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I s c e o s to me that i t is you wbo have ftdled 
m mwosnre tbe real evils tbat attacb to alms-

to all otter meaas of living witbout 
ork. 
To m o iadividual tbe chief evil is tbe 

of tbe qualitiM (independence, 
energy, eie.) wbich make self-

r - r „ _ poesible^aaditisetiu&llydisastrous, 
nrasobaraeteriftooaeeraed, wbetber tbe 

•upportedbericbcrpoor. Thephysical 
kb of oourse, usually only 

fe the poor dependent» because tbe 
be «ets from otber people is toomeager 

allow him to procure tbe necessaries and 
of life, v. hile, on tbe oontrary, tbe 

dependent maintains a respectable ex 
altbougb io spirit be may be as de-
as tbe otber in all tbe qualiUes 

for suoeess ia life. 
Ap*rt from tbe effect oa tbe individual, and 
mach sjreater evil, is tbe temptation which 

boldsout to persons act naturAlly 
industriens or independent to gire up 

leofearaing a Living and live on 
and so long as it is easy to get food 

lodginjt witbout giring any equivalent, so 
' wiil tbat d a m of men and womea 

totiustenptatkm-and be dragged 
and lower iastead of being belped to 
biffber and bigber. 

me to your eomments upon the 
sWoodyard Association, ia which 1 am natur-
* •«- . m good deal interested, as l a m o n e o f 

persons wbo originated it and one of its 
t éatnmittee of management, anu wbile 

wilh all you say as to tbe general bad 
of made work, I contend that our 

._, avoids tbem by tbe very strict 
i r tes under which it is carried on, and which 

erideatiy consider only as adding to 
^_ Tbe yard is intended as a means of 
festing the genuineness ol tbe distress of able 
Boaied men wbo apply for cbaritable relief. 
Bow, whoever may be to blame for the f act 
mat able bodied men do so apply (you, if 1 re 
membercorrectly, say it is the people of the 
United States) tbe f act remains a f act, and it 
to als» a fact that to give the relief tbey ask 
to tbése men is of ten to do.them the worst of 
mjuries, To give a man a woodyard ticket 
aad let hun saw and splitwood fora day's 
mealsand lodgings is, I agree, a questiouuble 
jfood; but to teacb him that be can get a dav's 
Mkeals and lodgings for nothing is an unques-
«uaable eviL To show tbat tbe woodyard 
«oes test the genuineness of the distress of 
able bodied men the foilowing fact is 
mmcieDt: Within a few weeks wood-
^ard tickets have been given at* tbe 

~~ of the charity organization society, to 
men, wbo claimed to be absolutely 
and penadess, which would have 

Mireatocachat least one day*s living and 
migssg. Of tbese thirty-suc mea only eigbt 
«rer weat to the wood yard, You may very 
we iUiy tli^i one day?sfoo*i attd.J^dsiug > . 
•otmoch, and neither is it; but a man who 
iefusesit(baving already beeged for food), 
cannot be supposed to be starving; and in 
mauy cases work at tbe wood yard has been 
tbe means of introducing men to permanent 
employment. 

Please remember tbat no man works at th« 
wood yard who has not first (and quite ind/ 
peadently of tbe wood yard) asked for cb/~ 
kable relief. 

As to tbe class of men who come man-*1*' 
of course, foreigners, but mauy » K y " J 
Amerieans, who have come to Ne *^ 
within the year, within the mor-» fP™^ 
within the week Is it desirable*?1' 7 ~ " 
mea, or for tbe city, to teacb t h r » t n a t ftere 

food and lodging »re free t o ' a o c v e r 

tar tbemt Is not a sharp lesse 
yard a greater benefit! 

Another point is thatwr1 the 

oeptionsno one is aliowe t „,•„». „» 
wiod yard for more t h a r ^ days, which at 
least g h e s a man a c h a ^ j o ^ « ^ ^ P 
a n d 4 toget realwr«.b»t ^ n o t t e a c h 
kim toHdepend on "ch«ty w o r k loT V™*' 
aen! support. 

Intbesameedity ia ly 0 » make themistake 
o f^sauung tha' » « "friendly visitors" for 
^ j ^ S r c h a r i y orsanization society is look-
aur would "nx* mor»1 w i t h m»*611»1 •sswt-
naee " where* t»*2 i d e a l o f t h * «o"*1* » to 

lender m a t s a l assistance in most cases un-
aecessary whicb 1 believe to be an entuely 
attainabV ideal, provided that the moral as-
sistance>Yere forthcaming and the standin<? 
teioptaion of the material assistance could 
be repoved. JOSEPHISE SHAW LOWXLL. 

Ja». 13, 1S881 
Iaardlj tliiak I have failedto appreciate 

th? evils which attach to alms g iv ins as a 
tømtr of reheving poverty, and which 
were s o cleaiiy pointed out by Mrs. Lowell 
in tbe admirable address to the Woniaivs 
Christian oonferenoe, from which I quoted 
in the article she now refers to. But I 
ffkitafc-j an I endeavored in that article to 

applying for charitable relief. It has been 
openod tms year since November 1, and has 
bad as an average twenty-flve m e n a d a y a t 
work mwing and splitting kindling wood. 
A huge quantity of wood has been sold, but 
the sales do not keep pace with tbe amount 
cut up, and at present it is necessary to close 
tbe yard until some of the wood is disposed 
of, because there is no rootn for the men to 
work. One day last week work was given to 
flfty-sixmen. 

Orden for kindling sbould be sent to the 
New York Woodyard Association, Nineteenth 
street and Avenue B. Price, $14.50 per cord, 
$7.50 half-cord, $4quarter-cord, deliveredand 
pot in without extra charge. 

W h y did not the Woodyard Association 
avoid this block, which has brought their 
attempt a t relief to a dead stop in the 
bitterest of winter weather, and when the 
pressure of men driven even to that hard 
charity work was greatest, by reducing 
the stent of work required of each 
man before he could get his dole? 
Because that would have increased 
the pressure of applicants. W h y not 
lncrease its sales by reducing the 
price of its kindling wood? Be­
cause that would cause bitter compiaint 
from other producers of kindling wood, 
and throw men out of employment who 
would be forced to sweU the ranks of ap-
plicantsfor charity. 

T h ^ ^ f e s this uttcmpt to relieve distress 
by giviag work instead of giving alms 
come te a stop as soon as it gets f airly 
started, and that because it is confronted 
by unarøidable difficulties. And these 
difficulti»s do not arise from, but are only 
brought info view by, the enlargement 
of the icale of operations. The Wood­
yard Association is really inconsistent in 

Tefusingto attract customers by offering 
its woodfor less than the market price, 
wbile it makes no scruple of endeavoring 
to attråd customers by obtaining a "read-
ing roti«" in the columns of the Evening 
Post, wlich would cost any private wood­
yard ai least twenty-five cents a line. 
For wh»ther peoi>le â «e induced to buy 
this chaity association's kindling wood 
by an sppeal to their pockets or au 
appeal to their benevolence, makes 
no diffeieuce. Tho effect in dimin-
ishing t^ demand for kindling wood 
from pr i i t e yards \s the same. In so far 
as this aarity furuishes its beneficiaries 
with whq; Mrs. Lowell so liappily styles 
"real woi%" it but takes employment from 
one set of juen to give it to another. And 
as its testifor employment is a degrading 
one—an aplication for charity—it merely 
so altets i e distribution of real work as 
to degradi workei-s. W hat the associa­
tion, .^s^lSirV-^ . , , fj,4w.-^-i-,'i»,-

asks 
at the wood 

rarest ex-
work at the 

d o e s ' jctualyadd to the amount of em-
^ 0 y j e i * to be found in New York, is a 
c e»am amount of what, as distin-
^ished from real work, Mrs. Lowell 

j,vould doubtless call sham work—i. c , 
unnecessary and unproductive exertion. 
This it furnishes because it compels its 
beneficiaries to use hand saws instead 
of power saws, and axes instead of split­
ting machines. Such sham work may sup­
ply a test for charity, but it is only such a 
test for charity as might be had by com-
pelling men, as a condition to getting 
alms, to dig koles and fill them up again, or 
to stand on one leg for a certain time. 
This would show how badiy the applicant 
wanted charity, in the sense of showing 
how much tain be was willing to undergo 
to get the «harity. And this is all that 
charitjr woolyards can really do. 

But wheth»r woodyard charity is better 
or worse thai free soup charity, it is hardly 
worth while o ciscuss. It may, to some 
smal] jxtent,seive as a test by which the 
charitable may dstinguish those willing to 
work from tæ dssolute tramps and hard-
ened beggarswlora the difiiculty of finding 
real wotk hasprcduced. But there is in its 
principe no i"«nedy for pauperism, no 
cure f* that dfticulty of getting a living 
whici fills oar streets with men begging 
for t*ns or begging for work. The very 

supc (Orters of he woodyard would not 
da* to advccate anv extension of 
it? principle a; all commensurate with 
t* magnitude of the problem to be 
4ved, for thai would be inevitably to 

Æd to national workshops and the taxa-
., . .̂ t 4U ^ «,^v, ;» ;„ Hon of the rich to furnish vva^es for the 

show, that the essence of these evils is m w J \ "*? 
tiiat sense of self-*>oor- T h o u ^ h * ^ h a v e m n l l °^ t w o 

^months and a half, and expended in 
wages an average of only twelve dollars 
and a half a day, tbey are already com-

the injury doue to tliat sense 
respect which is the foundation 
indtependence, enterprise, energy and a 
the maoly virtues, and which when gor 
leavesthe man without the stimulus tir 
makes the bread of toil preferabie to tf 
of charity. This esseutial evil, I sougr** 
chow, is inherent in all attempts to r e ^ 
charity by benevolence—whether by g ° £ 
alms, by giving counseL or by giving /rk-
Benevolence has itsplace; but b e n e v n c e 

cannot take the place of j u s t i c e A n d 

• v e r y attempt to cure or even /**bly 
to mitigate by benevolence the evf^"10" 
proceed from injustice, are n o o e r e l v 

toradoomed to faiiure, but just r*roPor-
t w » to their extent, and the pei*1100 m 

them do they seem to p ivduce^ e ™ 
In what, and ia h o w far, chaijy w^> 0 a 

yard test may be preferabie * r ; ^ f 

pelled to close their little woodyard just 
when the want of work is bitterest, not 
from any lack of funds, but because when 
they have got wood cut and split they are 
afraid to force it on the market. 

• e / s free soup charitv or 
i s 

Lama-
hardly dridrs cheap meal charity. 

worth whiie to iuquire, Su/™* J*°w e 1 1 

w t o t e . t h e woodyard c h a ^ 8 b r o k e n , 
down, and tiiat from a & T °< 
«tlnttfttaomeof t h e e v i t e / * m u s t a t " 
teoda-ylarireresort iot^^ot 

rohef. TbeEveHingnf""*1*1 

thefoUowing: 

has 

Mrs. Lowell is quite right as to the 
hopelessness and injury of alms giving, 
but in hoping to find any help for poverty 
in the moral assistance of friendly visitors 
she is, as I have said, turning from broken 
reed to broken reed. It is true, as she sees, 
that the rich cannot help the poor by 
giving alms without at the same time in-
creasing poverty. But it is also true that 
the rich cannot help the poor in any other 
way. The distinction between rich and 
poor is an insurmountable barrier to 
moral help. 

So far as I have read them, the most in-
teresting of Count Tolstofs books is that last 
one, in which he describes his attempts to 
solve the problem of poverty. The bitter 
want and deep degradation to be found in 
the poorer quarters of such a city as Mos-
cow appalled him. He felt that this ought 
not to be, and that there must be some way 
of remedying i t Be&lizing, a s M n . Lowell 

has realized, the hopelessness of curing 
this poverty by alms, he made his call for 
friendly visitors to the comfortable, cul-
tured Christians of Moscow, as Mrs. Lowell 
has made her call to the ladies of the 
Women's Christian Conference of New 
York. 

"Doing good and giving money," he 
told them, "are not only not the same 
thing, but two different and generally op-
posite things. To do good signifies to do 
that which is good for man; but in order 
to know what is good for man it is neces­
sary to be on humane, t. e.f on friendly 
terms with him; and, therefore, in order 
to do good it is not nioney that is neces­
sary, but first of all a capacity for detach-
ing ourselves for the time, at least, from 
the conditions of our own life. It is 
necessary that we should not be afraid 
to soil our boots and clothing, that 
we should not fear lice and bed-
bugs, that we should not fear typhus 
fever, diphtheria and smallpox. It is 
necessary that we should be in a 
condition to seat ourselves by the 
bunk of a tatterdemalion and convense 
earnestly with him in such a manner that 
he may feel that the man who is talking 
with him respects and loves him and is 
not putting on airs and admiring himself." 

With these and many other eloquent 
words did Count Tolstoi call upon the 
charitable people of Moscow to make a 
grand organ ized attempt to act the part 
of friendly visitors. "Let the mechani-
cians," he said, "invent a machine for lift­
ing the wcight that is crushing us—-that is 
a good thing; but until they shall have in-
vented it, let us bear down upon' the peo­
ple Uke fools, like muzhiki, like peasants, 
like Christians, and see whether we cannot 
raise them. Aud now, brothers, all to-
gether, and away it goes!" 

As he tells in his paper entitled 
"Thoughts Evoked by the Census of Mos­
cow," written three yeare after his glow-
ing appeal for moral assistance in aid of 
the poor, Count Tolstoi did not get his 
friendly visitors; he only got a few of 
them. And although in response to his 
solicitations he was promised money for 
his work, he only got a little of i t But he 
went on and tried his experiment suffi-
ciently to satisfy himsélf, as he has re-
lated in detail in his vivid account of his 
experiences, that neither by money, nor 
by friendly counsel, nor by taking poor 
cbildren info his own house, could he be of 
help to a single one. ""There is a wall be­
tween the rich and poor," says Count 
Tolstoi, "and that wall is our wealtn.1* _.Ær 

"Here 'is sometbing that "may serve to 
suggest why it is that people so ready to 
give money are not ready to give anything 
else: 

Every time that I chanced, eitber on the 
. street or in the house, to give some small coin 
to a poor man, without say ing anything to 
him, I saw, or tliought that I saw, conteutment 
and gratitude on the couutenance of tbe 
poor mau, and I myself experienced in this 
form of benevolence an a^reeable sensatioa 
I saw that I bad doue wbat the man wished 
and expected from me. But if I stopped the 
poor man, and sympatheticaily questioned 
bim about bis former aud his preseut life, I 
felt that it was no longer possible to give 
three or twenty kopeks, aud I began to fum-
ble in my purse for money, in doubt as to 
how much I ought to give. Aud I always gave 
more; and I always noticed that the (foorman 
left me dissatisficd. But if I entered into still 
closer iutercourse with tue poor man, then 
my doubts as to how much to give increased 
also; and, no matter how much I gave, the 
poor man grew ever more sullen aud dis-
contented. As a general rule, it always 
turued out thus, tbat if I gave, after couver-
sation with a poor man, three rubles or even 
more, I almost always beheldgloom, displeas-
ure, and even ill will, on the countenance of 
the poor man; and I have eveu known it to 
happen, that, haviug received teu rubles, 
he went off without so much as saying 
"Thank you," exactly as though I had in-
sulted bim. 

And thereupon 1 felt av.kward and 
ashamed, aud alaiust guilty. But if I fol-
lowed up a poor mau for weeks and months 
audyears, and assisted hiui, and explaiued 
my views to bim, aud associated with him, 
our relations became a torment, and. I, per-
ceived tbat the mau despised me. And I felt 
that he was in the ri^bt. 

If I go out into the street, and he, standing 
in that street, begs of me among the number 
of the other passers by, people who walk 
and ride past bim, and I give him money, 
I then am to him a passer by, aud a good, 
kind passer by, who bestows on him that 
thread from which a shirt is made for the 
naked man. He expects uothiug more than tbe 
thread, and if I give it he tbauks me sincerely. 
But if I stop him, aud talk with him as mau 
with man, I thereby show him that I desire 
to be something more than a mere passer by. 
If, as ofteu happens, he weeps while relatiug 
to me his wocs, then he sees iu me no longer 
a passer by, but that wbich I desire that he 
should see—a good man. But it' I am a good 
mau, my goodness cannot pause at a twenty-
kopek piece, nor at ten rubles, nor at ten 
thousaud; it is impossible to bo a little bit of 
a good mau. Let us suppose tbat I have 
£iveu him a great deal, tbat 1 have titted him 
out, dressed him, set him ou his feet so that 
he eau live without outside assistance; but 
for some reason or other, tbrough misfortune 
or his own weukuess or vices, he is asraiu 
without that coat, that linen, aud that money 
which I have given bim; he is agaiu cold and 
hungry, atul he has agaiu come to me—how 
can I ref use bim? 

Aud thus in the case with the men from 
whom I chanced to recede, to whoin I ceascd 
to give, and, by this action, deuied good, I 
experieuced a turturing seuse of shame. 

Is it not a half-conscious unwillingness 
to incur this obligation that cannot be dis-
charged save by one who is ready to seil 
ull that he hath and give to the poor—a 
dim fear of this torturing sense of shame 
that lies at the bottom of the difiiculty of 
finding "friendly visitors." of which Mrs. 
Lowell spoke so despairingly to the women 
of the Christian conference? And is there 
not here, when one oomes to thiak of it» a 

deep reason for the vows of poverty wbich 
the Catholic church exacts from those 
whom she specially sete apart forminister-
ing to the poor. and which such men as 
our own Father Huntington and Brother 
Gilbert have voluntarily assuraed? 

I would not be understood as belittling 
that spirit which finds expression in works 
of benevolence, and which, seeing suffer-
ing, hastens to do what is nearest at hand. 
In Mr. Keysers distribution of free soup, 
now brought to a close; in Mrs. Lamadrid's 
cheap meals; in Mrs. LowelTs work of 
unselfish devotion in organizing charity; 
in model tenements and free libraries 
and industrial schools, I recognize a 
quality which in its essence stands 
perhaps at the very summit of human 
virtues—a spirit which reaches its highest 
organized expression in those great orders 
of the Catholic church, whose memoers 
taking the vow of perpetual poverty have 
devoted themselves to works of consola-
tlon and mercy and helpfulness, and 
whose annals gleam with the radiance of 
lives in which it needs no canonizution 
for all men to recognize the saints of God. 
^ Sut high as weinstinctively hold charity, 
and beneficent as may be its functions 
when justice is satisfied, no scheme of 
organized benevolence can take the place 
of justice in the social order. The cause 
of the evils with which charity, organized 
and unorganized, battles in vain, is that 
we permit and legalize robbery. If 
thvire are thousands of children who must 
go hungry unless charity feeds them, it is 
because they are disinherited. If there 
are stalwart men who must needs beg for 
a fifty cent job in a charity wood yard, it is 
because they are fenced out by monopoly 
from opportunities of work which are 
theirs by natura! right 

And while this is obviously the case, it 
is impossible not to see that there is very 
much in all the discussion of social prob­
lems now g o i f g on, and in the advocacy 
and support of many of the schemes of 
alleviating poverty by benevolence, some-
tltmg which is really not charity, but the 
reverse—a conscious or half conscious de­
sire to use the cloak of charity to hush 
conscience and still the demand of justice. 

"I belong," says Count Tolstoi, "to that 
class of people who by divers tricks take 
from the toiling masses the necessaries of 
life, . . . and I imagine that I pity 
people and I wish to assist them. I sit on a 
m&nTs neck and I weigh him down, and I 
dewiand that he shall carry me; and with-

4 jiSWfr^irfr1*^ ^^r" his shoulders I assure 
myself and others that I am very sorry for 
him and that I desire to ameliorate his 
condition by all possible means, only not 
by getting off of him." 

This is the fatal defect of all the schemes 
for alleviating poverty and improving the 
condition of the working masses by benevo­
lence, with which people who will not 
listen to the simple remedy of stop­
ping robbery and restoring natura! 
rights so frequently amuse themselves. 
They are devices to help the down 
trodden man without getting off of him. 

Mrs. Lowell is correct when she says 
that I place the blame for the fact that 
able bodied men apply for charity, upon 
the people of the United States. I put it 
upon the people of the United States be­
cause in their hands is the sovereign po-
litical power—the power of making and 
unmaking laws; and in the fact that 
a country so wide and so rich as 
this is, swarming with able bodied 
men who cannot find work, I see only the 
result of bad laws. But I am far from be-
lieving that the people of the United 
States are equally to blame. Those on 
whom the responsibility most heavily rests 
are those who have talent, leisure, culture; 
those who occupy toward their fellows 
a position that make them teachers, lead-
ers and directors of thought. What, 
as a class, are these men doing in the 
United States to-day in the face of 
the steadily increasing pressure of the 
most stupendous social problem? They are 
engaged in darkening counsel and stilling 
conscience, and either treating the great 
wrong, which must surely wreck society if 
it continues, with fiippant denial, or en­
deavoring to draw men's minds away 
from any tliought of it by rosewater 
schemes for ameliorating the con­
dition of labor "without getting off 
of him." And in this they are doing not 
merely negative evil but positive evil. For 
in their endeavors to hide and lead away 
from the obvious cause and the simple 
remedy of widespread and growing dis­
tress and discontent they are sowing the 
seeds of socialism, communism, anarch-
ism and blind destruction. 

tø&&£& 

In her recent address before the 
Woman's Christian Conference, Mrs. 
Lowell quoted, from a late number of the 
Charity Orgaaization JReview, a story 
"of a London business man who turned 
away two of his clerks because times 
were so hard and immediatelv sent £50 to 
the fund for the unemployed, to whose 
ranks he had contributed those two men." 
This Mrs. Lowell quoted as an illustration 
of how hard and unsympathetic and even 
mean and cruel people are apt to be with 
those who are brought into daily contact 
with them, while ready to lavish mis-
chievous charity upon strangers of whom 
they have heard some tale of w o e / But 
dbes it necessarily illustrate this? ' 

The London business man was in his 

business acting on business principles, the 
only principles on which a business man 
can anywhere hope to be suecessful, while 
in sending his check he was acting as a 
philauthropist or a Citizen. His con-
duct was not merely justified by 
that business maxim which for-
bids the mixing of sentiment with 
business, but it was justified by a consider-
ation, of which he was doubtless conscious, 
though he might not have formulated it— 
that as an individual he was not re-
sponsible for that state of things which 
deprived of all work the men whom he 
had no work for; but as a memoer of 
society he was. 

Now this is the obligation that rests 
upon all of us, and upou all of us in pro-
portion to our iniluence and power. No 
individual can, as an individual, change 
the general conditions which compel to 
idleness men who would gladly be at 
work, and reduce to chronic tramps and 
paupers those who under different con­
ditions might be uséful members of 
society. But every one by his action 
upon public opinion can contribute to the 
change of those conditions. And so, while 
we all must as individuals deal, as Mrs. 
Lowell says, with facts as they are, yet 
we all can, by striving to enlighten our 
own minds and the minds of others as to 
causes and cures, contribute to make so­
cial facts what they ought to be. This is 
where many of those ready enough in 
matters of individual charity and petty 
philanthropy fall short in their highest 
duty. 

