ing in were Democrals or Populists
who were also committed to free trade.
In that 1890 election, three single tax-
ers were among the new freshmen
Congressmen in the House of Repre-
sentatives, Tom Johnson and Tom
Dewitt Warner of New York of the
Democrats, and Sockless Jerry
Simpson, ashewas called, the Kansas
Populist. Georgists were beginning to
get some payoffs from this affiliation
with the Democraticparty. Georgists
supported Grover Cleveland when he
ran again in 1892, this time success-
fully; Cleveland is the only President
who has been elected twice but not
consecutively.

And Tom Johnson went on to play
aprominentroleinthe tariffdebatesin
the yearsthatfollowed Cleveland’s vic-
tory. George's Protection or Free Trade
book was read into the Congressional
Record posted through Tom Johnson's
office, and in fact the pamphlet formit
wasprinted in became one of the Demo-
cratgmost widely circulated documents

in the tariff battles of the early 1890s.
Without question, the free trade tactic
kept Georgists on the political map
longafterthecoalitionswith the United
Labor Party had faded away.

(One thing thatthe free trade tactic
did not achieve was free trade. The
economy crashed soon after Grover
Cleveland won his second election, tak-
ing office in March of 1893, and the
President along with many others
blamed the depression on monetary
rather than trade problems With pre-
ssure offthe tariffissue, industrial
groups saved most of the key protec-
tiong, and the resulting Wilson tariffof
1894 included only modest decreases.
Georgists voted against this billin its
final form, even though they had been
pushing the original version ol the bill
that started in the House of Represen-
tatives. Thatbillof 1824 did include a
revolutionary income tax on very high
incomes, which Tom Johnson had de-
scribed ascommunism—said he didn’t.
like income iaxes, but nevertheless
Tom Johnson voted for the first post
civil war income tax in that it was al
least animprovementover the indirect
form of taxation that the tariff repre-
sented. The income tax, at any rate,
was declared unconstitutional the fol-
lowing vear, though Georgists would
be active in the revival of the income
tax later on early in the 20th century

The great tarifl debate in Ameri-
can politics gave way to the so called
battle ofthe standards. Freesilver (or
the unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to
1) wasthe great panacea ofthe Bryanite
Democrats in this part of the 1890s.
The loss of their key issue, money
radicalism, was a dizsappointment to
the Single Taxers but it did not mark
the end of their affiliation with the
Democrats. The Georgists watched
their former partners in tariff reform,
the Mugwumps - the former Republi-
canswho had helped themout before -
return indrovestothe McKinley side of
politics when WilliamJennings Bryan
wonthe 1896 Democraticand Populist
nominations. With few exceptions the
single taxers themselves were loyal
Bryan supporters. Georgistsmight dis-
agree on a free silver panacea, even
among themselves, certainly with most

contintied on page 9
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continued from page 8 : : - .
Demiocrats, but they could not stomach thethoughtthatthe
architect of Republican high protectionism, McKinley, might
enterthe White House. Unfortunately, he did soby winning
{he election of 1896. McKinley’s victory inaugurated a long
period of Republican domination of national affairs, which
enshrined protectionism as American industrial policy. It
wasn' tuntil the 1930s that we began seriously tomove away
from it. o ' :

So Georgists essentially became Democrats. T want to
remind you that the Democratic Party in the 1890s was a
pretty differentanimal thanitistoday. ltwasa conserv ative
party and an anti-statist party butitwas also theparty that
prided itself with its identification with popular interests.
Democrats were sort of groping their way toward finding a
politics of economic democracy consistent with their tradi-
tion. And a lot of single taxers thought that William
Jennings Bryan was the man doing this. He had terrible
aconomic ideas maybe, but his heart was in the right place.
And be was a tariff reformer.

(teorgists identification with the Democratic party did

" a lot of things for the single tax movement, but there isa

disturbing side to that affiliation. Now Georgistsinthe days
they were carrying on independent politics in the form ofthe
Umited Labor Party had included African Americansin their
party. and George himself had insisted in the party that
blacks not be segregated or putin separate organizationsor
dismissed from the party. This caused him a lot of trouble
in the South. But he stuck to that idea . I might add that

the United Labor Party organizations that stuck to that
policy in places like Charleston, that tried to create a cross-

racial struciure, were absolutely crushed by the white
supremacy Democraticpower structure. Nonetheless(George

had fought the good fight in the early 18805 and the experi-

ence of the devastating losses and the hopeless chances of |
creating an Independent party during that periodled George
away from insisting on racial justice within American |
politics. George definitely wanted to move the national !
agenda away from raclalissues, and one way todo thiswas |
to focus on things like Democratic tariff reform. The result i

then was the single tax movement began to cling to the
notion that the single tax would solve the race problem.

It became kind of convenient to believe that the single tax

through its emphasis on economic justice could solve the
more immediate problemslike political participationin the
South. Georgists forthe most part acquiesced ifnot actually
participated in the Democratic party’s: racial policies along
with their affiiation with that party. (iiven the somewhat
compromising position of moving inte the Democratic party
and its dismal outcome of tari(f reform, one might easily
regardthe freetrade agitation as yetanothey disasterinthe
history of the single tax movement s political history.

On the whole. it seems to me that free trade served the
movement well. The political base built after 1888 endured
after defeat of tari{f reform in 1894. Tom Johnson lost his
Congressional seat in the 1894 crest, known at the time as
the slaughterof theinnocents. Even afterleaving Congress,
Johnson became a major figure in Democratic reform pelitics

and hispolitical base in Cleveland. Ohio, wentonto become
............‘............‘.......

oneofthe hothouses of progressive reform. Johnson'scity of
Cleveland produced two of the bright stars of Democratic
progressism, Frederick Howe and Newton Baker. Another
single tax congressman, James Ma'guire, wonthe nomina-
tion for governor of Californiain 1898. One of his proteges
in the San Francisco single tax movement was Franklin
Lane, who joined Newton Baker in Woodrow Wilson’s cabi-
net in the teens. :

Louis Post, Henry (George Jr. and the influential Pro-
grassive congressman, Warren Bailey, benefited from the
Democratic single tax connection that was forged in 1888.
Through free trade the single taxers became one of the
earliest groups contributing to the replowing of Democratic
social policy in the ageof Cleveland and Bryan. Andby doing
so, they in turn became one of the major streams following
into the broad reform current known as Progressiviem. In
strong contrast to other Progressives, however, Georgists
remained grounded in the classical economicstraditionina
natural law philosophy. They continued to advocate re-
strained use of state powers. The important place of Henry
(George’s other idea in the early Georgist activisin helps us
understand how a movement that was at the heart of
Progressive reform also, a few decades later, became one of
the leading shapers of modern Libertarianism.

(Dr. Ronald Yanosky is a Professor of History at Harvard
University, Cambridge, MA.)
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