The moral of the article to which Mrs. 
Lowell refers was left mainly to the in-
ference of the reader, but nevertheless it 
was obvious. Our clearest perceptions and 
our strongest feeiings tell us that a state 
of affairs in which human beings can 
only live by charity, and cble-
bodied men are obliged to beg for 
work, is unnatural aud wrong. But 
not only do we encounter utter 
faiiure when we try by benevolence to 
remedy this state of things, but we may 
see if we choose to look, just as Mrs. 
Lowell sees with reference to alms giving, 
that mere benevolence only intensifies 
evils it cannot cure. Why then should we 
not turn to justice? 

Look at the condition of things in this 
city to-day. Commissiouer Henry H. 
Porter said to a reporter befoie the Keyser 
free soup charity had stopped and the 
Woodyard charity had broken down: 

Every day, men, some days as many as 
fifty, come to me to be committed te the 
Island, who «ay they have «*ea:̂ h,*»d in T\r-Ar: 
for work and cannot find it. They do not 
want to go to the almshouse, but have to or 
starve. 

And the number of the unemployed who 
appeal to public charities of any kind is 
but small as compared with the number 
who get along somehow by the aid of 
friends, acquaintances and private charity. 
As it is in the city, so it is through the 
whole countrv. California is overrun with 
tramps, and in Florida they are organiz­
ing tramp bunts and talking of re-estab-
li shing whipping posts to frighten them 
away. The remedy for this stute of things 
is perfectly clear. It is not in establishing 
charity woodyards, nor in any similar de­
vices; but in the opening of natural oppor­
tunities for labor. There is "real work" 
enough to do if men are only permitted 
to do it. ^ 

In the meantime Mrs. Lowell may see 
by the article "Concerning Frofit Shar-
ing," which we reprint from the Christian 
Union, into what stark socialism they are 

' finally led who desire to help the poor 
man "without getting off of him." 

I commend to the readers of T H E STAND­

ARD, and especially to those friends who 
are constantly writing to me to ansv/er 
this, that or the other foolish criti-
cism, the article from the Hamar i 
Law Reviexc which is to be found on onr 
sixth and seventh pages. The author. 
Mr. Samuel B. C larke, is a prominent 
lawyer of this city. H E N R Y GEORGE. 

T o T e x a s R e a d e r s . 

Friends of the single tax reform iu Texas 
are requested to communicate with J. B. 
Cochran, secretary National tax reform asso­
ciation, Houston, Texas. 

W h a t P r o t e o t i o o ,">lsa!:s. ' 
Professor J. E. Thorold Rogers. 

Our fathers, who did battle and wou the 
victory against the old protective system, 
used to say that ali pro tee ti» m means robbing 
somebody else. I rciEomber when I was a 
young man studying at Oxford, I went in the 
okl protectiouist days, wheu to be sure the old 
monster was wouuded. aud had but little life 
left iu him, though he was as ruischievous as 
ever, to the town of Bolton, in the cumpany 
of my dear and revered f rien-. I, Cobden. Half 
the works were shut up, aud the streets were 
fuil of gaunt, huugry men aud starving chil­
dren. There was a market for Eug lish iroods, 
but, thanks to the law, no market for foreigu 
corn. S.> the ernployers had to lose their 
pro tit, the men had to lose their work, the 
children had to lose their food. The sight 
cured me of any syuipathy with artiticial 
prices. Rent is no doubt an excelleut thing 
to him who receives it, but I woulil 
rather see rent dwindle through pleety 
thau children dwindle through starvution. 

. . . Ra w material is any article of 
valne which is not, when it is purchased, put 
to its last use. S«> the same thing is or is not 
raw material to different persons. Hides are 
finisbed goods i<> a farmer, raw material to 
a tanner. Leather is liuished goods to a 
tau uer, raw material to a shoemakur. Cloth­
ing of various kiuds is finished jroods to most 
people, it is raw material to Mine. Tussaud, 
or any other proprietor of a waxwork exhi-
bition, proDably also to an actor or actress. 
Try it as you will, and you will find that by 
imposinir an artiticial price you do au injury 
to somebody. All proicctioti means robbing 
somebody else, cutting dowu sumebody's 
prouts, turning somebody out of employ­
ment, shortening the innocent pleasures of 
somebody or another. 

CANADA GETTING EVEN. 
TVATFORD, Canada.—Councilor W. D. Mc-

Intyre of Alviuston, the well knowu minuig 
capitalist aud conservative politician, has re-
ceutly made another lucky stroke, which will 
add cousidorably to the already princely in-
come he derives from his Michigan mining 
property. While on his bridal tour last sum­
mer he stopped off at Hancock, Mich., to iu-
spect his valuable mining interests thero 
During his stay he iuvested in a fifty acre 
tract of laud for which he ptud SSOO. Last 
week he received and accepted an offer of 
150,000 from a Michigan syndicate for the 
property. A member of the fourth estate 
will share in the bonauza, as Mr. ilclntyre, 
with characteristic generosity, gave a young 
"VVatford newspaper man an iuterest in ihe 
mine previous to its disposal. 

Thus, O Tanks, are we getting even with 
vou for those Fenian raids! Instead of send­
ing over a gang of tnarauders to pillage your 
shore we simply send, from time to Lime, 
gentlemen like Mr. Mein ty re, persons of 
"characteristic generosity," who collect tri-
bute money. Iu this instance the tax col-
lected was $49,200, as you see. How do you 
like it, O boasted nation of freedom? And 
yet we do it by virtue of your own laws, 
which permit foreigners as well as natives to 
beeome "possessors" of your land and to 
reap the unearned incremeat thereof. This 
is away ahead of the system under whictftho 
Romans collected tribute from ^he Jews, and 
we hope you willfrown on Henry George ahd 
let us go right on. CANADA, ' 

-:. nr 
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Anti-Povercy ln Philatlelvhla. 
PHILADELPHIA.—Last Sunday night thq 

anti-poverty society in Philadelphia beld a 
very enthusiastic meeting in Lincoin halL W» 
J. Atkinson, the president of the society» 
made a few opening remarks, and W. J. 
Gorsuch delivered an eloquent address show* 
ing tbat just as a bull dog's tenacity becomes 
indomitable steadf astness of purpose ia the 
hero, so that same spirit, which ia its narrow 
state men call selfishness, becomes, 
when control led and molded by 
intelligence and reason, a grand en-
uobliug sympathy for all aniraate 
creation. Mr. Gorsuch said the ignorant» 
narrow minded man sought the gratificatioa 
of his immediate desires, no matter at whosa 
expense, and that it was the mission of the 
anti-]x>verty movemeut to enlighten and 
euuoble that selnshuess by teaching people 
that to secure tbe greatest and most lasting 
happiuess it was necessary to secure to every 
man equal opportunity, justice, the equal 
right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happi­
uess. He gave a resume of the land valuo 
tax doctrine with a few clear detinitions of 
economic terms frequently used iu discussing 
it, and elosed with a brilliant peroration, ad-
monishing men to be true to themselves, their 
duty and their faith in the fatherhood of God 
aud brotherhood of man. 

On Monday evening Mr. Johp Wanamaker 
"exploded" the anti-poverty doctrine for the 
benefit of about 200 people who assembled in 
his (Bethanv) Sunday school rbom. He ex» 
piained that anti poverty meant no poverty, 
and said he didn't swear, as he used to whea 

George nor by Ingersoll he was a boy, by 
either, because they are leåcbers of lies. 
"These socialists do an inoalculable amouut 
of mischief going about teachmg that all 
..Uugutru^Lt-to be divHivri- up ciwaHyrarfteS^ 
tbat the government ought to own all the 
land and cut it up into equal pieces and give 
each person a slip. They are demagogues 
who don'C work but always manage to be­
eome the walking delegates, etc. Their tcach-
ingsmean that the iudustrious must be the 
slaves of the lazy. The workingman who 
sends for his kettle of beer grumbles because 
some one else has saved his money arid boughfc 
a house, and by and by as the neighborhood 
grew up and it increased in value and he sold 
it and bought three or f our where the neigh­
borhood had not yot grown up, But didn!t» 
both have the same chance? If we should di-
videupall the land, before next New Year!s 
day the lazy and the drunken ones would have 
lost theirs and cverything would be unequai 
again. If these people want land why don'b 
they go to western Pennsylvania, where they 
can eet it at $10 an acre, or t<| Texas, whera 
land can be had for §5 an acre? Accordingto 
tbese peop!eTs fallacies, tlie man who endured 
so much working under the waters 
of New York harbor shouid havs 
only $7 a week and Dr. McGIynn should 
leeture for $25 a rronth. Josef Hoffman, 
should not get more than any bootblack and 
Henry Irviug should act for Sl a night. Talent» 
is anti-poverty. President Scott, who would 
walk to the depot dictating toastenographer, 
would work on the train with. aa asaistant, 
and turn into his beith ab midnight to risa 
again at 4 in the morning and work all day 
like a general marshaling his forces for a 
great battle, should get only the wages of a 
brakemau. Energy is anti-poverty. One such 
employer as John Stetson is worth 4,316 as-
semblies of Knights of Labor. Honesty is 
anti-poverty. Health is anti-poverty. Tem-
perance is anti-poverty. Religion is anti-pov­
erty. The only kind of organization I belong; 
to is that where the hanMs and feet and braia 
all struggle together against anti-poverty, 
and that is the only one I ever intend to be­
long to, aud in it I shall continue to thiak and 
to thank and to toil and to trust. 

At the close of this remarkable address the 
Rev. Dr. Pierson, the pastor of Mr. Wana-
rr.aker's church, arose and said: "I thiak 
this address ought to be prin»ed and circtt-
lated far and wide. to counteract the evil 
teachings tbat are becoming so dangerous to 
society, and all those who thiak so too will 
please say aye." Of course many said "ayc.n 

"Coutrary, no." "Nobody said no," the rev-
crend doctor said, "and theyTd be nobody if 
they did." And with this insulfc to those who 
differed from them in opinion the circua 
elosed. JOHX F. HALBACH. 

; *^&. 

S e e s i h e Cut a u d W a a t s Other» ta S e e l u 

VILLE PLATTE, La.—A friend of mine ia 
Baton Rouge has sent me severai copies of 
THE STANDARD aud f our of your books; 
"Progress and Poverty,1' "Protectton or Free 
Tradef' "tiucial Problems" and "The Land 
Qucstiou." The result is that I see the eat. 
As soon as ene sees the eat he is seized with a 
desire to show the animal to others. The 
moment is opportune to spread the gospel of 
tbe new crusade. I iucii«se the money for 
some copies of Riug5s "Case Plainly Stated." 
I seiect that tract because, th\mgh I had all 
along seen the dilTerent parts of the eat I did 
not see the animal in its tut al i by till pointed 
out by Mr. Ring. Now tbat I see pussy I w an 5 
others to eujoy the speetucle. 

D. C. DAVID. 

Tlie .llarblv Cutter'9 Kall. 
The animal ball aud entertaimnent of the 

marble cut ters of Xe w York took place 
at the Lexington avenue opt?r:t house oa 
Tiesday eveuiug, and was a great success. 
Miss Munier aud Madame De Carlo sang and 
Marshall P. TVilder gave soine ot his charac­
teristic recitations. 
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ANTI-POVERTY. 
rCLYIW ADORESSES THE SOCIETY 
AT ITS THIRTV-HIIITH •EETINfi. 

MaekiM la Aaierl< 
Folitlcs"—The Qaarrel Kot With Kb* 

Cfcarcfc or Her S u n a e i t i - S M w «f the 
Vcala Bctweea T a a » a a v aad theChaveh 
JL«ch»rities. 
Br. McGlynn lecturcd at the thirty-ninth 

public meeting of the Anti-poverty society 
lårt Sunday night on ''The Ecclesiastical 
Machine in American Politics." Thomas B. 
Freston, a nephew of Monsignor Preston, 
presided and introduced the speaker. Dr. 
HcGlynn said: 

Ourquarrel is and must be not with the 
Catholic churcb, her dogmas and her sacra-
ments, but with that ecclesiastical authority 
which works by such unworthy means for 
purposes not holy. YVe must have a quarrel 
with that machine and with that policy in 
order to maintain not merely our rights and 
our liberties as men and as Citizens, but also 
to maintain our holy religion itself. The 
worst conscquence of the abuse of this 
ecclesiastical machine is not the violation of 
liberty and of civil rights, but the deadly 
wouud that it inflicts on religion itself. (Ap­
plause.) What wc have to say here to-night 
i s not merely for the viudication of civil 
liberty, but is also in the best interest of pure 
religion. (Applause.) 

I can never tire of repeating that I am first 
of all, by preference and by education, not a 
politician, but a minister of Christ, a preacher 
of His truth. (Applause.) And if I stand 
uppn this platform it is because what we have 
to do and say is not unworthy of the 
Christian pulpit or the holy altar. (Applause.) 
I give full permission to any man to call me 
recreant to what I believe most intensely if 
«ver I shall say one word against the teach-
ings of the Holy Catholic church. (Applause.) 
There are many of you here who for years 
have iicard those teachings from my lips, and 
t»y your prcsence hero Sunday after Sunday 
you bear witness to the fact that I am not 
recreant to what I taught you (cries of "No! 
nø!" and applause); that what I am teaching 
from this platform contradicts in no particular 
what I taught from the Christian altar or 
from the Christian pulpit. 

The old f ashioned Protestant hatred of the 
«ecclesiastical machine is largely dvingout 
But thcre is a new and most intense and pas-
aionate hatred of this machine. In Italy, in 
Fnnce , in Spaiu. in South Germany, in Portu-
fpd. in South Am<?rica, wherever the Catholic 
church is supposed to reign almost supreme, 
there is a new kind of Protestantism, that in 
revolting against the ecclesiastical machine 
bas tåken refuge in iafidelity, in seeking the 
tbings of this world and almost entirely for­
tett ing the things of the next. 

We desire to abolish poverty because the 
nisenes, the vices, the crimes that flow from 
poverty are crushing the souls of men. We 
wage war against pcverty as another form 
of «raging a conflict for the essence of all re­
ligion. The greatest curse that can kappen 
ho religion is when those who are charged 
with its blessed offices seek to control what 
Christ and natural religion and right reason 
have never given them any authority to con-
troL They are weak and human, and when 
they would control politics and education 
aud charity to the exclusion of others, they 
are necessarily to the same extent neglecting 
the one special work that they were sent to 
do. (Applause.) 
. This is the curse of religion everywhere to-

day, iliat nien charged with the single duty 
of prcachiug the gospel, are itching for 
sométhing else. It is to control politics. It 
i s to control education. It is to have au-
tliority with men in power, whether in church 
or state; to magnify their own office. And so 
there is a constant tendency, natural enough 
to poor, weak, fallen man, to magnify the 
means at the expense of the end, to piit the 
cart before the horse, to magnify the work of 
buiiding the scafiold, fortetting that the 
scaffolding is only a means toward the erec-
tåoa of the edifice; it is to make more of tbe 
scaffolding than the buiiding. This is obvi-
ously suggested by the word edification. 
Tbe one object cf all dogmatism is to build up 
tbe spiritual man and woman. The one ob­
ject is this edification, this love of God for 
bis own sake. The scaffolding should always 
be made subordmate to the erection of that 
edifice. 

Pope Urban VIII deplored, *'as if with 
tears of blood"—that is the strong phrase he 
uses—the blunders of his predecessor, Pope 
Pius V. Now, if this can be said of the chief 
buihopSj bow muen more can it be said, with 
out tue slightest danger of forfeiting our 
title to Catholicity, of a mere local ecclesias­
tical machine, an archbishop, a vicar gen­
eral, or even of a council of Baltimore. 

I t is simply a matter of detail, but I can 
tell you that thcre has been printed hi our 
Catbolic orders for the clergy a decision of 
tbe propaganda about saying mass in two 
places on the same day, that is utterly in 
contradiction to the teaching of Roman 
theology. And there has not been a priest 
or bishop to write to Rouie and say: 'This is 
against your own theology, and the sooner 
you scratch it out the better." Why is it 
that they don t̂ take the trouble to write to 
Korne? Because that would make Rome seein 
a little ridicuious. 

Tbe result is that the machine that pulls all 
the wires and wants to direct everything 0e-
gws to suller from what physicians would 
call ayperixophy of the head—big head, 
swelled head. (Laughtcr and applause.) 
Wberever you have a machine like this the 
chief virtue gets to be the magnifying of the 
inachine, the respect for authority; and the 
qnestiou is hardly so much "What does that 
man preach? has he cenverted multitudes to 
Christ?" as *'Is he devoted to authority? is he 
always respectf ul? is he full of reverencef 

It gets to be the proper thing for people to 
toady to authority. to in vite the bishop f re-
queutly to dinner and give him a good dinner. 
(Laughter.) And it will be no barm, if he has 

idered some little service to your church 
stays over night with you, to take a hun-

4 ied dollar bill and to fold it up nicely, and 
while the bishop is at bis breakfast toput i t 
la bis breviary, out of which be will be read-
lag bis prayers after breakfast. (Great laugh-
terand applause.) 

And the same thing is true of tbe higher 
authorities. One of the greatest merits now-
adays is to send plenty of Peter's pence to 
Botne. And the wise priest» who feels that if 
tbe Lord should call him to be a bishop it 
would hardly be proper to refuse, will send 
his oollection direct to Rome. And in time 
tbe good priest will get a letter thanking 
aim; and be may receive a complimentary de-
gree of C D . ; and he may be surprised im-
mensely some day by discovering that he is 
to be appointed bishop. (Laughter.) Now all 
that is very f unny; but I assure you it is ac-
tual bistory. (Applause.) 

Tbe danger of this machine is, in our 
as everywhere else, that tbe true 

, of the people will be overlooked, will 
be misunderstood, will be neglected, because 
«f tbe desire not so much to provide for the 
people a s to please those in authority. And 
tbe lemedy for that is, while respecting the 

• authority of tbe see of Rome, as tbe de-

poattory of tbe apostolie traditions, to innat 
that as far as possible the various portions of 
tbe church shall rule tbemselves, that the 
clergy and the laity shall have their say in 
the administrations of their temporalities and 
in the election of their bishops. (Applause.) 

There is a serious danger that we cannot 
continue to be Catbolics and that the people 
of this country cannot in huge numbers come 
into the Catholic church except by being 
almost like foreigners in their native land, 
by becoming, as it were, subjects of a foreign 
power. (Applause.) 

Here is the danger of the ecclesiastical 
machine in American politics; that with the 

! growth of this power we may be taught more 
and more to take our politics not merely 
from Rome, but from the representatives of 
Rome. We must take our politics, say the 
head machinists here (laughter), as well as 
our religion, from Rome. Of course politics 
are largely mixed up with morality, but that 
gives no authority to this ecclesiastical 
machine to dictate to us in politics, in the ap­
plication to roinute circumstances of general 
principles of morality. Men have to decide 
these things for themselves. They have to 
fall back upon their own consciences. And it 
is not the office of Peter to icterfere in politics, 
to teach men the minor applications of great 
moral principles. 

The fact is that the church has never de-
cided all these minute applications of the 
general principles of morality. It is under 
the similar pretense of guarding the rights of 

i property that this ecclesiastical machine is 
\ coquetting with the oppressors of lreland to-

day and preparing to seil out the liberties of 
lreland to the English government. (Ap­
plause.) 

And in the same way this ecclesiastical ma­
chine has set up the incredible pretense that 
it shall control the education of all the chil-
dren of Catbolics under the pretense of 
guarding their faith and morals. It has gbne 
so far that some are ready to argue that it is 
better to let the children go to no school at 
all than to let them go to a public school, 
even if all the teachers in that school are de­
voted Catholics and receiving the holy com-
munion at a Catholic altar e very day. (Ap­
plause.) If the time should ever come that 
all the people of the country should be Cath-
lics, then this ecclesiastical machine would 
absolutely control the education of the coun­
try, and the people would have nothing what-
ever to say about the maintenance and di­
rection of a system of education for their 
children. (Applause.) And a late arch­
bishop of New York said: "The time is fast 
coming when we must build the school first 
and the church afterward." Christ did not 
instruct his apostles in so many words to 
build so many houses called churches, but he 
sent them out to do the thing that is repre-
sented by the church buiiding, and not the 
thing that is represented by the school buiid­
ing. (Applause.) The true doctrine is that 
Christ never set his church up to be the school 
mistress of secular things. 

Those who are seeking to control the educa­
tion of the country, by that very fact show 
that they are all the less true apostles of 
Christ. (Applause.) And in order to bolster 
up this false doctrine they are bedeviling, 
and will continue tobedevil more and more. 
the politics our country. They began fifteen 
years ago to demand what they call their 
share of the public funds raised by taxation 
for school purposes, in order to support these 
church schools under the direction of an ec­
clesiastical machine with no control whatso-
ever exercised by the representatives of the 
people. (Applause.) 

Now a man may be a zealous priest and yet 
be ptetty ignorant. And in proportion to 
his ignorance will be his anxiety to control 
education. (Applause.) If he cannot preach 
he will at least have the great glory of being 
a financier, a builder—a man of brick and 
mortar. (Laughter.) Men have occupied 
the highest positions in the church whose only 
avowed merit was that they were good 
finaaciers. 

In the same way, under the pretense of 
doing charity, this machine is actually 
threatening a great danger to our country by 
establishing hospitals and asylums and all 
manner of so-called charities, the support of 
which is expected to come almost entirely 
from the public treasury. And so the ecclesi­
astical machine will get credit for its won-
drous charity, when the fact is that there is 
little or no charity in the support of these in-
stitutions at all. (Applause.) They have in-
creased wonderfully in the last fifteen or 
twenty years, and the reason is chiefly to be 
found in the fact that the legislation of our 
city now actually makes it profitable for the 
vaxious orders to establish these so-called 
charities, because $100 or $110 a head is paid 
them for thosa_committed to the institutions 
by the magistrate. 

The desire to secure public funds for these 
schools and charities explains the close 
alliance between the ecclesiastical machine 
here in this state and city and the corrupt 
political parties, particularly the democratic 
party (applause), and most particularly the 
most infamous and corrupt and altogether 
ill smelling portion of that party, namelv, 
tbe Tammany hall faction. (Applause and 
hisses.) 

In the name of God, why should we fear 
contact with the world? (Cheers and ap­
plause.) Are notwe the leaven that is to 
leaven the whole mass? Should we be afraid 
that our religion must necessarily suffer by 
coming in contact with those who are not of 
the same religion? (Applause.) What a poor, 
weak, sickly thing it must be, this religion of 
ours—too good for this world, it must die 
young. (Laughter.) Ours is a church that 
should conquer the world; it should hail every 
occasion to mingle with "the world, and in-
stead of keeping its teachers, its priests and 
its people secluded, as it were, by a Chinese 
wall from the rest of society, it should be the 
first to demand the breaking down of all 
such walls. (Applause.) 

Seventeen years ago a certain pastor of 
this city bad sufficient influence by his per-
sistence to get half a dozen others toagree 
with him as to a policy. They got the arch­
bishop to consent to their plans and had an 
interview with the Tammany ring, at that 
time composed of men who have left an hon­
orable record behind them (laughter)—the 
late never-sufficiently-to-be-lamented William 
M. Tweed, Richard B. Connolly, Oakey Hall 
and Peter B. Sweeney. They had an under-
standing that this Tammany machine should 
do what it could to procure public moneysin 
large sums f or the parochial schools. It was 
a purely business institution, that machine, 
and you know they were very successful in 
their business. 

They expected sométhing in return. What 
was it? That this ecclesiastical party should 
do its best to maintain them in power. Their 
power was threatened. There were mutter-
ings of discontent even among their own fol-
lowers. There was another democratic fac­
tion that came very near to gettång the bet­
ter of them in the legislative, but Mr. Tweed 
is said to have gone to Albany one night with 
a trunk full of greenbacks and changed 
the condition of things. (Laughter and ap­
plause.) 

Now the machine kept its part of the bar-
gain. Peter B. Sweeuey went up to Albany 
and got tacked on to an appropriation bill—I 
think the very last night of the session—a 
harmless looking little clause like this: 

And, be it further enacted, that to such 
frat schools in tbe city of New York a t are 

not already in receipt of any portion of the 
publio school fund there shall bedividedpro 
rata, according to the number of pupils at-, 
tending, by a commissioner to be appointed 
for the purpose, a sum equivalent to twenty 
per cent of the excise money for the year 
1868. 

Now where was the patriotic member of 
the legislature who, the night before the close, 
would have the knowledge or capacity to 
find out what that meant? The average legis-
lator might have thought: "Well, it's twenty 
per cent of the whisky money, and most of 
the whisky money comes from these people, 
and it's only fair to give it back." But it 
wasn't twenty per cent of the whisky money. 
It was "a sum equivalent to twenty per cent 
of the excise money for 1868." And if the 
excise law had been repealed that other law 
would still remain upon the statute book. 
And the amount of the excise money for 1868 
would still be a historical fact, and twenty 
per cent of it would be always easily com-
puted. 

So the political machine kept its promise 
to the ecclesiastical machine. But they were 
determined to take such security as they 
could get; and before the bargain was rati-
fied a meeting between Archbishop Mc-
Closkey and Peter B. Sweeney took place in 
the back room of the episcopal residence in 
Mulberry street one Sunday evening. And 
at the next election, when it was a matter of 
ljfe and death to that infinitely corrupt ma­
chine to maintain its power to rob you of tens 
of millions of dollars, it succeeded largely 
with the help of that ecclesiastical machme. 

The very Saturday night before election 
Mr. John Mullaly, the editor of the Metropoli­
tan Record, a kind of semi-official organ of 
the ecclesiastical machine, who was a confi-
dant of Vicar General Starr, went about to 
the priests with as good as a message say­
ing: "After all, the Tammany party are 
going to do the right thing for us; they are 
our friends. One good turn deserves an­
other, and we should do the best we can for 
those who are going to do the best they can 
for us." That was deliberately intended as a 
hint that |hey should do the best they could 
from their altars and pulpits the next day to 
help the Tammany machine to retain its 
power upon your public treasury. I am 
happy to be able to say that Mr. John Mul­
laly did not visit the pastor of St. Stephen's 
church that evening. (Cheers and applause.) 

And on Sunday morning a priest would 
come out and say sométhing like this: "There 
is going to be an election next Tuesday morn­
ing, and after all we ought to do the proper 
thing for those who are good to us. There's 
Jimmy So-and-so in our district who is a can-
didate for the legislature. He is a very good 
man. He borrowed the f råme of our banner 
of the Blessed Virgin the other day for a 
political procession and he actually sent us a 
hundred dollars to pay for the use of it." 
And it is very possible that that f råme, after 
the picture of the Blessed Virgin had been 
tåken out, actually bore in procession the 
picture of William M. Tweed. (Laughter.) 

And so Jimmy was elected. (Laughter.) 
And that same Jimmy was a notorious bruiser, 
and was as good as kicked out of the legisla­
ture because he assaulted a member on the 
floor of the house. These are thy fruits, O 
alliance between the ecclesiastical machine 
and the political machine! 

And to-day we ourselves are painful ex-
amples of the fact that it is not safe for any 
priest not to be in good odor and sympathy 
with that Tammany machine. To get money 
for their schools they were willing to enter 
into an alliance with that infinitely, infamous-
ly corrupt machine. I shall continue bitterly 
to regret that in the first gush of enthusiastic 
gratitude there was not erected in the 
cathedral in wme conspicuous jUAec i" _ 
marble tablet inscribed in golden letter» with 
the names of the chief benefactors of that 
cathedraL It would have been a most in-
structive tablet for ages to come. It would 
have borne sométhing like this extraordinary 
litany: 

William M. Tweed, five thousand dollars. 
Pray for him. 

Richard B. Connolly,. five thousand dollars. 
Pray for him. 

Peter B. Sweeney, five thousand dollars. 
Pray for him. 
And one or two other names of men who 
have not yet departed this life and whom I 
shall not therefore be guilty of the icdeucacy 
of namiug, although I am almost itching to do 
i t (Great laughter.) 

It is high time to call a halt. To get public 
money for these schools they are ready at 
any moment to bedevil your politics. There 
is one institution called the Catholic pro-
tectory that is now receiving from your 
treasury well nigh $300,000 a year. And so 
it is with the foundling asylums and the 
House of Good Shepherd and the houses of 
the Sisters of Mercy. It is no longer charity; 
it is business. Hence this bedevilment of our 
city politics and the opposition to Mr. Cleve­
land in the presidential campaign, because he 
vetoed an appropriation of $25,000 for that 
Catholic protectory. In the presidential 
campaign he was denounced openly as the 
enemy of the Catholic church, and it was 
understood to be the correct thing not to vote 
for Mr. Cleveland. 

That ecclesiastical machine was pretty 
powerful and came very near defeating Mr. 
Cleveland. Now, Mr. Cleveland is a 
wise man, and small blame to him 
for being gradual ly educated to be 
a practical politician. And Mr. Cleveland 
has been told, I suppose, that it is a better 
thing to have that machine on his side than 
to have it hostile to him. And he has done 
his best, after consultation with the cardinal 
archbishop of Baltimore, to show that he is 
not a bigot by sending a present to the pope 
on the occasion of his jubilee. And our pa pers 
comment on it as an eminently proper thing, 
in view of the fact that there are in this coun­
try some eight or ten millions of the pope's 
subjects. Subjects! 

You may almost look in vain through the 
press of the country for a ringing word of 
denunciation of the monstrous utterance of 
Mgr. Preston two weeks ago to the effect that 
the Catholics of this country must take their 
politics from Rome as well as their religion. 
We have been making gigantic strides in the 
last few years in the direction of actual sur­
render to this horrible ecclesiastical machine 
and its politics and policies as distinct from 
the church of Christ They tried to help Mr. 
Kelly defeat Governor Robinson; and one 
man used this argument to a gang down 
in the Fourth ward: "You men of New York, 
do you want to break the poor cardinaPs 
heart in his old age by going against his 
nephew?" (Laughter.) That nephew being 
the head of Tammany Hall and not a nephew 
at all, but a man who, in very mature years, 
had married Cardinal McCloskey's niece—an 
extraordinary illustration of the union of 
church and state. (Laughter.) 

And now, to come nearer home, why was 
there a sudden alarm when a new party, a 
little over a year ago, nominated a candidate 
for mayor—a party of workingmen, a party 
composed very largely of honest sons of to il, 
who had done more than their share to sup­
port the Catholic church and its institutions? 
Why this eagerness to repress it? It was 
largely because of the alliance of the eccle­
siastical machine with the co/rupt Tammany 
machine. And so they forbade a priest anda 
Citizen, to confer with his fellow Citizens, or to 
kéep his engagement at a meeting without 
permission of the propaganda. And it is im-
plied that with their permission and at their 

request he would be very much rewarded for 
making speeches. It is not wrong, they 
seemed to say, for a priest to make political 
speeches. It may be most commendable if he 
have our permission or advice. It is a com­
mendable thing in lreland, for instance, if a 
priest tries to disperse a land league meeting, 
but it would be an unpardonable crime to tell 
the people to stand up for their rights against 
the landlord and against the government 
The propaganda has actually said that the 
clergy might be permitted in lreland to take 
a moderate part in politics and public meet-
ings, with the view of restraining the ardor of 
the people and getting them to be less firm 
for their rights. 

The ecclesiastical machine, whether in 
Rome or in America, is very much in f avor of 
authority as against liberty. Its instincts are 
in f avor of aristocracy as against democracy, 
in favor of monarchy as against republican-
ism. (Applause.) They believe in centraliza-
tion, in monarchy, in despotism. They would 
tie the hands even of the ecclesiastical ma­
chine here so that the chief men here should 
be only puppets to collect Peter's pence. It 
is that centralization of power, of authority, 
of financial management of everything in 
the machine, controlled by the central ma­
chine in Rome, that actually is a blight upon 
the Catholic churcb. It is the proper thing to 
pay court to each pope, to worship each 
bishop and offer incense to him. And the 
priest that does that may not be the 
most zealous of men, but he is orthodox; he 
obeys the machine. And he gets up a school; 
and it is really the proper, orthodox thing to 
do more for the school than for the church. 
It is a significant thing that some seventeen 
years ago a circular was leveled at the man 
who has the honor of addressing you here to-
night requesting signaturestoa remonstrance 
to be sent to Archbishop McClosky, then in 
Rome,because of some liberal utterances about 
the school question that were very guardcd, 
to the effect that the chief work to do in his 
parish was to get more priests to preach as 
much as possible, to have as many services, 
to try and get people to receive the sacra-
ments as often as possible, to lead Christian 
lives, and even that he should like to leok 
after the destitute children most particularly 
in need of help who at that time were being 
lost by the thousands to the Catholic church, 
being picked up on the street and shipped out 
west. 

And the archbishjop of New York was actu­
ally charged in the newspapers with the in­
credible neglect of these destitute children 
for whom there was scarcely any provision 
whatsoever. And the archbishop actually 
answered his critic in the New York Times, 
and said: "It is true that these children have 
been baptized in the Catholic church, yet they 
scarcely can be said to have ever belonged to 
it." Just think of it! And his critic, a clergy-
man and pastor of this very diocese, very 
truthfully aud properly answered the arch­
bishop in the same newspaper, saying: "This 
is tbe most extraordinary utterance that ever 
came from the tongue or pen of an allcged 
Christian bishop. Thousands of children bap­
tized in the Catholic churcb, and yet, says 
the archbishop, they can scarcely be said 
to have ever belonged to it i" Let us hope 
that he repented of that before he died. 
How could he stand before the judgment 
seat of the Son of Man, asking an account of 
those who were baptized and in whom he has 
the deepest solicitude? Hcw couid he give an 
account of those innocent lambs of the 
flock to his judge, saying: "They 
can scarcely be said to have ever be­
longed to your flock." "There is a 
certain policy on the part of the ecclesiastical 
machine, as long as it is poor, to seem to 
nrinp», itself to circuxnstatM****, to «*»tehr***» 
the Fourth of July and Washingtons birth-
day. But if you go a little behind the scenes 
you will find there is not very much respect 
for the Fourth of July and Washington's birth-
day. We are particularly ostracized and ex-
communicated to-day for teaching the doc-
trines of the Fourth of July. Do you want to 
know the opinion the propaganda bas of the 
Fourth of July? 'I will tell you. Some seventy 
years ago, when the progaganda was in-
triguing to the detriment of tbe liberties and 
rights of English and Irish Catholics, it was 
willing to give to that persecuting govern­
ment the practical appointment of Catholic 
bishops by giving it the veto power over 
their appointment, because it was intriguing 
for the restoration oi the temporal throne of 
the pope. And the seeretary of the propa­
ganda, in correspondence with the British 
cabinet, said that it was a most excellent 
thing to have a proper understanding between 
the holy see and the British cabinet, for the 
reason that the holy see had always incul-
cated obedience and respect for legitimate 
authority—legitimate authority of the Eng­
lish government in lreland! And the. seere­
tary said that Catholics would not rebel 
against his gracious majesty the king, as wit­
ness the significant fact that in the recent un-
fortunate rebellion in America, it was the 
Protestant colonies that rebelled, while the 
Catholic colony of Canada remained faithful. 
(Applause.) That shows what the Roman 
machine would have done if it could. It 
would have made impossible our glorious 
American revolution. It would have left un-
written the Declaration of Independence. 

Now then, dear friends, I am going to come 
to an end, and I shall end, as I began, by say-
in£ that no man, I am sure, can surpass me in 
sympathetic, tender reveren^e for all that is 
good and sweet and beautiful and holy in the 
Catholic religion. (Applause.) And I am in­
tensely convincéd that if this Catholic church 
would but abdicate its claims to temporal 
thrones and the administration of temporali­
ties that are nothing but a bane and a curse, 
she could go out to conquer the whole world, 
and all nations would acknowledge her to be 
the best of mothers. I am here to-night. not 
because I have departed from the spirit of 
my priesthood, but because I desired to bring 
as many as I could within the genial influence 
of that holy priesthood. And what I and 
others with me may have to suffer may per-
haps hasten the day for the breaking down of 
the machine and hasten the day when the 
church of Christ shall be seen by the world in 
all her pristine beauty without the aid of any 
such temporal machine, and only by the aid 
of men's minds and the perfect love of their 
hearts. (Great applause.) 

After the conclusion of Dr. McGlynn's ad-
dress Mme. De Carlo sang a solo, and the ex-
ercises of the evening closed with the singing 
of the "The Cross of the New Crusade" by 
Miss Munier's choir and the audience. 

The Henelesa røer ef New Terk. 
New York Tunes. 

In the year just gone the police station 
houses of New York city accominodated with 
a bare bed 127,980 persons, as against 131,503 
in 1886. The improvement is not great at 
first sight, but it is perhaps significant of 
somewhat better times for the very poor, and 
in pauper statistics a gain of 2% per cent is 
by no means to be despised. Ol course in 
either twelve-months there were many "re-
peaters," and it may be that greater vigilance 
on the part of the police, greater sternness in 
dealing with habitual vagrants account for 
the apparent improvement The fact, how-
ever, remains that on an average 350 per­
sons each night last year had not vithin the 
limits of this city a place on which to lay 
their head, for it cannot be believed that any 
one, however poor and demoralized, wou!d 
willingly seek such shelter, such noisome 
accommodatiott as the station house 

afford. The figures for 1887 are not 

Jet ready conceruing the lodgers in the 
censed lodging houses and dormitories of 

the metropolis, but in 1886 as many as 3,716,-
204 men and women f ound temporarv beds in 
these places, or 10,181 per night bow it is 
evident that this number of people are always 
on the verge of the further gulf of poverty 
which is indicated by application for admis-
sion to the station houses. A little reduction 
in the volume of trade, a slight movement 
backward of the hands of the commercial 
dial, an unusually stormy season, any one of 
several apparently remote causes might 
transfer a large proportion of the paying to 
the non-paying classes. But it must be further 
noted that the 10,181 plus the 3,533, that is, 
the 13,704 persons mentioned above as being 
the average number in cheap lodging houses 
and police stations during tbe year, do not 
represeut the number that have to be 
provided for at such a season as the pres­
ent. For while in the spring quarter 
of 1887 there were 25,354 who slept in the 
station houses and in the summer quarter 
18,99&, there were in the first quarter 41,509 
and in October, November and December 
42,118. The same rule will in a measure apply 
to the cheap lodging houses, for it is one of 
the "notes" of civilization not only that the 
poor crowd more and more to great centers 
of population, but that they especially tend 
thithcr during J.he winter months. It is so 
not in New York only, but all the world over 
wherevcr statistics have been kept. How far 
this is to be accounted for by the charities 
which are especially to be fouud in great 
cities it is not easy to say, but undoubtedly 
in some respects these charities create, or at 
least concentrate the eviis they are intended 
to cure. London is proud of its charities, and 
rightly so. New York is also properly proud 
of its many sided and wide reaching benevoient 
institutions. But the fatne of tbeai in both 
cases travels far and attracts to what seems 
a sort of Torn Tiddler's ground a large 
proportion of the shiftless or the unfortun-
ate. . . . 

When we come to compare with these 
figures the city of New York there is much 
reason for satisfactiou in its superior con­
dition, and yet the evil is growing upon the 
community. Hitherto it has been kep; at bay 
by the private benevolenee which at the same 
time fosters it, especially as regards the class 
casuals. In winter they are double-^-some-
tiines more, sometimes less than double— 
what they are in the summer; but the main 
fact is that they are increasing, and ;hey will 
assuredly continue to increase so loig as pri­
vate benevolenee actually compeies with 
private benevolenee, as it does to-dar, for the 
patronage of casuals. Mendicanc» is esti-
mated to bring in $600,000 a year to the 2,000 
beggars known to the charity organization 
society, and investigation showed, æcording 
to the latest figures, that in 1,200 Cases ex-
amined only 72, or six per cent, we» worthy 
of charity and that for these the city bad 
provided ample accommodation, s» that to 
give them money was actually kee^ng them 
from taking advantage of the far jreferable 
provision made by the public. Tiere are 
known to the society 27,400 houses "joccupied 
by the dependent and disreputable classes," 
but the evil impeuding has not yetj reached 
such proportions as to be either uimaaage-
able or immediately meuacing. 

A Not for Pro tec t ionia t» to C*ck . 
"Free Trader" in Hutchiii!.on (Kan.) Demoqat. 

In the production of wealth theW are two 
factors, land, which inciudes ai natural 
opportunities, and la bor, which ipludes all 
kinds of human exertiou. Some rcoenize as 
a division of the labor factor, caital, which 
is wealth used for the creatioj of more 
wealth. But the prime factors ar) only two. 
Labormay.be called the active jactor and 
land the passive. Land cannot fy increased 
by human power, but labor can tKStimulated 
or it may be discouraged. f 

The part of production which gés to land 
we call rent The part going to ibor we call 
wages. The part going to capitaKve call in­
terest 

Now, all taxes tåken from pubb revenues 
must be tåken from one or otlu* or all of 
these tfiree factors^JLhe O I I P ^ is, there­fore, shall weraKeT-ent; Wages orn t eJ. e s t fo 
public purposes. 

The question will be simpliQed b\; s-.utvino. 
how it would work to take all of any iu,Cf 
three shares of wealth. If we should ti-p 
all wages for public purposes the laboi_ 
would be a slave and would only work vhe. 
compeiied to with the whip, for "his wages is* read them, what the republiean 
the only stimulant to cause him to work. If ^o sav on the tariff. 
he should refuse to work without wages (that 
is, without reward) then production would 

STRAWS WHICH SHOW THE WIND. 
If the vacant lots now held in the city of 

Dayton for speculative purposes were fcaxed 
at the price asked for them, the holders 
would seil, and instead of tbe men who work 
at the buiiding trades tramping our streets 
looking for work, they would be engaged in 
erecting buildings on lots now of no account 
to the masses.—[Dayton Workman. 

The old English statute, that under rigid 
penaltics, required the dead.to be buried ia 
woolens, for the purpose of encouraging the 
manufacture of textile fabrics, was scarcely 
more grotesque than are some of the jobs 
which have crept into our tariff, which, if 
they were not so unjust and audacious, would 
be lau?bable.—[Henry "Watterson in Harper*"* 
Magazine. 

Stripjed of all its intricacies, a protective 
tariff is essentially a system of subsidies to 
manufacturers, designed to reimburse them 
for loss incurred in conducting business which 
in itself wouid not pay. It is a scheme- for 
subtraeting wealth from the seif sustaining 
industries to support those that are not self-
sustaining. It is '"robbing Peter to pay PauL" 
—[Boston Globe. 

Jim Blaine saj-s tobacco is a necessity and 
should be relieved from the burden of a tax. 
Was the like ever heard^ And this man is 
called a statesman. People are suffered to 
starve or freeze to death unless they are fur-
nished a chew of tobacco or a smoke, accord­
ing to that man's statesmanship. But wooL 
coal, iron, salt, sugar, tin cans, kerosene oil, 
etc , are, per contra, luxuries.—{Grand Rap­
ids, Mich., "Workman. 

That land is largely monopolized and con­
trolled by organized monopolies— especially 
is this so"of mines—we are- all beginning to 
realize. What such a monopolizaiiun of land 
will be in a few years more under our present 
system no one can foresee. With opportum> 
ties—natural ones, such as land and mines— 
closed against willing workers, seems to de­
mand immediate attention, or tbe time will 
have passed when a halt successfully 
called which will be heeded.—[Dayton Work­
man. 

With very few exceptions, whenever the 
duty on raw wool has been raised the Ameri­
can production has fallen off, and whenever 
the tax has been iowered the production has 
increased. To name a single instance, there 
was never so sudden and marked a deciine 
in the American wool product as in the firsb 
years after the exceedingly high wool tariff -
of 1867 went into effect ln two years 4,000,-
000 sheep were killed for mutton because 
wool raising did not pay, and in three years 
the ftocks of Ohio decreased forty-three per 
cent.—[Providence Journal. • 

There is a royal remedy, a remedy which 
infinite justice furnishes, and that it may be 
applied before the dreadful remedy born of 
revolution comes is our earnest prayer. It ia 
the "land for the people"—the mexhaustible 
riches and resources of nature throv/n open 
to the hands of honest toil. How? By remov-
ing forever the burdens of direct and indirect 
taxation from the shuulders of labor, and 
from the results of labor, and placing them 
upon the unearned value of land—a value 
which is created by the community and not 
by the individual.—[Clinton, Iowa, Labor Re-
view. 

No other class of people would derive so 
great a benefit from the single tax as farmers, 
and it is a slander on the intelligence to say 

""they cannot be made to see i t Only the cor­
rect statement of the actual question is neces-
sary to secure the support of the farmers to 
the single tax as quickly as to any other re­
form measure. It can easily be shown that 
such a tax would lift from farmers more than 
half the public burdens now borne by them, 
and would at least double the pay received 
for their labor, without in theslightestdegree 
affecting the securitiesof their titles.—[Anti-
Monopolist 

Whafs the use of trying to discuss the 
tariff with a republiean paper? What is the 
use of discussing any vital question with any 
partisan pa per, democrat or republiean? 
Editors of party papers are not free to do 
their own thinking. They are tied hand and 
foot—"bucked and gagged" so to speak—and 
must advocate the policies and theories of 
their respective parties, right or wrong. It 
is not necessary to read a party paper to 
learn what its position is on any vital ques­
tion. It is only necessary to know wnica 
party it belongs to. We ali know. before we 

papers havo 
TAipena, Mich., Jour-

céase, and mankind would starve from the 
earth. 

If we should take all interest for public 
purposes men would cease to put capital into 
production and production woald be iessened 
in consequence. 

If we should take all rent of 'and. for pub­
lic purposes, what would happej? The earth 
would continue to roll arouna the sun as 
beautifully as it does now. Sprng time and 
harvest would occur as now. Rains would 
desceud as now. Land would bt as plentiful 
as now and as fruitful as now. 
Near ly two millions of teiact farm­
ers in the United States would thm pa}- their 
rents into the public treasury in:tead of into 
the pockets of private latdlorts. and they 
would continue to work as hard is now. The 
other two million farmers wouldpay the rent 
of their farms into the pubic "treasury, 
but would have no taxes to pay on 
their houses, barns, fences, horses, ma-
chinery, clothes and food. Their bur­
dens would then be fess than now. 
Men working by the day or Jionh for wages 
would not be taxed at ill, unless they 
owncd land, and their burdtns Tould be less. 
They would continue to wors a: now. Who 
would be injured by such a mtthod of tax­
ation? Who would be iniund ky taking all 
rent for public purposes? 
speculators. Those who 
tracts of land in idieness ror higher price 
would find it unprotitable te do so any iore. 
They would lose the power t» tax other for 
the use of nature's gifts. Ths change wujd 
hurt landlordism. But n£n and wcig^ 
could live in the world withcut landlords«;0 
collect rent from them. The; could live a^ 
grow happy and rich withoul payinjr the har 
of all they earn to some lanclord. It is ev 
dent, therefore, that public revenues shoulu" 
be tåken from the share of production going 
to land, and not from that going to labor. 

">n every hand we see evidences of the tri-
H^h of mind over matter; yet to-day there lsJa*rnuch poverty 
whet.x - r 

teentfi,entury t o iQvention7 men worked out 
by mus- - -
c"m^ i if1^l in the way of labor. Why is this 
the case. -r^gn a s a proposition, it seems a 

* ~Y - ^ truth that the more abundant 
of 

race. 
there a 

and want and misery as 
jbefore the impetus given by the nine-
"*entur3* to invention, men wo 
'̂ Mar effort evervthing that 
ISIM was ac-

Hff omOIlt e t f v produced the necessities me are the h^ i e r w i U b e t h e h u m a n r a 
ouch c oes not r 

screw loose in c em to be the fact Is 
r civilizationi If so, where 
arm. 

is it?—[Field and\ 
The American &\mifacturer has a monop-

oly, aud be knows i a I l d u s e s h i s advantage 
to the rullest extent. T n e American work­
man earns more mone.. 
the old wc rid. but he than the workman of 
«-hoi-"i^. "„V^T?+r'*" ^ ",a-vs more monev for 
Sr £ »„ i f \ t n e ^ i d w o r l d workman does, and gets fewer 
ticles for his monej a o a m o r e in tenor ar-

7obody bit land 
are holding large 

, . . B , protective tariSt 
laws were devised for the p £ p o s e of buiiding 
up the wealthy manufacturersTutj forshuttin" 
out all coinpetition, and not f*, the protec^ 
tion of the laboring man, who is. taxed mora 
heavily, in proportion to his m^ns for the 
necessities of lire than is the wealt,y'capital-
ist or manufacturer on his hoarded nillions.— 
[Dallas, Texas, News. 

I often hear Brooklynifes and Gotiamites 
.Ik of going south ward and trvine «.».»;. talk 

fortunes there. 
which cost me 

and trying their 
After a bifc of expen»nce, 

dearly, I would say te all 
such, "Don't go, Johnny, don;t go,n us^ss 
you have money in plenty to spend and c-ta 
risk the loss of some of it. There is no rooio. 
in the south for a laboring man, and iittlt 
show now for a mechanic or a professionai 
genius even. The negro element, continually 
growing, furnishes all tbe labor required, and 
it is cheap labor. A northem Iaborer woalrf 
starve on the waees paid. 

labor at the custoin houses "and iuternal reve­
nue offices. 

Let any one who believcs it to be right for 
labor to give its wages to support govern­
ment rise up and explain the reason why. 
Taking any wages from labor must have the 
same effect, differing only in degree, as tak­
ing all wages from labor. We saw that tak­
ing all wages from labor reduced the Iaborer 
to a slave. Taking any wages from labor is 
therefore a step toward slaveri*. Tbe United 
States government now takos more than 
$500,000,000 annually from labor. This is a 
pretty large step. 

~. - f i * wa---fs Paid* Mechanics aro 
, „.. „ plenuful too, and Kilers are to be fouud in all 

But at present the United States govern- the towns and viilages.—[Letter in Brooklyn 
ment is wholly supported by taxes tåken from lunes. 

4 : s s e s s o r s oi taxes have trouble and tur-
oil with owners of taxable property tha 
arround. The betéer they seVve the state 

greater the exertion required to maintain 
iitlanty with voters. By this new law 

n r " ~ " ^ ^ inquire into the finaa-
tax payers. They nro-

searching questions which will offend 

The Candy Man's Landlord. 
Chicago Herald. 

"Yes,': said Mr. Gunther, !Tm going to give 
up my Madison street store. I don't like to 
do it,* but the owners of the buiiding want me 
to run the store for fun and give them all the 
profits. I didn't like this scheme, and so gave 
up my lease. The place is very small at any 
rate, the entire store being only 20x40 feet, 
while the counter room is but 20x80 feet. This 
leaves but six and one-half feet between the 
counters, and when you get half a dozen fash-
ionable women in there, there is hardly room 
to wink. It wasn't the size of the place that 
made me decide to give it up, but the exor-
bitant rent demanded. I have been paying 
$5,500—which, by the way, was $500 too much 
—and now they want $7,200 per year, or over 
$20 a day. This didn't leave any margin for 
me, and so I resolved to get out." 

are required to Cliaffairs of the po-i 
ak, 
coti 

e number of voters. How 
and ,. , much corn, 

mau, oth?Tu P r o d u c t s the farmer has 
era? °wniuch he owes on his lands and his 
g J P n d h o w mach Kansas corn he hat 
b y V c

q u e s t l O D S w l " c h - i f ^sisted upon 
coo ln^ s e J i S o r s ' , a r e i lke-V to produce a 
^ t h e ' ^ m n 7 t 1 h a S t - U U ^ 1 - ^ e n e S i e l e c t - ° * ciated ?°H o f t h e lnquismon were appre-
but f r S , t h e r e misht b e «"le difficuitr 
qulte- c & f h ««Jf"»«»te of assessors S ik 
altogeth? ™ ™aily p e r s o - n s w i l 1 refusa 
ton &ew? aos^er the questions.-{Galves-

"The p 
seeretary .J™* is>" a s Samuel Hodson, 
company, ° e , * S n ? e s i e r a r m * repeating 
in the coun;' t n a t n o honest business mau 

be «... -~ „°PP°sed to a tanff.» The Win-

A Jest with a Moral. 
Lire. 

They were twenty miles from the Missouri 
river, bound east. "Conduetor," said a pas­
senger, "when do we reach Kansas City?" 
"We're there now." "There now? Why, 
there isn't a house in sight"' "No houses, no. 
But look at the buiiding lots! The prairies are 
full of 'em." 

revision of'*11 afc h e a r t 

chester rep 
tures both ar» , a r m s company mamifac« 
it seils a l m o s ^ ammuniUon. The latter 
to paying thetlreJy a t n°me. In addition 
its manufactd. OI r a w materials used in 
pelled to pay tf e company is also corn 
eacharticle. '}? t o "ie government oa 
may be bought ;^aa> f o r instance. That 
the dutv upon itr-4 cent? per pound, but 
duty is high enc?eat^Per pound, and tht> 
ammunition fronj-'0 . D a r . American made. 
with that made vJ i n S m t o . competition 
pany's arms it is o?roPe' With the com-
the raw materials :n.t- Even the duty on 
is not sufficient to 1J" their manufacture 
markets, as the con t n e u i out of foreign 
export trade. But Z c*o e s a considerable 
tion in saying that tlot*son had no hesita-
materials" would b e e admission of raw 

1 company'5 business.—T^*- .benefit to toV 
1 ' YorkTiæoi, 
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1JNITY CONGREGATION. 

* «MTECOSrS SE€N» SEMMN 
AT «ASOMC TEMPLE. 

i atovtl 1a mmUr L t f o - W k a c t*« 
Miptattoa B e a l l v M e s a a - I t to 

• é a t f a l I N MkoaM U t ^ t a t U to 
V é a fifeaaM Ba tUmhu 

La«tSuaday w a s a b i t U r e o i d day—a d a y 
but men and women who were 

, by aoma daflnita parpoa» would have 
forta. A a d i t aagora waU for tbe 

of Unity eoagregat ioo that on 
a d a y a n andirno» larger thaa oould 

acobably hava bean f ouad ia moet of the city 
e t o e a e s f a t h e r e d t o l i s tes t o tbaseooad of 
Mr. reateooatfadtacounea. 

Taeaarmoaiac iTeabelow. But tae priated 
fowarlaai to e o o v e y more than a 
o f t a e •ildraai The voioe aow 

ia daanaciation, a o w e a l m ia argu-
otrtaader i a a p p a a l - t h e preaenoe of 

.apeafrar ara waating, t o clotha with fleah 
i d r y b o a e a o f wordaaadphraaan 

ra a a d l ive. 
A a e a t a * preoeåjot: Suaday, the 

t jagaawith the s a g i n g of a h y m n , fol lowed 
a y a a i a t e r r a l d e r o t e d to ailent prayer. The 
followiajr verse* were then read alteraataly 

aad ©oagregation: 

Thea w a a J a a u a l e d a p o f the Spirit ia to the 
Wilderaeas to be tempted of the devil . 

A a d whea H e bad f»*fced forty day» and 
forty aiffhu He «ras afterward ahuneered. 

A n d whea the tempter eame t o Him, be 
aaid. If Thoa be the Bon of God, command 
tha t theae stoaes be made bread. 

But He anawered and aaid, I t i s written, 
V a a aball not l ive by bread alone, but by 
«verv word tbat preoedeth out of the mouth 
o f God. 

Thea the devil taketh him up into the holy 
c i ty , a a d aetteth him on a pinaacle of the 

A a d saith onto Him, If Tbou ba the Soa 
«ff God. castThyseir down: for i t is written, 
H e aball g ive His angels charge concerning 
"** , a a d intheir hands they shall bear Tbee 

a t any tame Thou dash Thy f oot 

Jesus aaid unto hån, I t i s writtea again, 
Thou ahalt aot tempt the Lord tby God. 

Again the devil taketh Him up into a a ex-
ofrding high im^pfr»"», a n d sbeweth Him ali 
the kiagdoms of the world, and the glory of 

A n d saith onto Him, All these Ulings will I 
sjhre Thee, if Thou wilt fall down aad worsbip 

Thea saith Jesus unto him, Get thee hence, 
Satan; for i t i s written, Thou ahalt worsbip 
the Lord thy God, and Him only shalt thou 

Then the devil ieaveth E a , aad, behold, 
angels came and miaistered unto Him.— 
(Mattbew iv: 1-11. 

A s 8 a k v a Muni (Buddha) went forth by 
augnt from hw fatter** palace, t o become a 
devotee, 

The prince of evi l , Mara, trembled and 
deternuaed to prevent him. 

Oeseendiag from his abode, he cried: 
«Lord, that ar t canabie of such v a s t en-

dnrafrti. g o a o t forta t o adopt a religious 
life, 

"But retors t o thy kingdom, and in seven 
d a y s t h o u ahalt" become a a emperor of the 
world, riding over the four great eontiaeata>n 

*<Ta«e head, O Mara," replied the good 
prince, 

"I also know that in seven dava I might 
Sala aaiveraal empire, but I desire oot such 

«I know that the pursuit of religion i s 
hetter thaa the empire of the world. 

*»Tou, tbinldag oaly of evi l luste, would 
force m e t o lea ve all beiags withoat guide 
éatø your power. 

"Avaunt! Get thou a w a y far from mer* 
The Lord rode onward, intent on his pur-

The skies raiaed flowers aad delicious 
«dors pervaded tbe air.—{From "The Sacred 
Aathology." 

The coUectioB w a s thea tåken up, after 
which Mr. Peateeost spoke a s follows: 

THE ADDBESS. 

My text for tbis morning consists of the t w o 
jcriptures printed on our order of service, con-
tainiwg the traditionsof the great temptations 
« f Jesus, theChrist, and Siddartha, Gautama, 
« r Sakya Muni, tbe Buddha. 

Y o u will observe the similarity in the 
stories; tbough toere could have beea no ool-
lusion betweea the w riters. The Buddha lived 
tiGOyears before tbe Christ. Tbis similarity 
pojats to the esseatial truthf ulness of both 
the stories, tbough, t o many Slinds, neither 
story is believable in the form ia which it is 
written. 

To those who bow before authority, and 
•oBsequently believe whatever is found ia the 
Bible, not because it is probably or possibly 
true upon reasoaable grounds, but simply be­
cause it is io the Bible, tbere will be Bo diffi-
cu l ty in acceptiiig the story of the temptation 
o f Jesus a s here given. Nor is it for me t o 
sneerat such faith or to try to violently over-
throw it. 

I a m free t o say, however, that I do not 
«ven try to believe iu The exact number of 
forty daya, one of tbe sacred nuinbers of tbe 
ancient Hebrews, is suspicious; the supposi-
t ions that Jesus bad power to turn stoues into 
loa ves of bread; that he was whisked through 
the air to a pinaacle of t t e temple; tbat there 

lamou&tain top high enough for him to 
: from it all the kragdoms oi the world— 

i stamp the story at «>nce, to my mind, as 
i al legory or parable, and not history. 

too, that tbere is any such being a s a 
devil I have no good reason for be-

lieving. H e does not appear ia the Old Testa­
ment. Satan does—but be is a very different 
person. The serpent of Genesis is merely a 
aerpent, not the devil. The Jews found the 
dev i l among the Persians. But apai t from 
acriptural coasiderations, I cannot under­
stand how tbere can be an almighty God and 
a t the same time an almighty devil—for tbere 
f s n o d e n y i n g the fact that under tbe Chris* 
t ian system the devil is smarter and more 
powerful than God a t every turn, for the 
t ime being, a t any rate. And unless Cal-
viaism is false he will have through all eter-
a i ty by far the larger portion of tbe human 
race for his spoil, thus prøving his greater 
power t o ruin thaa God t o save . 

Besides that, I know nothing of angels (ex-
ceptcerta in men, women and children). If 
there are such extra natural persons, who oc-
casiottaUy break through the sky aad descend 
toearth,itismorethaa I know, and I think 
Matthew knew a s little about the subject a s I 
éo. 

I B shorts the extra-natural character of 
both these stories makes it impossible for me 
t o believe them. I shvHild have to know that 
Matthew wrote tbe story and that he abso-
i u t e l y k n e w that what he wrote was true. 
A a d tids I cannot know, because there is no 
w a y t o prove it. 

Tbis i s oaly my opinion. You are a t liberty 
to formyours , which, if you form it honestly, 
i s wortby of the same respect tbat I wish to 
be showa mine. I do not say that I kuow 
tbis story i s unhistorical. I merely say that 
aøy mind i s so that I cannot believe it with-
out trying, and when I have to try to believe 
aoenething I a lways auspect that it ia not true 
e r 1 shottld had i t is easy t o believe. 

B o t I B aayiag all thia d o I destroy tbe Bible 
« r tte va iue of thia legendf I think ^ not. 
Thisaarrative is aot» ia my opinion, true w> 
ataqy,tn*itaitnie saoral^rand ajåritually. 

Ibaveaodoubt Jesus and Gautama paased 
through the experienees which these records* 
with the vivid imagery of the east* so 
graphically describe. I b a v e n o d o u b t o f it, 
because I have beea through the same expe­
rienees, devil, angels, roses, delicious odors 
and ali, myself. And it is because everv 
earnest person sees in tbe temptation of Jesus 
tbe reoord of bis own soul tonnene and de-
light that tbis legend has been and will be 
preaerved in the sacred literature of the 
world. Moaes, Blijan, Paul, Luther, Darwin, 
Bunyan'a Pilgrim, Garlisie ,s Teufelsdrockh— 
every man who tries t o benefit the human 
race by spealang a newtruth or applying 
an old principle in a new w a y in order to 
work reforms in human society runs upon 
the hour wben he must count the coat of being 
true t o himself, when his baser seif rises up 
to coatend against bis bøtter aelf; and tbis 
is the hour of his fast, his temptation by the 
devil, and if he is true to himself, of his con-
solatioa by angels, when the sky rains flowers 
aad etnits delicious. odors. 

Let us aow consider the real nature of tbis 
tbreefold tempation, which comes upon every 
earnest» honest man. 

"Haa l ives not by bread alone, but by 
every word that proceedetb out of the mouth 
of God." Man lives not by bread alone, but 
by domg what is right, by being true to his 
reason and eonscience. Tbis is the iaw of 
real life—what the Bible calls eternal life. 
And one pbase of our daily tcmpations is to 
violate that law. 

Man lives by bread, but not by bread alone. 
Tbe temptation is to l ive by bread alone. 

The priest or minister knows the truth— 
theological, political, economicaL Why does 
be not speak it, tbenf 

I t will cost him his bread if he does. 
The lawyer kuows the truth about his 

client. He is a bad man who should not 'be 
defended. He knows, too, that many laws 
are unjust or immoraL Why does be not 
act aright upon that knowledgei 

I t wUl cost him his bread. 
The politician—-the office holder—knows tbe 

corruption about him of which by his silencc 
he is partaker. Why does he not tear away 
tbe mask which conceals it and boldly come 
forth to denounce and fight it? 

I t will cost bim his bread. 
Tbe editor kuows he writes the tie when 

be writes i t W h y does he thus prostitute his 
pen' 

It will cost him his bread if he writes the 
trutn. 

The merchant knows his transactions are 
fraudulent—that he lies about his wares and 
robs hiscustomer. W h y does he persist in 
tbat course? 

Bread! 
The workman knows that the system under 

which he works def rauds aud degrades him­
self, his wife, bis children, his fellow workmen 
tbe world over. He knows tbe way of jus-
tice and relief. Why does he vote, then, on 
election day against his wife, his children aud 
bis fellows? To k^ep his situation or for a 
small aad soul-daæaing bribes. 

Bread! 
How many letters I get from those who 

say, "God bless you;" but who will not sign 
tbeir naiaes because, they say, "You know I 
must livt, and if it were known tnat I think 
a s I do, er if I associated myself with those 
with whom I think it would cost me mv situ­
ation." 

1 pity these poor souls, for it is not a thing 
to be desred to be poor. But no angel min­
isters to them; no sky rains flowers upon 
them; no sweet odors hang about them. The 
devil is tlieir boon companion. They are fat 
in body btt living skeletons in soul. 

Tbis i s me daily heresy of life, tbis " i must 
l ive." ' 

I te l l yok thatifrbriiot-iiecessary to l tvéT I t 
i$ necessary that you shall not violate your 
eonscience. If you do wrong in order to live, 
then you never can be anvthing but a curse to 
tbe world and most of all to yourself. 

I t is better that a man should gather his 
wife and children about him and wait for 
death, with angels ministering to him and 
flowers raining upon him, than that he should 
live to know, and have them know, that for 
what he gains in bread he seils all that is 
worth keeping. 

" T i s maa's perdition to be safe 
When for the truth he ou^ht to die." 

And tbe second temptation is this: To live 
in tbe sigbt of other people, for their wonder 
or admiration; to be popular. 

Had Jesus fl ung himself unhurt from the 
temple parapet to the stenes below he would 
have been a niue days' wonder, and many 
would have followed him who bad no eye for 
goodness. 

There are women who wear little cymbals in 
tbeir sboe heels togain the atteution of the 
passer by. And, alack! there are men who 
walk the avenue to be looked at—speetacles 
to behold they are, too, in very deed. There 
are persons who furcish their houses and 
spend lavishlv on oquipufres, not to please 
themselves but to thus buy the gaping won­
der of tbeir neighbors. 

There are men who have before now gone 
into conveutions in order to fight the ring and 
break tbe slate, but when they have been 
unanimously elected to the chairmanship 
have dismissed the angel, shaken hands wilh 
the devil, and gagged themselves with the 
paltry honor. 

There are ministers and priests and poli-
ticians, editors and statesmen, aye, even 
poets, who might be good men but for tbeir 
love of popularity. Many a man has been 
good and troe until he has come to be talked 
about, whea the praise of men has been worth 
more to him than self-respect. How many 
men have promised fair till they g o t into the 
White house and then f ai led under flattery? 

Why is this man not a Christian? He fears 
the jeers of the unbeliever. Why is that 
man not a rationalist? He fears the ill favor 
of the church aud isolation. Why does not 
the other fight for the reform he believes iu? 
It would not cost him bread. He is rich. I t 
would cost him caste. 

There are persons who will come into this 
hall and decide wbether they will come 
again solely by whether the audience is a s 
respectable as or a little more respectable 
than they cousider them se Ur es. 

I have known men who bought the title of 
D. D. from a Christian college notwithstand 
ing He whom they call Lord and Master said, 
"Be not called rabbi." 

I have known of men who spent a fortune 
in order to be «jalled henceforth governor or 
senator or honorable or mayor or even 
alderman. 

You tell mc that publicans aud barlots g o 
to beil? If so these men will also ÉTO to hell, 
the D. D. and the alderman arm in arm. 

And all this notwithstanding the Son of 
Man said, "Beware when all men speak well 
of you." 

But must w e not care for the good opinion 
of our fellows? 

Not at the expense of what is right. You 
must do your duty though men curse you and 
ostracize you; though they call you a wine-
bibber and the friend of publicans and 
sinners; though they call you a fanatic, a 
crank. Better lo6e caste and with it reputa-
tion than save them and be obliged to be 
ashamed of yourself. 

The last temptation eomes through the love. 
of influence and power. 

The world shall be yours if you but worship 
the deviL 

There are men so rich that money no^tøsger 
tempts them. But they love power. They 
do hot care t o sit on the throne. They préfer 
to control him who doea They do aot care 
to be elected to tbe legislature. Theyarefér 
t o own tbe legtelature. The delicious sanse of 
power is every thing to them. 

Tbere are divines who, to become bisbop, 
archbisbop or pope, would worship forty 
devils. 

Nor is this a lways a gross temptatioa. I t is 
of ten subtle and specious as the others. "Be­
ware how you do tbat which wilf destroy 
your influence," says the deviL "Wbera you 
are you have a large fleid and great infiuenoe 
for good. Consider bow foolisb it would be 
for you t o lose this very power for good in 
your attempt to do good." 

"Consider!" quoth tbe devil to the priest. 
'•You have a parish of 20J0Q0 souls whom you 
can lead along gradually into the truth you 
love if you are prudent» If you are improdent 
you will lose your influence. Fall down a.nd 
worship me and this parish shall still be 
yours." . 

"Get thee behind me," said the priest. "The 
true soul knows no prudence. I will speak 
the truth a t the cost of influence." And the 
angels and the flowers came to the priest. 

Ah! tbis subtle 1te, that it is better to hare 
a kingdom which you should not have because 
with it comes power to do good, has wrecked 
many a soul. 

"I only wish money," says tbe Christian, 
• t o do good with." 

"I onlv wish office," says the politician* "to 
use it for good." 

"We buy votsrs," said a member of the 
republican machine in a certaiu city, "be­
cause if w e did not the democrats would; and 
it is better that the town should be controlled 
by republicans than democrats, because the 
republican is the purer party." 

But is tbere no place for pmbition in human, 
conduct? Y e s ! But not a t the expense of 
what is right. 

So little is this recognized that I sometimes 
think it not unfair to say tuat religion, as pop? 
ularly lived, consists in fearing God and serv­
ing the devil. 

This threefold temptation is hard to with-. 
stand. It is hard to be poor, to be ostra-
cised, to be a nobody. There is no denying 
it. He who passes through this trial will 
have the heartaohe; will know mental agony., 

But there are two points of cheer. That 
which threatens the good man does not al­
ways happen. He ruus the risk of starving, 
but he does not a lways starve. He loses one 
set of friends, but gains a few others better 
than they. He loses influence, upparently, 
while he lives, but gains it when he is dead. 

But tbe best of all is the ange Ps ministra-
tion and the rain of flowers. To do right is 
worth all it costs. To be cruciiied is awful, 
but oh! it is sweet- to look inward on a clean 
soul. This joy the pharisee, tbe hypocrite, 
the money getter, the time server, never 
knows. 

I want you t o meet your temptation like 
good men and women, and to remeniber that 
the worst evil which can befall you is to lose 
respect for yourself. This is beil: To know 
that right and wrong were before me and I 
did not choose to do right. 

W h a t Shal l W e T a x t ' 
St. Paul and Minneapolis Pioneer-Press. 

By the law of compensation, every move-
ment, however mistakeu it may be, which 
gathers about some public problem contributes 
toward its solution. Tims, had it not been for 
the rise aud growth of the prohibition party, 
high license would not have been in effect 
aud in favor as generally as it is to-day for 
another generation. The presentatiou of 
extremes forces conservative men to 
consider more carefully whether there 
is not some thing to_.be* remeUied. aud >M 
moderate and proper remedy to be found.' 
And so, from the Henry George agitation, 
we may expect a more careful study by poli-
ticians~and tinanciers of the as yet unsolved 
problem, how to estabiish a just and eaui-
table system of taxatiun. A very notable 
ins»tance of this is presented in a recent ar-
ticle in the New York Evening Post. No 
paper in the country hus rejected the doc-
triues of Mr. Geurge with a greater wealth of 
argument or abundance of scorn than the 
Pod. And ye t we may find in its contribu-
tion to the discussion of taxation distinct 
evidence that Mr. George has set it to think-
ing. 

The Post, con siders tbe taxation of personal 
proper ty only to conclude that the principle 
is weli nigh a failure. The most dr as tic laws 
that have been enacted to compel this form 
of wealth to contribute its due share to the 
public support have ended in practical fail­
ure. There appears to be no method by 
which their honest euforcement may be 
seonred. Thus, while the personal propert}' 
valuation in the state of New York 
was $452,607,732 in the year 1871, the assess-
ment of 18S6 suowed a decline to $_y5,S98,3b9. 
A.s the Post observes, "these fi_jures carry 
their own coniment." They simply signify 
thut the personal property tax is evaded 
with ever more and more complete success 
each year. The same fact is admitled by the 
practice of states, which tax the- corporate 
person on gross earuings, despairing of 
receiving an adequate revenue by any other 
method. Here is the conclusion of the Post: 

"Is it worth while to make a pretense of tax-
ing a kind of property which we caunot tax 
with any uppruaeh to uniformity, aud that we 
do not tax eveu so far as we mi^ht, lest it 
take to itself whigs and fly away ? Is the first 
criterion of taxation, justice, satisfied by laws 
which are not enforced ? We think the an-
swer must be in the negative, and that it 
would be better to abandon ail attempts to 
tax mo v a ble aud intaugible things and look 
for revenue for state and local purposes ex-
clusive amoiip: the things that are fixed and 
ascertaiuable." 

Thus we see that a critic who rejects with 
horror Mr. Gei-rge's theory that land va lues 
should be conliscated by taxation is led, 
probablv by a uew study of the very theones 
which he abbors, to the verge of a conclusion 
that the revenues necessary for local govern­
ment should be collected by taxes on land 
exclusively. It will not be surprising if the 
uet practical result of tbe George movement 
iu ecouomics and in politics shall be to lead 
the public to revise considerably its v iews on 
the subject of taxes aud taxation. 

QUERIES AND AN8WEB8. 
A C l e a v G a s e . 

CnfcunfATI, O.—A friend of mine intends 
to buy a factory for $12,000 (being $5,000 for 
tbe business and $7,000 for tbe land and 
building) by mortgaging two-thirds of the 
value to a building association, and he says 
to me, "I think I can pay my weekly dues; 
but if before m y m o r t g a g e bi paid ofl* your 
Henry George law goes into effect I shall be 
required to pay a land value tax, which, in 
addition to my dues, will be too rnuch of a 
load for me to carry and the association will 
foreclose and I become bankrupt.M He also 
says, "If I tbought there w a s any possibility 
of such a law I would not invest in the enter­
prise." 

What shall I tell him- O R A S . A. JOKBS. 

Your friend is l ike t h e horse which , 
s e e i n g a h a y stack in t h e twi l ight , mis took 
i t for a ghoat and reared and plunged until 
h i s master led b i m up t o the stack, w h e n 
h e found i t t o be very ezoe l lent lodder. 

U n d e r tbe s y s t e m of taxat ion now in 
vogue , if honest ly enforced, your friend 
m u s t pay taxes o n $12,000; and a l though 
I do not k n o w w h a t raw material h e will 
use in his business, it is quite safe t o say 
that h e m u s t pay duty e r the equivaient of 
duty o n s o m e of it , w h i c h will require 
extra capital and narrow his marke t by 
oompel l ing h i m to charge more for his 
g o o d s than h e could seil t h e m for if h e 
paid n o duty on h is materials . B u t if 
"your H e n r y George l aw" should g o iu to 
effect y o u r friend would h a v e no taxes to 
pay on raw materials; that would enable 
h i m to seil for less and consequently to do 
a better business. Ne i ther would h e h a v e 
t o p a y t a x e s o n f 5,000 of the $12,000, for 
tha t represents the niachinery which he 
proposes to buy. A n d of t h e remain ing 
$7,000 there mus t be a deduct ioc for the 
value of the building before his basis of 
taxation is reached. A s s u m i n g that t h e 
building is worth $4,000 his entire tax 
would be based on $3,000, the va lue of the 
bare land. 

E v e n if taxes were increased s o as to 
absorb t h e entire rental va lue of land, h o w 
m u c h more taxes would he pay t h e n than 
h e m u s t pay now? Probably no more; 
possibly less. A n d that without considering 
at all the business benefits he would derive 
from the abolit ion of t a x e s o n business. 

Tell your friend to walk up to the h a y 
stack and e x a m i n e i t 

F r a a d Under the 81 naie T a x . 
MINNEAPOLIS, Minn.—If the single tax were 

iu force a majority of the volers would be 
land owD^rs; would they not desire as indi-
viduals to pay the smallest taxes possible, 
and would they not elect an assessor who 
would levy a tax much less in amount thaa 
(he unearued increment? JOOK L A U B . 

W h i l e a u individual m i g h t desire to pay 
the smal lest t a x possible, h e could n o t pay a 
less rate than his neighbors, and his nei^k-
bors would see to it that he did not pay on 
a lower value than h e ought to. A s to a 
combination a m o n g land occupiers to keep 
down t h e rate, all occupiers of the less 
valuable land (and they would be largely 
in the majority) would soon learn that the 
nearer t h e t a x c a m e t o appropriat ing all 
rent t h e better off would every o n e except 
speculators or monopol i s t s be. 
.^«Jor e x a m p l e ; . H e r e i s a farmer w h o s e 
bare land is worth $100 a year , and a miuer 
whose bare land is worth $10,000 a year. 
A tax w h i c h took 50 per cent of rent would 
leave to t h e farmer $50 w h i c h h e did no t 
earn and to the miner $5,000. H o w l o n g 
do y o u think the farmer would study these 
figures before he s a w that a full t a x would 
be better for h i m thau a partial tax? 

The Sueculacom' B l ight . 
St. Paul Globe. 

There is, as every one knows, a great deal 
of valuable unimproved property in the city 
of St. Paul. Though citizens have been ac-
customed to seeiug miserable shanties on 
vacant lots rauting alongside triuniphs of 
architectural skill costing scores of thou-
sands of dollars, for so long that the in-
congruity of it has ceased to present itself 
forcibly to their consciousness, it is the first 
thing tnat impresses a visitor to the city. 

That it impresses him unfavorably need 
hardly be said. Before he can make himself 
acqua inW with the city's real solidity in a 
commercial way he concludes that the pros-
perity of which he has read so much only 
appears in spots. The criticism is one f re-
queutly made, and it is apt. 

There is a hideousness and incongruity 
about the proximity of tumble down stacks 
to handsotne buildings tbat must be acknowl-
edged. It is a condition of affairs that tbe 
owners of unimproved business property 
ought to be ashamed of. It is strange that 
self-interest, if nothing else, does not induce 
them te cbange the complexion of things. 
Certainly. there is more money in a building, 
even of modest proportions, that can be 
readily rented, than in a vacant lot, however 
valuable, upon which taxes must be paid and 
which brings in no iucome. 

It is much to be hoped that tbe new year 
will bring with it an awakening of ihterest 
among property owners, and that a general 
resolution will be made to improve the gen­
eral appearanoe of the city, and to add to its 
->rospenty by extensive building operations 
'-"*— the present year. 

F r o n the l tcgiou of Tar. 

EENDERSONVILLE, N. C—(1) Soon after I 
began reading TKE STANDARD, and before I 
was fairly converted to a belief in the single 
tax, I was discussiug the subject with a 
friend and met this objection: Otticials might 
unreasonably raise taxes on certain lands, then 
b;d in the lands at tax sales, and afterward 
pu; the taxes below the average. I did not 
easn then consider this a very valid argu-
nunt; but I do not y e t see but that it would 
be possible under the land value tax system 
tet "land rings" to eurich themselves off the 
piople by some such method. 

(2) Before I ever saw T H E STANDARD or 
k.ew the.real nature of its doclrines I was 
ccivinced by reading Hudson's "The Rail-
\ ays and the Republic" (published by Har-
pi's) that the best aud only lugical solution 
o the railwa3r problem can be reached by 
siiply restoring the original status of the 
rålroads as public highways, which all have 
etial rights to use with appropriate vehicles 
ail motors of their own, by payiug a reasou-
ale toll, and observing necessary regula-
tius. The language of the Syracuse plat-
fem would seeui to propose the assumption 
b;government of the function of sole "com-
mn carrier" on these highways. I would like 
t' know how Messrs. George, Post, Croas-
dle, etc., stand on this point. 

w3) W hen the united labor party was readj' 
t do away with the "protective tariff" 
wuld it abohsh custom houses and all the 
nvehinery of revenue collection or retain 
tem (with nomiual imposts) for collecting sta-
ttics of imports and similar purposes'/ 

N. H. W H I T N X Y BROWN. 

(1) T h e rate of taxat ion in a g i v e n year 
ou id be uniform, therefore the on ly w a y 
i which officials could unreasonably raise 
txes would be by false appraisements of 
\ lue . If th i s were done general ly in a 
cmmunity it would def eat its purpose, 
ad if i t were done in particular cases it 
T>uld be easy l o expose i t 
(2) Speaking for myse l f I prefer that the 
aumuui ty should be its o w n c o m m o n 
arier, but t h e plan of m a k i n g ra i lways 
jblic h i g h w a y s would be better than ex-
i ing methods , 
(3) T o the extent tha t w e require 
atistics let u s appoint statist icians to 
dlect t h e m . I would aboiish every 
«stom house. 

• • ! • I. 1 

P e r Inforraatloa Only. 
DANBURT, Conn.—(1) We have a purely 
hd tax on thousands of acres here in Dan-
Iry, there being no buildings thereon. 

2̂) Within ten rods of where I am writing 
ere are fifty acres on which the owner pays 
00 a year tax. Another man owns 250 acres, 
id is taxed only $40. Now,, I don't see that 
F taxes are lessened by a purely land tax 
iy more than they are by a $740 tax on 
ildings. 
[3) Some of my friends have built flats 
id stores oa 100 feet square of land, on 
aich they are taxed $740 a year. Within 
0 feet on tbe same side of the street is an-
her 100 feet square of land, on which there 
a house, the property being taxed $500 a 
ar. Would you tax the land in both cases 
kef If you would make a difference, whyf 
(4) How, as location aad style and «w of 

buildings makes a difference in value, how 
will you go to work to equalize or deprive 
the present owners of tbe fee of the land on 
which the stores and dwellings stand? 

I write for information, not for argument. 
A. T. PECK. 

(1) Y o u h a v e n o t a pure land tax in 
Danbury. S o m e of your land is vacant 
and i s taxed, but improvements on other 
land i s a l so taxed. N o c o m m u n i t y has a 
pure lanjl t a x w h i c h taxes any th ing but 
land. 

(2) If the t w o pieces of "vacant land to 
which y o u refer, one of which is taxed 
$700 and t h e other §40, or $740 in all, 
wére not taxed a t all, but tha t a m o u n t 
were imposed on buildings, your house 
would bear i t s proportion of the increase. 
Your taxes are, therefore, lessened by tliis 
tax on the t w o pieces of vacunt land. 

(3) If the t w o pieces of iaad are of equal 
va lue they should be taxed equai ly , irre-
spect ive of t h e buildings. If a n y differ­
ence w e r e m a d e it should be o n l y because 
the land in one case was worth more t h a n 
in the other. 

(4) T h e style of buildings does no t m a k e 
a difference in t h e va lue of t h e laud on 
which they stand. If it did it would only 
be necessary to erect S t e w a r f s store in 
Danbury to m a k e the Danbury lot as 
valuable a s the lot in N e w York. The 
va lue of a n y g i v e n piece of laud i s not 
determined by the improvement , but by 
w h a t people are wi l l ing to g i ve for the 
location. B u t that is immater ia l to y o u r 
question, the. answer to wl i ich i s that w e 
would not g o to work at al i "to equalize 
or deprive the present owners of the fee of 
t h e land on which the stores and dwel l ings 
stand." W e would let t h e m keep the lee 
as l o n g as they paid their taxes. 

A Free Soiler'» IUddlea. 
CONNERSVILLE, Ind.—(1) Will not the tax-

ing of laud values entirely destroy the value 
of land; and if not, why not? 

(2) If it will, how can we raise money to 
pay a $50,000 salary to the president? 

(3) If we don't have high salaried officers 
for doing nothing, how can we perpetuate a 
"best societyT' 

(4) How can we keep out of communism 
and anarchy if we have no "best society?" 

(5) If the taxing of date trees and windows 
destroy ed them, will n>>t the taxing of land 
values destroy them? If not, why not? 

F R E E SOILJER. 

(1) If land va lues are taxed so h i g h tha t 
the entire rental is tåken in taxat ion , the 
se i l ing va iue of laud will be destroyed. 

(2) F r o m t h e land value or rent tax . 
(3) There is no urgent need for perpetu-

at ing that kind of "best society." 
(4) B y securing freedom. 
(5) Y e s , sei l ing values; but it wil l not 

destroy land. 

H o w to Do It. 

CAMPBELI. H I L L , III.—I am an enthusiastic 
adherent of the new political economy dating 
from the palmy days of poor Patrick Ford 
and the Irish World. Believing as 1 do that 
the right to the use of the earth, air and water 
belongs to the inhabitauts of the planet and 
to all its inhabitauts, I see no reason why, 
after the opportuuities which the control of 
the soil affords have been unjustly seized 
and appropriated by a landed few, they 
should not by common consent (the ballot) be 
restored to their just ownership: 

Added . to this, after a. soicjnvhat «areful 
study of the original writings of Mr. Henry 
George and subsequently of the columns of 
T H S STANDARD, I unhesitatingly accept the 
pian of restoration so simply aud graphically 
pointed out. Neverthetess, in cenunoc. with 
others for whose benelit this departmenfc of 
the paper is established, I desire to have one 
phase of the subject made piaiu; it is this: In 
conversatiou recently with a friend iu whose 
judgnvnt 1 have the greatestconfidence—he 
declared that a political chauge, so radical, so 
far reaching and so disastrous to individual 
interests as the proposed single tax wouJd be 
sure to prove, if bromrht about at once, or in 
any manner other thau by slow degrees, 
would be certain to throw the country into 
anarchy and revolution. What shall I say to 
this? Of course I understand that the pro­
posed tux on land values, or, as it might,well 
be put, locality opportuuities, would be ac-
eompauied by abolition of all other direct 
and iudirect taxes. Please explaiu at some 
length for the benefit. I think, of many read-
ers just what kind of legislative enactmenc 
in your judgment could be made to bring 
about this great measure of human justice. 

A. O. UEXUXG. 

It is hardly necessary to explain at 
length. I n the s tates no other enac tment 
Ls necessary than a l a w abohshing taxes 
on improvements and personal property, 
lea v ing the rate ou land values to adjust 
itself to m e e t the deticteucy; while in the 
Uni ted States we h a v e only to aboiish 
tariffs and impose such direct tax accord-
ing to population as is required, lay iug it 
on land va lues and col lect ing it through 
our present internat revenue niachinery. 

This m i g h t be done ail a t once, but it is 
more l ikely to c o m e about by the abolit ion 
of one t a x after another unti l only land 
va lues remain to be taxed. 

Seeing Men as Trees W a i k i u z . 

JLAWRENCE, Mass.—Suppose fifty per cent 
of tbe inhabitauts of a city are land owners. 
is it just to place all the taxes on them while 
the remainder enjoy the same privileges as 
to water, gas, police, and so forth? 

M. J. MxHOXEy. 
Yes . You must renicmber that while 

all enjoy the privi leges of water , gas , and 
so forth, only the fifty per cent enjoy the 
privilege of valuable land. By requiring 
them to pay for that privilege, privi leges 
are equal ized. 

Evident iy y o u h a v e g i v e n very l itt le 
thought and less reading to this subject. 
Read "Progress and Poverty1 ' and write 
again. 

Note». 
H O W E , Homewood, 111. J. C. H O W E , Homewood, 111.—-If you re 

read Mr. George's article in which he says 
that "the viere buving or reuting of land 
within a community in no way diminishes the 
amount of capital that can be used for 
productive purposes," \'ou will see that you 
have mistaken his point. The treating of 
land as a commodity does tend to check the 
production of capital, but payments for laud 
do not necessarily dimimsh exisring capital. 

H U G U S. ST. CLAIR, Philadelphia, Pa.—It 
is not proposed that the government should 
own land, either by seiziug or buving it. Thai 
is neither necessary nor desirable. W e are 
now taxing land values; and ail that is pro­
posed is to aboiish other taxes, allowing the 
deficiency thus created to be made up by in-
creasing the only remainiog tax. To compen-
sate these tax payers for paying taxes would 
be absurd. 

DisptJTANTSi New York.—Consult a lawyer 
in the usual way. 

Louis F. POST. 

POWDERLYS MISTAXE. 
H. F. Ring in Galveston News. 

Mr. Powderly, in the first of his letters on. 
the "Work of Knighthood," says he "no 
longer believes that the people can till the 
soil and own it in common." 

It is to be regretted that a man occupying 
the position of Mr. Powderly should ge t all. 
his notions of what the single tax doctrine 
is from the absurd and ridiculous misrcpre* 
sentations of it which are floating around ta 
the press instead of from a careful examina-
tion for himself of the writings of Henry 
George. 

"Till tøe soil in common i" A fine scheme 
indeed! 

Mr. Powderly says that every man should 
own his own home, a sentiment which the 
Georgites echo to the letter. But does Mr. 
Powderly propose any method by which ia-
boring men can more easily become the owa* 
ers of hornes* 

If so, what is it? The George m e n do, 
however, propose a method so simple and 
direct that Mr. Powderiy's ignorance of it ia 
wholly inexcusable in v iew of his pretea-
tious attempt to instruct the members of his 
order on the burning questions of the day. 

The George method of enabling working' 
people more easily to become the owners of 
their hornes and farms is simply to exempt 
personal property aud improvements on land 
from taxation. 

Under the present system the farmer own» 
ing a hundred acre farm is taxed on an as-
sessed valuation of say $1,000. The specuia-
tor owning one hundred acres of hind adjoin-
ing, cf equal value exclusive of improve­
ments, is taxed on an assessed valuation of 
but $200. The farmer's tax is .$10 a year; the 
speculator:s tax is $2 a year. The farmer 
gives employment to i åbor on his land, and 
thereby increases the prosperity of the com­
munity. The specuiator excludes labor from 
employment on his land, and thereby retards 
the prosperity of the community. Under the 
present system a laboring man in town pays, 
say $300 for a lot and builds a $700 house on 
it. His property is then assessed for taxes on 
a valuation of, say $tx>0: his taxes being $6.50 
a year. The specuiator who owns the re­
mainder of the lots in the block is assessed 
for the whoie of them on a valuation proba­
bly not exceeding $125 a lot; his taxes thus 
being on a lot of equal valut* with the one 
improved by the laboring man, but $1.25 a 
year—about oue-iifth as much as the laboring 
man pa37s. 

In all communities on an average about half 
the property valuation is m personal property 
and improvements on land; that is to say» 
iu values which are produeed directly by hu­
man -iudustry; the other half is iu the land it­
self, exclusive of anvthing done to it or daue 
upon it by the hand of man; the value last 
referred to having been placed on the land 
by the common energy and enterprise of th© 
whote community and having resuited from 
the increase of popuiution. Xow, if w e were 
to exempt personal property and improve-
meuts on land from taxation, it would sim­
ply be necessary to double the tax on land 
values. This would exact ly double the taxes 
paid oa every tract of vacant laud, but i5 
would reduce the taxes on every tract of im­
proved land. The specuiator's tax oa the 
100 acre tract of iaud adjuiuing that farmer 
referred to abuve would be $ i a year instead 
of $2, while that farmens t a x wouid alsofrbe 
$4 a year instead of $10. So also that town 
specuIator's tax wouid be $2.50 a year on each 
of the lots remainmg in that block instead of 
$1.25, while che Iaborer's t a x would be r e -
uuced from $u.5t) a year to $2.50. 

So much for the direct encouragem^nt to>-' 
the acquisilion of hornes resalung from. tha 
single tax reform. i 'ow, aote the indirect 
result. 

"What is the great obstacle in the w a y o f 
laborers obtaining hornes? I s it because of a 
scarcity of laud in our cities and towas? Ai" 
most- half the lots iu the city of New York 
are absoiutely vacant, and so it is in all our 
towus. 

The great obstacle which prevents working 
people from gett iag lots to buifd on is tha 
high pnce of the land. Why is it higni Be­
cause our laws encourage speculators and 
XorestaHers to invest their money in dirt 
rat her than in miils aud facturitrs and other 
chanueis giving employment to labor. H o w 
do our laws encourage men to bu ry tbeir cap­
ital in dirt instead of in v esting it in produc­
tive enterprises? By an absurd system of 
taxation which encournges meu to hold land 
in idleuess by taxing it on a iow valuation. so 
long as it is held itiie, and dtscuurages men 
frum improvins land by tuxiug it on a high 
valuation the moment it is improved. If the 
taxes on vacant lund in any town were double 
would not people be a lit l ic more sky abuut 
in vesting their money in such vacant iaudi 
"Would not people bavitig vacant land be a 
little more anxiuus" to geE rid of it? Would 
not this tend to keep the priees of lots down. 
—to make them cheaper* And if lots were 
cheaper could not laboring people get hold of 
them easieri And hence would it not be 
eusier for iaboriug people to become owners 
ol their own hornes, as Mr. Powdesly desires. 
Aud if after they had obtained their hornes 
the taxes ou the same were less by half than 
under tue present system, would not this fact 
also encourage mure laborers to become home 
owners* 

Aud furt her more, if people having money 
to invest were di^coumged from investing ib 
iu vacant land on accouut of this tax on land 
values, wouid they not be a little more in-
ciiued to invest it in factories aud niiils, par-
ticularly if such investments were exempt 
from taxation exeept as to tbe value of tha 
ground o cc up Led by the mill site? And if tha 
capital ivbich now goes intu dirfe, for the pur­
pose of forestalling the farmer and laborer, 
were thus invested in pruductive enterprises 
eaployiug labor, wouid it not make times 
livelier/ 

Mr. Powderly complains bitterly of land 
speculation, but does he propose any remcdyf 
Will any one propose a remedy so simple and 
effective and betieiicial to all as the single 
tax on iand values? 

Interestin-j to BroukJyu Ueaders . 
BROOKLYN, N. Y.—A meetiug of th« 

Elevcuth ward association uuited labor 
party was held on Tuesday evening, Jan. 17, 
at No. 32S Gold street (Hibernian hall), a t 
which it was decided to issuecircuiars calling 
upon all syinpattuzers in the ward to join the 
ward association. In future, debates betweea. 
twu of - the members will be held a t e v e r y 
meeting; aud when advisable a series of en­
ter tamments will be given. Al! readers of 
THE STAXOAKO hi the ward who are desirous 
of joininj: witl please uddress F. C. Wickes» 
president, No. 17uSuuih Elliott place. Brook-
iyun; A- L. DeGuut, secreuary, 2o Ra3'mond 
street, Brooklyn. 

A Farmer U b o " s e e s the Cat.** 
UXION STAR, MO.—I am a farmer and o w a 

my farm. as hue and fertile as can be found in 
the west, containing near two hundred acres, 
but I a in not afraid or the land value tax. I 
am anti-monopolist clear through» if it should 
strike a monopoly that I am concerned in. 
There are many ihat are only opposed to 
monopolies that others are interested in, bufe 
whenever the opposition strikes anytning that 
they are engaged in themselves, then t h e y 
are out. JOSJJZSAS EPFLKSU 
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r&aVTFOatH OF THE 
rARTT. 

at Srvacaae Ai 19, 18BT. 

Weitaeaelecates of the aalted laaor party 
, in d a t e convention assemblad, bereby 

ths fundamental platform of tbe party, and tbs 
ala on whicb v e ask tbe co-operation of Citizens 

er states, tbe XoUowinr declaratioa of pria-
i adopted on September 23,lttf, by tbe conrenUou 

Brnde and labor asaociatiocs of toe ettjr of Kew 
,tbat resaltedintaoformaUoo of tha BBltart lahor 

S*ny. 
"Hoiiilns that the eorrnptlwis of government and tha 

IgBpovenshinent or labor result from neglect øt tbe seif* 
it trutn» proclaiaied by tbe foundeis of .this re> 

that ali men are created equal aod are 
ted by their Creator sritb unalienabie rights, we 

it tbe abolition of a system whicb compels men to 
r their fellow creatures for tbe use of God's pif ts to 
•ud peimits monopoliser* to deprive labor of 

opportunities for eniployment, thus fuling tbe 
lartth traicps andpavi>ers and bringing abuut aa 

i competition whicb tends to reduce wages to 
•aarøtlon rates an«l to make tbe wealth producer tha 
asaastrisi slave or those who grow ricb bv bis toiL 

"•øldinjr, moreover, that the ad vintages ansing from 
Lfrowth and unprovement belong to society at 

re aim at the a boli Uon of tbe «ystem whicb make» 
beacfiwnt. inventions as tbe railroad and tele-
i a nieaus for the cppression of tbe people and tbe 
adizemeiit of an aristoeracy ©r wealth and 

We declare tbe tråe purpose of govsrnnient to 
waint-enance of that *acred right of property 

sriucb«ivcs to every o;.e opportuUty to enipioy hi» labor, 
I securtty tLa: Lo sl-all oujoy ils frmiis; to prevent the 

fram oppressing the veafc.and toe unscrupulous 
i rubbmg the honest; and to do for the equal henent 

afallsuch LfaJups as can be hetter done by organized soci-
atgr tfcan by inåividuals; and we alm at (he abolition of 
all laws wlucui i -e ;oany classof Citizensad«.-amages, 
•ttfaer judlciaL tnancial. industrial or politicaL that 
a m aot «quaily siiuJoJ by all otbent." * 

V é cail upon ail who &eek the emandpation of labor. 
aaA who would make tbe American unioB and its com-

rtates ctnocratic commonwealth» of really 
sacd idepeadect Citizens, touraoreall minor differ» 

[ and join with us in crgasLrin; a great national 
on this broad platform of catoral right* ana 
justic*". We do not aiai at securing any forced 

'in tha distnbuton of wealtb. We do not pre-
> thai tb« state shallattempt tocontrolproductioD. 

i distributioa. or in any «risa icterfere with tbs 
i of tbe inditiduai to use bis labor or capital IB 

• a y way that may seem proptr to bim and tbat wlil 
aatiaterfere with the equal righta of otbers. Kor do 
«SB pcoposa tbat tbe state sbaU take possesaion of 
BBBt aad either were it or rest it out. Wbat 
« a propose is not tbe disturbing of any aiaa la 
Ass asMinr «" titie, hut by abolisbing all tases on iadas-
arjraritsproducis, to leave to tbe producer toe full 
aratai cf bis esertion and by the taxatlon of land values, 
aBdasiveof improvcments, to devose to tbe common 
W aud benelit those vaiues, whicb, arising not from 
éaaasertion of tbe individual, but from tbe growta of 

ty, belcng justlyto tbe community as a whole. Tbis 
eed taxation of land, not accordmg to its area, bat 

aarnriliur to its value, must. wbile relieving tbe woriang 
and small homestead owner of tbe undue bur-

aow Imposod vpon tbem, make it unproflta-
»to bold land f er speculation. aod tbus tbrow open 

opportunities for tbe employment of labor 
l the builuing- up of hornes. 

Val le thus firoplifymg government by doing away 
t tbe borde of oTficials required by tbe present sys» 

a of taxation and with its inoentives to traud and 
raption, we would further promote tbe common weal 
I further secure tbe equal rights of aU, by placing on-
r public control such agencies as are in theår natura 

lies: We would haveourauuiicipalities supply 
•inhabitants with water, light and heat; we would 
i tbe general government Lssucall money, witbout 

kiatervention of banks; we would add a postal tele­
system and postal savings banks to tbe postal 
s, and would assume public control and owner-
t those iron roidswhich aave become tbe higa-

t ol modem commerce. 
Wbile declaring the foregoing to be tbe fundamental 

avincipies ani aims of tbe united labor party, and 
tconscious that no reform can gire effectual aad 

atrelief to labor tbat does aot iavolve tbe 
. recogniuon of equal rights to natnral opportsni-

tias. we aevertbeless, as measures of relief from soma 
aftba eviieffects of ignorlng tfaose nghts, favor sacb 
aajaslauøaas may tend to redao» tbe bours of labor. 
taarevent tbe employment of cbildren of tender vean, 
•aavaidtbeeunpetition of convict labor with 

ry. to Eecure the sanitary inspsctioa of 
.Tactories and mines, and to pul aa aad to the 

i «f conspiracy laws. 
Wb desire also to so simplify tbe pioredura at aar 

and diminish the expense of legal proceediags, 
ttbepoor may beplacedonanequality w i tb tber i^ 

leng delays wnich aow result IB aramlBloiM 
of Justice may be prevented. 

IsmcetbeballotistheonlymeaasbywhlchlBour 
: tbe redross of poUtical and social grievances is 

acsought. we especially and emphatically declare for 
ladoption of wbat is known as the "Australian sys. 
aatvotiiig.^iaorderthat tbe effectual secrecy of tha 
lot aad tbs relief of candidates for public affica 
aa tbe heavy expenses aow imposed ap n tbem, 

r prevent briberyand intimidation. doaway witb 
discriminatlons ln favor of the ricb aad aa. 

and lessea tbe perdcious isfluaaca af 
riapoliucs. 

l a •apport of tbesealmswe solidt the co-operattoa 
a* all patriotic Citizens who, sick of tbe degradatioa of 

, desire by eooscitutional metbods to astabush 
to preicrve liberty. to extead tfaa apirit af 
F. and to elevate buaiaaity. 

V H E 6 I S G L E T A X A X U T U B T A R I F F . 

I t is often assumed, by men who are 
tboioughly couvinoed of the justice and 
iKflportance of the single tax on land 
values, that the establishment of even ab-
solutefree trade would do little toward 
brimjin^ about the success of tlie move-

it in favor of the single tax, and that 
reductions of the tariff on imported 

coods, or even tlie enactment of a purely 
leveoue tariff, would do nothing wiiatever 
Sn tbat direction. 

Le t us consider whether this view is oor-
t e c t 

L 
Let the most radical advocates of the 

Bngle tax—those who deny the right of 
private ownership of land—ask themselves 
w h y tJieydo so. Is it not because they 
4eny the right of the government to allow 
fndividuals to levy the tax called rent for 
tbeir o v n private benefit, when it justly 

igs to the people? Is not the very 
of their whole pohtical creed a 

: deniai of the justice of any sys-
*emwiucnaJlowsafewDersan» to.coUeet 

for their own use a tax from the whole 
people, which ought to g o solely to the use 
of the government for the benefit of the 
whole people? 

W h y do the radical opponents of private 
property in land refuse to consent to the 
payment of compensation to landlords, as 
a condiuon of the nationalizatioa of land? 
Is there any otber reason than this, thaU 
if they agree to pay taxes for the purpose 
of compensating the landlords, they prac-
tically agree to submit to the same taxa­
tion for the benefit of mdividuals, under 
the name of taxation, against which they 
rebel, under the name of rent? 

If i t is just and right tha t the people at 
large should be taxed for any purpose, 
other than for the support of that govern­
ment which is for '' e benefit of all, then 
it is just as well that this tax should be 
called rent, as that it should g o by any 
other name. 

Now all protectwe taxes are, in their 
Tery nature, taxes levied upon the people 
at large, for the benefit of the persons who 
own the land upon which the protected 
articles are produced, or the tools by which 
those articles are made. Into thulr pock-
ets the whole benefit of any protective 
tariff must necessarily go. 

If this is all right and proper, why is it 
not equally right and proper that another 
tax, called rent, should also be levied on 
the people, for the benefit of land owners? 
If the prosperity of America depends upon 
taxing us all for the support of manufak­
turers, why is i t not likely to be still more 
promoted by taxing us for the benefit of 
land owners? The protected manufactur-
ers number less than 100,000; the land 
owners number over 4,000,000. It is there-
fore forry times as beneficia! to the na­
tion to tax it heavily under the name of 
rent, as to tax it heavily under the name 
of protection. 

But it wili be said that the manufactur-
ers distribute the benefits of protection in 
high wages. If this is.true of them, it is 
equally true of the land owners. They 
pay just as good wages as the manufak­
turers do; and they do not combine to im­
port foreign pauper laborers, as manufac-
turers and mine operators do. It is said that 
tlie manufacturers pay out 90 per cent of 
their income in wages. If that is true, 
then the land owners pay out 100 per cent 
of theirs in tlie same way; because they 
hire servants to make them comfortable, 
builders to build them houses, buteners to 
give them meat, bakers to give theni 
bread and coachmen to drive them about. 
The land owners, therefore, are only mis-
understood philanthropists, who worry 
themselves with the collection of the tax, 
called rent, solely for the purpose of pro-
viding poor landless men and women with 
work. 

Every man who votes for a protective 
tariff ought, to be consistent, to vote for 
high rents, teo; since the more the land­
lords collect tn rent the luvnd they wili 
spend in wages. 

n» 

Leaving the question of consistency, let 
us inquire how the abolition of private 
property in land is to be brought about 

It is clear that it is a movement for the 
abolition of something. What do the land 
reformers want to abolish? AU taxes ex-
cept one. 

It is an abolition movement, pure and 
simple. It proposes nothing but aboli­
tion. It does not propose to create any 
new taxes. Land is taxed already. The 
"new crusade" simply proposes to abolish 
every tax which does not fall upon the 
value of land. All the rest of the scheme 
wiil take care of itself. 

Pray, how are all taxes, other than the 
land tax, to be abolished if we are not 
willing to abolish the tariff? How is 
the tariff to be abolished altogether, if we 
are not willing to abolish it in part? Are 
we to refuse to abolish any taxes, until the 
happy day arrives when we can abolish 
all at once? W e should certainly have to 
waitahundred years, probablyfive hun-
dred years, before such a policy could suc-
ceed. 

Those who are sincerely in favor of 
abolishing all taxes except one, wili, if 
they have a grain of common sense, vote 
for the abolition of each tax, one by one, 
as fast as it can be reached. No man can 
ever ge t to the end of a road who wili not 
take one step at a time. Every sincere 
and sensible believer in the single land 
tax, therefore, wili vote for the abolition 
of every other tax—with one limitation. 

That limitation is that some taxes have 
a tendency to draw to themselves the sup­
port of powerful interests, while others 
have not; and those who want to abolish 
all indirect taxes should be caref ul to strike 
first at those which have the support of 
these interests, so as to get them first out 
of the way. When those are got rid of 
the others wili fall quickly enough. But, 
if the weakly supported taxes are abolished 
first, the others wili be all the harder to get 
rid of. If you want to topple over a row 
of bricks, put the heaviest one at the end 
and knock that over; all the rest wili fall 
without your touching them. But if you 
begin with a light thin bVickyou may have 
to pull down each, one bv one. 

The tariff is the heavy brick in taxation; 
and the protective part of the tariff is the 
solid strength of the whole. Strike out 
protection, and no one wili care to main-
tain the tariff. Abolish the tariff, and all 
internal revenue taxes wili be abolished on 
the same day, without a murmur from any 
quarten But if you abolish the internal 
revenue taxes first, you g ive to the tariff 
enormous new strength and continue in-
definitely its protective features, which are 
the greatest ofestacle to the adoption of the 
single land t a s that ever existed or ever 
can exist. 

Quite apart from theabstract question of 
free trade, therefore, the total abolition of 
tht tariff is uxdispensahle to the establiahr 

insist ment of the single tax. Those who 
upon maintaining any tariff insist upon 
maintaining rent and private property 
in land, for the two things are bound 
up together. Those who vote to repeal in­
ternal taxes upon liquors and tobacco help 
to keep the tariff in existence for the next 
fifty years, because the influence of capital, 
which is now divided between the two 
systems, wili then be concentrated in sup­
port of the tariff, and the plea of necessity 
of revenue wili be successfully used for 
fifty years to keep up a high tariff. 

But the tariff cannot be abolished in a 
day. It must be tåken down in pieces. 
It is as absurd to refuse to vote for re­
ductions in the tariff, while favoring its 
total abolition, as it would be to insist that 
a wall should be tåken down all in one in­
stant or not at alL The wall must be 
tåken down brick by brick; and so must 
the tariff. Every reductaon makes the 
next step easier. 

In short, the believers in the single tax 
docirine, including those who support it 
as a means of nationalizing the land, as 
well as others, are simply tax abolishers. 
If they wili not vote to abolish existing 
taxes, they do not really believe in tlie d o o 
trine which they profess. If they wili not 
vote to abolish any taxes, unless they can 
abolish all at once, they wili have to wait 
until we are all dead, buried and forgotten. 
If they vote to abolish the taxes on whisky 
and tobacco, before the tariff taxes are re-
pealed, they play into the hands of their 
enemies; they unite the influence of cap­
ital against themselves, which is now 
divided to some extent; and they postpone 
the possibility of their own success for 
balf a century. 

All that is necessary to be accomplished 
in order to secure the speedy triuuiph of 
the land tax is to abolish the tariff. When 
public sentiment is brought to that point, 
all indirect taxation wili go with the tariff 
in a single day. When the nation comes 
down to direct taxation, the equity and 
accuracy of the single tax on the value of 
land alone wili be so clear and unmistak-
able, its superiority over the income tax 
and all other direct taxes so palpable, that 
no further serious effort wili be needed to 
insure its adoption. 

Whoever votes to maintain any protec­
tive duties in the tariff votes to mainiain 
the tariff itself. 

Whoever votes for any tariff votes to 
defeat the single tax. 

Whoever refuses to vote for "tariff re­
form," on the ground that it does not go 
far enough (as, of course, it does not), re­
fuses to take the first step on the long road 
which leads to land reform, because he 
cannot leap over the whole length of the 
road at once. 

Whoever does - any of these things does 
all which at present hes in his power to 
perpetuate private property in land, the 
rent system and the system of indirect 
taxation, under which iho poor-,<qsl»Tirmjp-; 
have paid, and always wili pay, ten times 
as much as the rich. 

THOMAS G. SHEARMAX. 

A N T I - P O V E R T Y I N C A N A D A . 

The anti-poverty crusade flourishes in 
Canada. Some*of the best work of the 
past year was done there. The societj is 
strong; two or three leading newspapers 
have come to advocate the single tax; ihe 
long established and witty Grip of Toron­
to, which, unlike our "funnv" papers, 
aims to be witty and humorous råtner 
than vulgar and libelous, f requently pre­
sents anti-poverty cartoons illustrative of 
the benefieence of making land values 
common property; and several able aid 
earnest advocates have been developed ly 
the agitation. One of the more receit 
publications of the society, issued by tie 
Grip printing and publishing company >f 
Toronto, is a leeture by Richard I. Lane-
field, in which he explains why he joind 
the new crusade. It is in the tone aid 
spirit of the anti-poverty movement, sho;r-
ing vividly those deep valleys of povery 
in contrast with great mountains of 
wealth which characterize our civilia-
tion, and pointing out the dift 
of organized Christianity away from te 
teachings of the Master. To remey 
this Mr. Lancefield sees, as every ca-
did man who thinks must see, tht 
there must be greater liberty for mankiri. 
Above all, the natura! right to earn a 1--
ing must be secured by destroying ma-
opoly of land. The method of accomplia-
ing this is, in the present stage of the aj-
tation, obvious. Products must be fred 
from taxation, and land values must e 
taxed until no one wili own land excepto 
use it. It is this remedy that Mr. Lam-
field advocates with ability. And so te 
work goes on. Here a man, there a ma, 
yonder a group upon whom the light hs 
broken, are laboring according to thr 
opportunities to make others see what thy 
see; and in the conversion of men fra 
churchism to Christianity, from protectic-
ism to tariffs for revenue, from reveæ 
reformers to free traders, from free tre­
ers to advocates of a single tax on lai 
values, ånd from that to believers in te 
equal natura! right of all men to ti 
land—the fruits of the labor of men le 
Mr. Lancefield are to be seen. 

It is said that the congressional co-
mittee on banking and currency favt» 
allowing banks to issue currency to te 
full face value of their United Stas 
bonds, and the Sun thinks it curious tit 
General Weaver, who is always "pratirf 
about more currency, is opposed to ts 
plan. General Weaver's "prating" abd 
more currency has been a "prating" ir 
more government currency and less bat 
currency. There is, therefore, nothif 
more curious about his opposition to fc 
banking committee than that a memljr 
of congress should be opposed to sped 

privileges. The bonds held by banks, 
amounting to something hke a quarter of 
the entire interest bearing debt of the 
nation, are already in effect paid off to the 
extent of ninety per cent "of their face 
value, and yet the government pays in­
terest to the banks on the entire face 
value. The proposition now is to pay off 
the remaining ten per cent and still to 
continue the interest. General Weaver 
is opposed to this, and no reason has yet 
been given why, as an honest man, he 
should not be opposed to it. 

Ignorance of the single tax occasionally 
manifests itself in strange places. Here 
is the Chicago Tribune, which, in an 
acrobatic effort to balance one of its 
editorials between protection and free 
trade, offers Japan as a horrible example 
of a country that loses the benefits of reve­
nue tariff by taxing land. That Japan 
taxes land while single tax advocates pro­
pose to tax land values is all the same to 
the Tribune. 

Colonel J. H. Pierce, who is interested 
in promoting a scheme to lay a pneumatic 
tube for the transportation of passengers 
under the surface of the ocean, specifies as 
one of its advantages over railroading on 
land, that the right of way would cost 
nothing. Colonel Pierce should be more 
secretive about that advantage. If it ever 
becomes reasonably certain that the own-
ership of ocean beds can be made profita­
ble, some international congress, duly im-
pressed by the arguments of the lobby, 
wili uudertake to seil to corporations and 
individuals "all their right, title and in­
terest in and to all that land lying north 
and south between the poles and east and 
west between the eastern and western 
continents, and now under water, to have 
and to hold unto them, their successors, 
h e i » or assigns forever." After that 
Colonel Pierce's right of way wili cost 
something. 

The New York Press of Jan. 22 points 
with pride to the granite quarries of New 
England, and explains how it is that we 
nianage to work them. It says: 

A dury of Sl per ton on roug-h stock and 
au ad valorem duty on cut granite serve to 
keep out of the market a large amount of 
Canadian and Scotch granite, cut by cbeap 
labor, which wheu pohshed competes now 
very actively iudeed with the home produet. 
Piece workers iu the quarries earn ironi 
$2.50 to §3.50 per day during the working seu-
son. 

And then the Press goes on to tell us 
fhat men come to this country from Scot-
land every spring, .work at granite cutting 
during the summer, and then go back to 
spend the winter with their families in 
Scotland. 

W e have heard some funny "argu­
ments" on behalf of the tariff tax before 
now, but none quite so funny as this. A 
tax upon Americans to pay the passages 
of Scotchmen to and fro across the Atlan­
tic, is indeed a boon. The Press remarks 
that "the granite industry is but another 
example of the beneficial effect to the 
workingman of our protective tariff." W e 
aurree with tlie Press. 

A QlEEIt CHRISTIAN. 
Tbe Reverend William Kirkus is a Master 

of Arts and a Bachelor of Laws. He is also 
the«author of an artiele in the Independent of 
January 19, wherein the doctrine of the sin­
gle tax is refuted, Professor Ely mildly chid-
den for his recent dalliance with the accursed 
thiug, aud the ministers of religion who have 
tåken up the cross of the new crusade satiri-
cally praised for their "conscieutiousness." 
This is a good deal to aecomplish in less than 
three columns. but the Reverend William 
Kirkus, M.A., LL.B., does it to his own sat-
isfaction, aud perhaps to that of some of the 
readers of the Independent. Mr. Kirkus's 
statements and arguments are worth review-
ing, if only for the sake of notiug how easy 
it is for oue who persists in gnawing on a file 
to mistake the wastage of his iucisors for an 
effect produced upon the steel. 

The refutation of the single tax theory 
gives Mr. Kirkus very little trouble. This is 
the way he disposes of it. The italics, be it 
noted, are Mr. Kirkus's, not miue: 

Tbe sunposed excellence of the immediate 
apparent object of the theorists—the iustant 
abolition of poverty, for instance—blinds 
many good people to the unmistakable and 
undisputed fact that the funds out of ivhich 
the poor are to be relieved are to be obtained 
by contiscation; or, in plain English, by 
wholesale robbery. And they have acquired 
so incurable a habit of using the Bible for the 
purpose of prov ing every tb.ing they want to 
have proved that they commit the very 
authority of scripture to a responsibility for 
the wildest social schemes or social revoiu-
tion. If the Bible entirely sustains ''Progress 
and Poverty" then tcitli Mr. Henry George 
the Bible viust stand or fall. For my own 
part, if I could be convinced that, the Bible 
did somewhere or other really aflirm the 
pecuiiar doet rines of that very popular 
agitator, that part of the Bible I should most 
unhesitatingly reject. 

The Reverend Kirkus is a pretty positive 
man—even for a master of arts and bachelor 
of laws. * He doesn't go quite so far as to 
say, "Before Abraham was, I AM;" but that 
is clearly what he means. "Christfs teach­
ings," say certain of Mr. Kirkus's clerical 
brethren, "are founded on the recognition of 
the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood 
of man; and can never be reduced to prac-
tice until the equal rights of all men to the 
bounties of the Father are recognized." And 
when the clerical Drethren offer to prove this, 
taking Christfs own words as the basis of 
their argument, the Reverend Kirkus wraps 
his magisterial and baccalaureate gown 
about him and turns away with the retort: 
"So much the worse for Christr' Really, 
when you come to look into the matter, there 
is a certain sa vor of infidelity about the Rev­
erend Kirkus that might have got him into 
trouble had he lived a few centuries ago. 

But though this master of arts and bachelor 
of laws refuses to accept the word of God as 

authority, there is, fortunately, an author for 
whom he has more respect; and, curiously 
enough, the writer to whom he defers was 
one who had very serious doubts as to the 
existence of any God at all, of either pro-
poverty or anti-poverty proclivities. He feels 
it necessary to look out for error in the word 
of God, but bo has absolute faita in John 

Stuart Mill. In the paragraph following that 
already quoted, he says: 

I hope it is not presumptuous to say that I 
cannot entirely agree with him (Professor 
Ely) in his political economy; for. at any rate, 
my first great master iu that science was 
John Stuart Mill, and I have n e v e lost my 
reverene© for that truly great teacher. It 
seems to me to be superseded neither by 
Moses nor by Karl Marx. 

All right 1 don'fc admire the Reverend 
£irkus's theological consistency; but if he 
prefers Mill to Christ, I have no objection. 
Wili he do me the favor to turn to MuTs 
"Principles of Political Economy," book II, 
chapter 11, section 6, paragraph 4, and read 
these words: 

When the "sacredness of property" is 
talked of, it should always be remembered 
that any such sacredness does not betong in 
the same degree to landed property. No 
man made the land. It is the original inher-
itance of the whole species. Its appropria-
tion is wholly a question of general expedi-
ency. When private property in land is not 
expedient, it is unjust. It is no hardship to 
auy one to be excluded from what others have 
produced; they were not bound to produce it 
for his use, and he loses nothiug by not shar-
ing in what otherwise would not have ex­
isted at all. But it is some hardship to be 
born into the world and to tind all nature's 

?:ifts previously engrossed and no place left 
or the newcomer. To reconcile people to 

tbis, after they have once admitted into their 
minds the idea that any moral rights belong to 
them as human beiugs, it wili always be 
necessary to convince them that the exclusive 
appropriation is good for mankiud on the 
whole, themselves included. 

It is, indeed, very true that John Stuart 
Mill, while thus emphatically stating the 
wrongfulness of private ownership of land, 
also expressed the opinion that it should not 
be abolished without compensation to the so-
called owners. Lofty as was his standard of 
justice, cicar as was his reasoning power, 
Mill could not free himself from the influence 
of his education and surroundings. The blas-
phemous theory of Malthus—that an almighty 
demon thrusts men into this world, as a cruel 
boy crowds cats into a bag, to deiight him­
self with their struggles and sufferings—col-
ored all his thoughts; and though he sternly 
refused to worship the demon, he religiously 
believed in his evil doings, and considered 
poverty a curse, which, though it might 
be partly held in check by pestilence, 
famine, war, and crime, could never be 
eradicated. Had he but grasped the 
trutn that natural forccs and natural 
material are superabundantly sufScient for 
all the calls that can ever be made upon them 
by humanity—had he but learned that man-
kind needs but freedom, to make involuntary 
poverty impossible—we may be very sure 
that John Stuart Mill would have east aside 
both his respect for landlords' parchments, 
and his contempt for the Being whom the 
Reverend Mr. Kirkus continues to worship, 
albeit with his weather eve open. But with 
ali this I have no concern. For Joha Stuart 
Mill is the Reverend Kirkus's witness, not 
mine; and it suffices for me to show, from 
Mill's own writings, that in the most im­
portant respect his views regarding the private 
ownership of land were the same as those ex­
pressed by the word of God, whose testimony 
the Reverend William Kirkus, M.A, LL.B., 
so scornfuliv refuses to consider. 

Mr. Kirkus mildly rebukes Professor Ely 
for not denying the doctrine of the single 
tax in toto. "Think," he says, "what must 
be the real effect of Mr. Gebrge's 'crusade,' 
when even a care ful student like Mr. Ely 
can deal so tenderly with his theory." But 
Professor Ely's tenderness consisted simply 
in this: that he dimissed the single tax theory 
because he thought it involved "confisca-
tion;" and unless the Reverend Kirkus is 
prepared to sacrifice his faith in Mill's Po­
litical Economy as well as in the Bible, he 
himself is not very far from occupying Pro­
fessor- Ely's position. The chief difference 
between them is that whereas the professor 
would be very glad if he could "agree with 
the ethics of the confiscation," the Reverend 
Kirkus wouldn't, which is a moral, but not a 
logical. difference. and simply goes to show 
that Mr. Kirkus approves of poverty, and 
would not have it abolished even if he could 
righteously do so. On the whole, it seems to 
me that Mr. Kirkus must either drop John 
Stuart Mill, or range himself by Professor 
Ely's side. 

CLEVELAND, O.—In your issue of Jan. 7 
you make a very pretty sermon from the 
text, "Seek ve first the kingdom of God and 
His righteousness and ali these things shall 
be added unto-you." 

Now tell us something about Jesus's other 
sayings, such as, "Take no thought for the 
morrow," and, "If any maa come to me and 
hate not his father, and mother, and wife, 
and children, and brethren, and sisters, yea, 
and his own life also, he caunot be my dis-
ciple." 

What would become of the world if all 
should do as Jesus did? There are mauy of 
His sayings and actions which it wili not do 
to follow. G. M. JACKSON. 

The above is a letter that came to THE 
STANDARD a week or two ago. I wonder how 
the Reverend William Kirkus would answer 
such a letter if it came to him. Would he 
send Mr. Jackson a copy of MilPs "Political 
Economy" and warn him to expunge from 
his Bible all the sayings of Christ for which 
MilPs authority is lacking? Would he tell 
him that Christ and His disciples were noth­
ing but a sort of Judean Pickwick club, and 
that the saying of the Master were to be 
accepted only under special reservation. 
What would he say to Mr. Jackson? I con-
fess I find it very hard to imagine. 

But this I know: It is because men are writ 
ing such ietters aud asking such questions as 
Mr. Jackson's; it is because they themselves 
are asking such questions of their own hearts, 
with the burning knowledge that they must 
find the answers if they would save their 
souls alive, that the Christian ministers at 
whom the Reverend William Kirkus jeers are 
proclaiming the anti-poverty Jbspel "as if it 
were a new crusade." These men do not, like 
the Reverend William Kirkus, believe that 
"the special work of a minister of the gospel, 
though it may not incapacitate a man for the 
study of political economy, wili certainly di-
vert his attention from great social princi­
ples." On the contrary, they bdieve that 
Chrisfs gospel is, emphatically, a gospel of 
"great social principles." Th/.y believe that 
God understands political economy at least 
as well as John Stuart Mill did. And they 
believe that any human institution that con-
flicts or renders invalid the least of Chrisfs 
laws for man's social life must, and should, 
and shall be swept away. 

These raen read in Chrisfs words the gos­
pel of human brotherhood. They hear and 
see that gospel openly flouted as a utopian 
impossibility. They seek the reason, and 
they find it in the violation of the first prin-
cipleof brotherhood—toe equal privileg© of 

access to the Father's bounty. The Reverend 
William Kirkus tbinks that when they do this 
they show themselves "prepared to abandon 
that very work to which they once believed 
that Almighty God had specially called them, 
for the sake of propagating a particular 
theory about land and taxation and tha 
functions of government." But thinkingmea 
wili acknowledge that sworn servants of 
Christ can in no way better serve their Mas­
ter than by striving to render ib possibie for 
mankind to live according to His teachings. 

T. L. McCREADr. 

THE PRESIDENT AND THE RAIL-
ROADS. 

The recenfc message of the President con-
cerning the Pacific railroads shows no sign of 
the vigor and courage that marked his ad-
mirable i j,i-:if message. Mr. Cleveland evi-
dently sees clearly that the history of tha 
Pacific railroads is one long record of delib-
erate swindling. He recogmzes tbe duty of 
congress to iuterfere to save, even yet, soma 
of the peopie's money from the rapacity of 
these corporations; he suggests that it may 
be possibie to prevent any further delivery of 
public lands to corporations that have per-
sistently violated the obligations of the con-
tract under which such lands were promised 
to them, and he goes so far as to intimate 
that those personally responsible for the most 
flagrant acts of swindling, disclosed by tha 
reports of the commissioners, shall be crimi-
nally prosecuted. But the president 
is apparentiy content to stop with 

these suggestions and criticisms. Ha 
gives a lukewarm indorsement to tha 
obnoxious scheme favored by the- ma-
jority of the commission, and opposes tha 
only practicable plan ot doing justice with­
out imposing new burdens on the western 
people by declaring positively against any 
arrangement that would put these roads or 
any part of them into the hands of the gov­
ernment. He also declares that the settle­
ment of tho whole question is so peculiarly 
within the province of congress that it hardly 
seems worth while for the executive to inter-
fere in it at all. In short, Mr. Cleveland 
says, in substance, that a gang of swindlers 
have obtained fraudulent possession of rail­
roads built with public money, but that tha 
government must not take possession of tha 
stolen property. It must make the bestt 
terms it can with the thieves, threatening 
them, if nced be, with criminal prosecution, 
but assuring them in advance that it wili not 
exercise its unquestioned right to foreclosa 
its mortgage on the roads. 

Such a message is in broad contrast, not 
only with Mr. Cleveland's tariff message, bufe 
with the renutation he enjoys among his ad-
mirers as a man always ready to do the right 
thing because it is right, without stopping to 
consider the effect on his own poUtical for­
tunes. One of the considerations that lent 
force to the recent tariff message was the dis­
play of boldness and courage by a probabla 
candidate but a few months in advance of 
the meeting of the democratic nominating 
convention. Men who had up to that time re­
fused to credit Mr. Cleveland with the vir-
tues claimed for him by his friends were dis-
posed to admit that he at least had couraga 
of a rare quality to thus force an issue from 
which so many mere politicians desired to 
run away. 

Having made tariff reduc*** he issue, Mr. 
Cleveland and his party can^o* now escapa 
it; but prudence as well as principle should 
dictate to them to make their fight for tariff 
reform part of a general policy of opposi­
tion to all mi >nopolies. The presidenfs mes­
sage on the Pacific roads is not in accord with 
such a policy, and his party ought not to 
follow him in this departure. The report of 
the majority of the comrnissioi. is simply a 
surrender to the Pacific railway rings, and it 
ought to be rejected by congress. Mr. Ander­
son of Illinois very properly^introduced a 
much better measure in the house last Mon-
day, which directs the attorney general to 
bring suits for the forfeitures provided for in. 
the Thurman act and to criminally prosecute 
Leland Stanford, C. P. Huntington, Charles 
Crocker, Jay Gould, Russell Sage, Sidney Dil-
lon, John B. Alley and a number of others 
named in the bill. 

This is unquestionably far better than con-
doning the crimes of these men and giving 
them a new lease- of power. The forfeitura 
of the charters is also in the right direction, 
since it tends to bring these roads into tha 
hands of the government. Any attempt 
to extend the time for the payment of 
the debt owed by those . companies 
to the government can have but one 
effect, and that is to aulhorize and 
even encourage the private owners of the 
roads to levy an unjust and onerous tax on 
the people dependent on them for transporta­
tion, in order that they may be compelled.to 
make up money now actually lost. This is the 
curse of our existing system, and the govern-

%nent of the United States bhould uot lend 
itself to its extension. If, however, congresa 
wili not take possession of the roads built 
with the public money it might at least refuse 
to confirm in possession of them the rascala 
who have stolen them. 

T H E R E A D I N G S T R I K E . 

Austin Corbin has refused to consent to any 
arbitration of the difficulties between hia 
company and its empioyes. Mr. Corbin 
bases his refusal on the ground that it costa 
$1.12 to mine a ton of coaL and that the net 
proceeds of its mining by the Reading coal and 
iron company was but S7J£ cents. The result 
was, says Mr. Corbin, that the company in 
ten years lost $12,270.000. This sounds very 
conclusive to those who look no further, 
but there is nothing in Mr. Corbufs state-
ment that gives any Warrant to his 
pretense that the companies he represents 
are unable to pay better wages to their men. 
In the first place the Philadelphia and Read­
ing railroad company and the coal and iron 
company are practically one, and whether 
the mining company makes money by mining 
or the railroad compauy makes money by 
carrying the coal after it is mined is a mere 
matter of bookkeeping that has no practical 
bearing on the question of profit. It may ba 
tåken as certain that if the mining and 
handling of coal considered as one operation 
did not pay, the greatest of the coal monop» 
olies would not continue in the business. 

The real trouble with the R.eading company 
is that under Mr. Gowen's presidency it 
bought great quantities of coal lands for the 
express purpose of creating a monopoly, pay-
ing very high prices for some that afterward 
proved worthless. It borrowed immense sums 
of monej toenableitto lock up coal lands, 
and then f ound its monopoly, protected as i% 
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m tfaé eoast line bv a tariff 
interfered with by the escape 
i of it» expected victuns, themanufac-
who found tbat they could easily pro-

! steam with soft coal from the bitumin-
• a s llelds. From that time to this the at­
tempt bas been made to spread the coat of 
Mr. Gowe^s blunder over nil coal mines or 
« m a r s , ånd this has made it appear that 
s s w n t «rages cannot be paid to labor without 
lacarnng loss. 

But whether the Reading company can or 
«aaaot pay decent wages for coal mining is 
not the important question. The question 
that this great struggle, which is cneck-
| a g the production of wealth, depressing 
bjMJpe» and producing wide spread suf-
fering ought to bring up is whether 
•orporations and individuals are to be pcr-
nsitted to so control the avenues of transpor-
tatåon and so monopolize the natural oppor-

for production that, if labor does not 
to accept what wages are offered it, it 

has no alternative but to wagewhat is in 
taality a destructive war. 

BtBPORM CLUB DIKBTM. 
The dmner of the new Reform club on last 

flaturday evening was, as a demonstratioa 
f p i M t protection and an evidence of the 
hold the tariff question is taking, a great sue-

Though the gathering contained speci-
t of that milk and water type of tariff re­

formers who f ear the very name of f ree trade, 
jpettbe sentimentwas unmistakably radicaL 
When the chairman, Anson Fhelps Stokes, 
#eclared himself an absolute free trader, 
*rho would abolish all custom houses, he was 
•sort enthusiastically applauded; but Fred-
•jrick H- Coudertfs disavowal of free trade 
flellaJmost in silence, and the applause with 
wJuch the remarks of other speakers were 
nunctuated showed the same disposition. 

The speech of the evening was made by 
W. C P. Breckinridge of Kentucky, a mem-
her of the committee on ways and means, 
And was so because it was that of an out-and-
cut free trader. His denunciation of the 
•elfish private interests that stand back of 
caen tariff provision and of the conscienee-
less combination of those private interests 
t o resist every attempt to reform 
any of the abuses by which any one 
of them profits, was at once scathing 
and iliuminating, and he had the courage to 
f;o furiner and assail the railway and bank­
ing monopolies enjoyed by men who have, 
like the protected manufacturers, combined 
to pervert the exercise of governmental 
pov.ers to Iheir own private advantage. This 
portion of his speech was evidently too stroug 
anti monopoly nieat for some of the company, 
hut the applause be received even there 
Éhowed a stroug leaveu of the foes of ail 
•nonopoly in the new club. 

The Reform club will make a good nuclcus 
for free trade work, and starts off with a 
large membership and bright promise. One 
• f its first acts ought to be to get Mr. Breck-
«nridge on here to make a speech at a public 
aueeting. Democracy of the clear, pure type 
advocated by the eloquent Keutuckiau is to 
«ur rotten -local speils democracy like a 
breeze from the sea to a pestileutial miasma. 

Krupp has a contract with the Italian gov 
«rnment for the fabrication of four enormous 
guns for the defensc of the har bor of Spezzia. 
Bow who on earth wantsi to do anydamage 
t o Spezzia? Why can these European nations 
not manage to lea ve one anotbcr alone, mind 
Cheir oiva business and put their money to 
some other use than the enrichment of Krupp. 
The most obvious tbing about the preseut 
Situation in Europe is its preposterous stu-
pidity. The ouly thing of the kind more pre-
pos^ercusly stupid is our spending of money 
on heavy guns and a supposititious navy. 

H a s * O. Pentecost la Hatland, ¥ b 
On Wednesday, January IS, we were 

treated to a leeture by Rev. Hugh O. Pente-
cost ou 'The Solution of Social Problems." 
tJnfortunately Mr. Pentecost missed his train 
at New York and again at Albany, and the 
train by which he came was half an hour late 
at Eat!and, so that it was half-past 9 p. m. 
before he reached the halL But from that 
time until eleven o'clock he held nis audience 
spelllfound. 

AH the ministers in town were invited, and 
•jeveral of them were present. I hear that 
the Methodist minister, Rev. Fred. Widmer. 
Said at his Thursday evening prayer meeling 
that he was sorry all his congregation had 
Bot heard Mr. Pentecost. Mr. Widmer is 
reading "Progress and Poverty," and I hope 
Will become a convert. 

Mr. Pentecost made. a deep impression on 
«ur people. He and his leeture have been the 
town talk ever sinoe his visit. 

EDGAK R. MOOKK. 

Orsmalsias ta MoMlo, 
MOBILE, Ala., Jan. 21.—A land and labor 

club of eighteen members was f ormed here 
last nighc, and good work may be expected 
fn this city. The world moves indeed when a 
city as conservative as this stands such a 
dub. E. L. NORTON. 

G o o d A a t i - P o T e r t y D o c t r i n e . 
Denver Begniblicaa. 

We have received the following from one 
cf our readers: 

If it be to the Interest of tlie producers of tohacco 
to nave Ute lax tåken off tbat uriicle, it seems to ine 
tliat such a toet would be at variance with the theorv 
that the conMimer and not the producer pa vs ibetax. 
Oitberin the shape of a tariff on forei?u mahutactim-s 
Sndproductioasorasan iuternal tux. Please explain 
fcow both positious can be correct. 

We imagine that our correspondeut would 
agr< e with us in saying that, even if there 
Were no manufactories in the United States 
to supply the home market, the British manu­
facturers would be L lad to see the tariff re-
tnoved. Notwithståndiug the tariff falls ou 
the American consumer, the British manu-
facturer would be glad to see it abolished. 
Its retuoval would make the cousumer just 
that much more of a cousumer. 

l i is so with respect to the tax on tobaeco. 
If it were removed the cousuinptien would be 
Incrcased and this would beueiit the producer. 

It would specialiy be so with respect to do-
aoestic cigars. The men who raise that kind 
of tobaeco would lind a larger market and, 
thcrefore, a readier sale. 

ln addition to this the tax ou tobaeco ena-
bles the tnanufacturer to beur the market for 
the leaf. I l enables hiui to iorce the price pf 
the ieaf dowu as well :ts to force the price of 
the mauufactured articSe up. But, doubtiess, 
cveu he would be bcuelited by a retuoval of 
the tax, since it would increase the consump-
tion of tobaeco. 

Again, the fact that anunlicenseddealcror 
Baanuiucturer can uardly look at a piece of 
tobaeco without beiog in danger of the 
United States seveuue officers humpers the 
sale of ieaf tobaeco. There can be uo ques­
tion tuat auy tax on au industry rest riets il 
t o a greater or less degree. 

For ali these reasons we Ihink the removal 
Cf the tax would benefit the tobaeco growers. 
But, if our correspondeut is still in doubl 
about it, we refer him to the tobaeco growers 
tbemselves. Wedoubt if he could tind one 

, of ten who would say that the tax is not 
~ to" 

ONE WHALE AT A TIME. 
Once upon a time, when I was on a whaler, 

the lookout sighted a school of whalea 
: "There she blowsP' he sbouted. 

4*Where away?" hailed the mate. 
"Three pointson the lee bow r» . 
The boats were manned and lowered away, 

and almost as soon as I can write it, they 
were off, each oarsman pulling for. dear life. 
Ahead of them was a prize worth striving 
for. The more oil they could bring home the 
bigger their "lay" would be. 

I was a boy at the time, and so was left be-
hind. I went up into the foretop. to see the 
whales, for they could not be seen from the 
deck of the brig. There they were, hundreds 
it seemed to me, sporting in the water, or 
"blowing," or seemingly asleep. I could see 
our crews tugging away at the oars, urged 
on by the steerers while the harpooners, in 
the bows, were making ready for the 
"throws" that might mean a hundred barrels 
of oil each. Nearer and. nearer the boats 
drew to the school; then they gathered to-
gether, asif for a consultation, thenseparated. 
I could see the harpooners get their irons into 
position; then the boats went, bow on, toward 
the whales tbat had been picked out of the 
school, and then—thrilling momeit!—the har­
pooners threw their irons. Immediately that 
part of the water was lashed into f oam, and 
the whales that had not been touched—dis-
turbed by the unusual commotion—sank from 
sight. But noue of the harpooners attempted 
to drive their harpoons through the whole 
school of whales at once. It would have been 
useless. WM. MCCABB. 

State And National laanea. 
NEW YORK CITY.—I take it that the pri-

mary object of the united labor party is two-
fold; first, that the land shall be made free, 
in order that the bitter, unnatural strife now 
prevailing betwecn laborer and Iaborer for 
the privilege of working may be forever 
abolished; and, second, the making of labor 
free by the abolition of all taxes upon its 
product, thus securing to the worker the full 
return to his toil. 

The first of these objects is to be attained, 
as we believe, by the taxation oi land values 
to such an extent as will render the holding 
of vacant or idle land unprotitable. This, in 
my opinion, is a scheme of taxation to be ap-
proved and applied by the legislatures of the 
several states, and with such approval or ap­
plication the congress of the United States 
has nothiug whatever to do. The second 
propositioi), to abolish ali taxation upon labor 
products, necessurily carries with it the aboli­
tion of the internal revenue and tariff taxes. 
As the congress is the sole power by which a 
tax on imports can be Ievicd, and as all taxes 
laid by the congress must be uniform through-
out the United States, the abolifion of nnposts 
already in operaticn under an aet of congress 
is a national question aud deals directly with 
the tariff issue now beiug promineutiy 
broujrht before the people. 

TaxatLm upon laud valnes is a direct tax 
levied upon the possessor of those values, 
and upon uo one else, aud the coustitution of 
the United States distinctly limits the power 
of the congress to lay and collect taxes. It 
says in paragraph 4, section 9, article 1: 
<4No caphation or other direct tax shall be 
laid unless in proportion to the census or 
enumeration hereinbefore ordered to be 
tåken," and this census or enumeration is 
provided, for in paragraph 3, section 2 of 
article 1, as follows: ''Representatives, and 
direct taxes shall be apportioned among the 
several states which may be iucluded withiu 
this Ut)ion according to their respect i ve num-
bers"—and then follows the methods by 
which the enumeration shall be made. 

The power of congress to lay a direct tax 
being confined by the constitution to a capita-
tion tax, it follows that congress cannot levy 
a tax upon land values, but that this power, 
under f i e tenth amendmént to the constitu­
tion, ib reserved to the states respectively, 
or to tile people; aud the issue of the equal 
right of every man to the bounties of the 
creator is, under our constitution and be­
cause of the methods necessury to secure 
these rights, a state aud not a national issue. 

This being so, why should we euter na­
tional politics upon this issue solely, an issue 
with which national politics has nothing what­
ever to do? 

If we should be so f oolish as to do this we 
should only be displayiug our ignorance of 
the fundamental law of our couutry and of 
the distinction between those powers granted 
to congress by the constitution and those re­
served to the states, or to the people, and we 
should become the laughing stock of our op­
ponents, who would immediately relegate us 
to the domain of state politics, where, with 
this as a sole issue, we undoubtedly belong. 

The reason that gentlemen like our late 
candidate for comptroller, who are or think 
they ase prctcctionists, are able to heartily 
support the platform adopted at Syracuse is 
thus made manifest. They imagine that the 
tariff, by some hocus pocus, does protect 
American labor, but they aiso see that if laud 
were free to labor—if it were possible for 
men to|go to the land without let or hindrance 
from auy landlord, and there pioduce the 
articlef by which they might gratify their 
desires—then it would be the duty of the 
government to abolish all tariffs, whether for 
"protection" or for "revenue only," and by 
thu - freeing labor from the oncrous ourden 
now laid upou it, guarantee to every worker 
theentire product resultiug from his toil. 

The issue of the tariff is the great issue of 
the day, and is in reality the ouly national 
issue before the country. It is to us, the 
united labor party, sccoud ouly to securiug 
the right of each to the creator's bounty. 
For we are pledged to abolish all forms of 
taxation save that upon land values, and if we 
enter the national campaigu we must fight 
upon these lines. It does not seetn to be, 
therefore, the part of a wise mau to attempt 
to beiittle this issue by calling it a compara-
tively trifliug questiou. 

Certainly I as much as any one appreciate 
the graudeur, the sublimity, the justice, the 
truth of the proclamatiou that God is the 
father of all his cbildren and that he has 
given this earth and the fullnessthereof to ail 
these childrec, and that a questiou involving 
ail peopies in its solution must of uecessity be 
as wide as the world in its scope. But cotn-
uiunities must recognize this f or themselves; 
and for us here in New York, or in Iudiaua, 
or in Maryland, it is to be solved by the ac­
tion of the legislatures of our states. And un-
less beniud this plank of our platform we 
have the issue of the abolition of all taxation 
(for a land value tax is simply a taking for 
the whole people a value created by the 
whole people, aud is in no just sense a tax at 
all) we should be most unwise in injecting our-
sclves into national politics, as we would be 
without an issue demanding for its solution 
the consideration of the national congress. 

TVILBUR O. EASTLAKI 

The P«tat«ea Dld It. 
PBortncircE, R. I—It is only lately thai I 

have giveu the subject of protection and free 
trade mucb attention. But by the light of 
THBSXAMOAKD I have begun to ask myself 
the. question; Whom does protection protectJ 

I was answered very satisfactorily a week or 
ten days ago by the captain of avessel from 
Prince EdwardVs Island. He came here with 
a cargo of potatbes—just what we needed 
very much, At the time he arrived with his 
cargo we were about out, and potatoes were 
going up in price, the same as coal and every-
thing else the masses were using. This cap­
tain, with his vessel full of potatoes, was met 
on the wharf by an offlcer and told be must 
pay a fine of fifteen cents for every Jbushel of 
potatoes delivered to the people' of Provi-
dence. Bo that our'potatoes cost us at least 
fifteen cents a bushel more than thev other-
wise would have done. I think I can see now 
whom protection protects, and I feel cheap 
to think that my vote was many times east to 
uphold this f raud. 

I inclose a subscription for THB STANDABD. 
JOHN BUBHS. 

A MISS1S6IPPI OBJECT 1ESS0N. 

A Lessen frem Canrch Experieaee. 
BALTIMOKE, Md.—Is it not possible for the 

friendsof the Syracuse platform to iearn a 
lesson from that wing of the Christian church 
generally considered "liberal" in its state-
ments of doctrine. This section of the Prot­
estant church has not incrcased in numbers 
proportionately as has the "orthodox" 
churches. 

But there is no one whose memory reaches 
back forty or fifty years who does not realize 
that there is no such preaching in any of our 
churches to-day as there was then. Sermons 
such as the writer was accustomed in his boy-
hood to hear would not now be tolerated. 
Ten minutes of the ordinary torrid sermon-
izing of fifty years since would suffice to 
empty any church in the land, save that of 
the most ignorant in rural communities. The 
numerical strength of the churches that have 
effected this change has not so gréatly in-
creased, but the better educated and higher 
Christian thought has leavened the whole 
lump of Christianity. Why should we care 
for this party or that? What matters it 
whether the single land tax is brought about 
by one party or another, a new party or an 
old one. I waut to see the reforms of the 
Syracuse platform enacted into law, and I 
believe when it is done it will be by leaveniug 
the whole political thought of our country by 
the gospel of justice as enunciated in that 
platform. Educate, educate, educate: that 
must be our watchword and work for years 
to come. If the contest between the demo-
cratic and republican parties in the coming 
election is on the line of free trade or protec­
tion, "standing up to be counted" by the 
friends of our great reform will, in my opin­
ion, be such a lonely process as will do our 
cause more harm than good. J. W. MOORE. 

S t e a d y W o r k i n B a y o u n e . 

BAYOXNE, N. J.—We are making some lit-
tle progress even here under the shadow of 
the Standard oil monopoly. The united labor 
party pol led 495 votes here last November for 
their candidate for member of assembly out 
of a total of 1SG7 votes east. 

The Bayoune land and labor club believe in 
taking an active interest in local affairs, and 
at their last regular meeting appointed a 
committee to wait upon the superintendent of 
the gas company in reference to Hue poor 
quahty of gas furuished to the «ity and the 
dirty condiiion of many of the street lumps. 
It was a! so decided to open a reading room 
for the benefit of the members of the club 
and their friends. We have hired two 
rooms uear the City hall, aud a triangular 
transparency projecting from the window 
announces the fact to all passers by. Contri-
butions of books, papers, e tc , are being re-
oe ived . W e hope by this m e a n s t o aWSkéh 
interest aud increase our membership. We 
already have twenty-five naraes on the roll, 
and we know that hundreds more are in sym-
pathy with us, though very many do not wish 
to be knowu in the movement for fear of 
prejudiciug their employment. W. B. D. 

S o m e A d d i t i o n a l «Let ters . 

George Jackson, Brooklyn.—We should not 
nominate a candidate for the presidency. If 
the idea that a protective tariff is beneficial 
to the workingmen of this country is viotor-
ious—as the eiection of the republican candi­
date would make it—our idea that a tariff or 
tax on labor products is a robbery of work­
ingmen would be "knocked into a cocked 
hat," and the sucessful propagation of the 
system of taxing land values only would be 
retarded for a half century. On the other 
hand, if the tariff reform party is successful, 
we are gainers by reason of the fact that a 
step in the right direction has been accom-
plished, thus making our further progress 
easier, and by the fact that .the republican 
party, from whom in the future I think our 
party is to be most largely recruited, will 
disintegrate from the effect of defeat, aud 
thus make tne growth of our party easier 
and more rapid. 

J. R. Hiukle, Gunnison, Colorado.—Just 
how Mr. Wilder or any other man who sees 
the eat eau be a protectionist I cannot under­
stand; yet doubtiess there are many, if for 
no other reason than that given by the Dutch-
man for being a democrat—that his father 
and c.is grandfather and, he believed, his 
great grandfather aiso had been of that polit­
ical faith. 

But Mr. Wilder, though vague in defining 
his position, suggests a practical point for 
consideration. If the united labor party 
should nominate a caudidate, and the issue 
betwecn the old parties be free trade vs. pro­
tection, should we not have to take sides.- I 
say, no: that is what «re want to avoid, and 
it is the strengest reason why we should or-
ganize for the nest national campaign. 

Robert A. Whatley, Deacnill, Tex.—I con-
sider it not only good policy, but a 
necessity, to run a candidate for presi­
dent. So far as my experience goes 
there eau be but few congressional dis-
tricLs aud not a great mauy counties in 
Texas that will be in shape to nominate 
tickets this fall. But there is not a county 
in the state w here there are not men 
who have seeu the "eat." It would be dis-
couraging to those isolated crusaders to be 
deuied the privilege of voting for the single 
tax priuciple. 

F. M. Brown, Portland, Oregon.—We are 
not sufficiently stroug to run an inde­
pendent candidate, but we may be strong 
enough to decide the election for one or the 
other of the old parties. We should there­
fore wait uutil they make their nominations 
and adopt their platforms and then east our 
votes with that party which embodies most of 
our principles. 

Boildinsr» Personal Propertr. 
Grand Rapids, Mich., Workman. 

MayorHewitt considers buildings"as real 
estate. In ethics they are no more real estate 
than a wagon or a horse. A building beloogs 
to the farm; so does the wagon and the horse. 
Fasten the wagon to the ground, put a cover 
over it, make a hen coop out of it or a smoke 
house and it becomes i eal estate. Put wheels 
under the house, use it to dra w produce to the 
market and it becomes personal property. 
There is no justice in taxing personal prop­
erty. Tax securities, notes, mortgages, e t c , 
aud you offer a premium on dishonesty and 
impose a line for houesty. The dishonest man 
hides his securities and personal property, 
while the honest man brings it to the light, 
aud he is then fined for doing so. By reliev-
ing personal property from a tax there is 
then no chance for fraud. When Mr. Hewitt 
makes up his mind that buildings are personal 
property, then he is a Henry George man, 

How the Imposition of » Lereo Tax on 
JLand has Forced Monopolists to Leosen 
t h e i r G r i p . 

GRENADA, Miss.—There are four parishes 
in the state of Louisiana organized as a levee 
district in which a tax is laid on land, in some 
respects similar to the tax which you advo-
cate. I say in some respects, because it is a 
tax upon the area and not upon the value. 
Yet it has this in common with the single tax, 
that it is a tax lather upon those who with-
hold land from use than upon those who 
utilize it—upon monopoly rather than upon 
industry. It is a tax of five cents an acre 
upon all the land in the parishes of 
Concordia, Tensas, Madison and East 
Carroll. It is used for building levees 
to protect these lands from overflow, and is 
in addition to ordinary parish taxes which 
are levied, asusual with allour taxes, upon the 
value of lands, improvements and personal ty. 
This nve-cent tax has been in force for nearly 
two years, and my purpose in writing this 
letter is to call vour attention to the effect it 
is ha ving iu inducing the cuitivation of lands 
which have not been iu cuitivation for twenty 
years. This I cannot better do than by de-
tailing 'a transaction in which I was, un-
fortuuately, the principal actor and sufferer. 

I had purchased for (12,500 a property of 
2,200 acres located in one of the four parishes 
above mentioued. There was but little cuiti-
vated land upon it, and my revenue from it 
was therefore small, not quite enough to pay 
the ordinary taxes (about $40) and interest 
upon the investm nt. Yet I would have been 
quite con tent to let the matter run on, because 
I believed that the increase in value of the 
property would more than maks up for my 
annuul loss. But the five cents an acre tax, 
by addiug $110 to this loss each year, disar-
ranged all my calculations, and has induced 
me to offer the property for sale at $2,200, 
pocketing a present loss of $300 rather than 
risk a larger one in the end if I should 
continue to hold the property. I think 
that I will succeed in seiling the place; and if 
so, the purchaser will buy, not to spcculate 
with it, but to improve it; and a property 
that has heretofore raised only twenty bales 
of cotton will soon be raisiug more than 
treble that number and thereby giving re-
munerative employment to treble the labor 
that it formerly did. If the store keepers 
near by seil more goods, and the wholesale 
merchants order more from the fact-ories, 
and some spindles are busy that without this 
increased production consequent upon the 
change of hands of the property would be 
idle, it seems to me that this five cent tax 
will have been the cause. It will have forced 
the property out of the bands of a person 
who was not making the most of it, and 
for many reasons could not make the most of 
it, aud placed it in the hands of one much 
more likely to make it do its best; 
and every economic reasoning justifies the 
confident belief that as a result of this sim­
ple change, so simply wrought, a new current 
of business energy will thrill through a hun­
dred chan leis, and some men will have work 
who otherwise would have lacked it. In a 
word, it seems to me that this tax will have 
gone a little way toward the abolition of 
ppverty. Besic.es this, any one who will 
travel through the parishes I have nained 
may see that this cause is working through-
out in the cuitivation of lands that have long 
lain fal lo w, so that many such energizing cur-
rents are springing into existence. 

And while it is true that one of the causes 
which is inducing their cuitivation is the be-
'rør^Tttair the prbcceds of this tax have been 
so spent as to prevent overflows, it is aiso 
true if these levees had been put in twiee as 
good a condition through taxes levied upon 
improvements and persoualtv as well* as 
lands there would not have been for several 
years to come the incrcased acreage in 
ciltivation which there will be this spring, 
sinply because the forces impelling those fu 
interest to the change would not have been 
asstrong as they now are. Without tur, tax 
th« erection of the levees would really have 
bern an indueement to land owners to wiih-
hoitl their lands from improvement and sale 
in .he hope to realize higher prices. With 
thistux this speculative tendeucy toward the 
witlholding of lands from use is counter-
uctel by a conside/able tax which must be 
paidnod*. 

Fnm the window of a ear I noticed the 
otheiday the diuuer buckets of the iaborers 
bangng on the trees, aud was led to specu-
late ipon the probable effect which would 
follot the discovery of a tree having sueh 
fruit. Rent would rise aud wages still teud 
downvard. BOLTO.V SAUTH. 

Telker, but the former notified the club only 
two days before his address was delivered 
that "the more he studied the tariff question 
the less of a protectionist he became," while 
Judge Telter, who spoke last night, requestcd 
auother hearing, being "completely tåken by 
surprise by Dr. J. W. Harlan's remarks on 
:True Free Trade.'" Dr. Harian is an orator 
of extraordinary power aud force, and he 
always puts in an appearacce wheuever a 
chance presents itself to advocaie the single 
tax. We shall want some tracts pretty soon. 

CHAKLES G. BUCK, Secretary. 

The Land Redeemed. 
Coates Kinney. 

Not always shall the good earth be 
To man's use under ban; 

The land-shall be redeemed at last 
And rendered back to man. 

Then each shall of the acres hold 
Enough to make him free, 

None shall usurp more than his need 
And none shall landless be. 

The system of old feudal wrong, 
That makes the people pay 

For room to live upon the earth, 
Shall fade and fall away. 

The name of landlord shall become 
A mockery and scoff, 

As rolls the tide of human rights 
To sweep his landmarks off. 

* For manshall yet perceive the truth— 
Through old tradition dim— 

That record, scroll. nor parchment writ 
Can take the earth from him; 

That nature makes a title deed 
To each one for his time 

In his own wants, and who takes more 
He perpetrates a crime. 

This living truth shall flush the cheek 
Of pale starvation red, 

As over old ancestral parks 
The pauper's sheaves are spread; 

This truth shall wrest from blood and birth 
The scepter and the crown, 

And, leveiing the workers up, 
The drones shall level down. 

Then prince and peasant side by side 
Shall stri ve, with heart and brain, 

By doing highest work for man 
The highest rank to gain; 

For, when each has his human right 
Of home upou the soil, 

The worker shall be prince and king— 
God's nobleman of toill 

Glad time of earth's beatitude! 
When none shall hoard or steal, 

But all mankind together work 
For universal weal; 

When war no more shall shock the land 
Or thunder on the sea, 

But by the golden ru le of Cbrist 
All wrongs shall righted be. 

able proportion of the most: intelligent people 
of Canton. Judge TJnderhill presjded and ia? 
troduced the leeturer. Dr. McGlyun spoke 
for ful ly two hours, and produced a manifest 
impression, his remarks being greeted with 
frequent applause. Our local papers givo 
good reports of the address. 

A . E . KsnsEXX. 

A t l a n t a ' » L a n d l o r d s a n d t h e L i q n o r L a w . 

ATLANTA. Ga.—Two years ago the "dry" 
ticket won at our city election. Last Novem­
ber the "wet" ticket received a majority, and 
liquor stores are being opened all over the 
city. The law gives a resident the right to 
object to a bar room being opened near his 
place of business or his dwelling. Hereby 
hangs a tale. Druggist R. H. Johnston rents 
of Landlord Rhode Hill one of the store 
rooms in a building on Peters street. The 
other was lately rented by two liquor deal-
ers, who asked the druggist to sign the neces-
sary petition for their liceuse. He re-
fused, a bar room having already 
beeu opened next door, on the other 
side, and he believed his business would be in-
jured if he should be placed between the two. 
The next day the agent of his landlord 
waited on him and told him he had either 
to sign that petitiou or suffer an advance in 
his rent from $25 to £40 per month. He could 
not afford to pay the iucrease and he signed 
the petition under fear of immediate ejection. 
Then he hunted up another store room and 
moved away because of the fear of losing his 
business through the taint on the neighbor-
hood. He had occupied his old place 
eighteen months and had built up a good 
trade. The landlord was strongcr than tbe 
law, was he not? W. A. JOHNSON. 

Al We Need is to Carrv One State. 
MINEAPOLIS, Minn.—Suppose we should 

nominte a presidcutial candidate, elect him 
even, ind in addition elect a 
favord our 
Abolis; tariff 

congress 
could we 

that 
do? ideas, what 

aud internal taxes aud levy 
direct ;axes among the states in proportion 
to theiipopulation. This would be a great 
step, mdoubt. On the other hand, suppose 
we let ational politics alone and coucentrate 
our effrts to carrying states; carry one 
state, ttablish the single tax and set an ex-
ample. The work is done. From that time 
on the ag le tax idea will take care of itself. 
In fact,ve could not stop its spread if we 
wojre toto our utmost. 

Warrt W. Bailey's comparison of our case 
with thb of the republicans in 1856, though 
a most loquent appeal, seems to me hardiy 
a logica comparison. Slavery could never 
be abolhed except by an ameudment to the 
nationakonstitution. A resort to national 
politics vas, therefore, necessary. Theo-
reticallyabolition might have been brought 
about on state at a time; practically there 
were insierable obstacles to overcome. The 
adopt ion»f the single tax can be brought 
about onstate at a time and only that way. 

I haveno respect for either of the old 
parties, It it does seem now as if the dis-
cussion oihe tariff, which will become more 
intense aslectiou day draws near, cannot 
fail to helus greatly. 

I was ioavor of wiping out custom houses 
and abolisng revenue taxes long before I 
understoo«that nature has provided social 
wealth to feet social wants aud when the 
best that ctid be offered was direct taxation 
apportioneamong the states. Ought we not 
to help anyarty that goes toward our goal? 

C. J. BtLL,Pres. Anti-poverty society. 

Thetood Cause in Colorado. 
DENVER, <L—Our land and labor club is 

doing spleni work for the cause here. At 
each weektøeeting the atteudance shows a 
gratifying icease. It is up hill work, but 
every one oHir thirty-five members is doing 
his best, and 1 are determined to bring the 
laud questio*) the front in Colorado. Be-
sides the regtr meetiugs of the land and 
labor club, ah;oung men are cordially in­
vited to meeu the secretary's oflBce, 1531 
Arapahoe strt, on Monday evenings, for the 
purpose of stying—not discussing—"Prog­
ress aud Povey.» 

The commiti on arrangements experience 
no little difficty in securiug speakers to de-
fend protectioi Thus far we have listened 
to ex-Congresaji Belford and Judge N. B. 

What the Single Tax Wonld Do for Oregon. 
ROCK CREEK, Oregon.—A majority of Ore­

gon farmers live iu wretched hovels in abso­
lute want, iu order that every dollar may be 
saved to pay interest on money iuvested in 
large tracts of land (titles to which in many 
instances have been obtaiucd through fraud 
and perjury, to the exelusion of honest set­
tlers), that they never will use. Now I be­
lieve if all taxes were on land values these 
"dogs in the manger" would be compelled to 
seil their land in small bodies to those who 
would clear aud till the soil and make the 
now waste and barren places to "blossom as 
the rose." Bcsides they themselves would 
be better off. for the money that now goes to 
pay interest might be invested in building 
comfortable dwelling houses, school hcuses, 
and in clothing and educating their families. 
Then, too, capital would ooek investment iu 
different productive industries, and Oregon 
might soon begin to compete with her sister 
states in thrift and enterprise. 

C. M. CRÅXS. 

Pro-Poverty Arithmetie. 
NEW YORK CITY.—The kind of reasoning 

that is required to show the groundlessness 
of workingmen'scomplaints is, perhaps, fairly 
illustrated by the following extraet from an 
article in the Engineering and Mining Jour­
nal, by Professor A. W. Raymond, reprinted 
iu the Evening Post of January 17: 

.When that price (of coal in New York har-
bor) is §5 per ton, certain wages are to be 
paid to the miners, Iaborers, etc., by the day. 
. . . For every ten cents per ton additional 
price of coal, one per cent is added to the 
wages; and for every ten cents fall in price 
one per cent is deducted. Ten cents is two 
per cent of $5. Hence we may see, speakmg 
roughly, that of two per cent advance in 
price the miner gets hair while the other half 
is divided between the mining companies and 
the railroad and caual companies. 

This would be exccllent reasoning if the 
miners received $5 per ton wages w Len coal 
is seiling at «5 per ton in New York harbor; 
then they would get five cents advance in 
wages out of every tea cents per ton advance 
in price. But if they receive oniy Sl per ton 
wages when coal seils at $5 they will receive 
oae cent per ton advance in wages out of 
every ten cents per toa advance iu price. 

Professor Raymond's article is some what 
elaborate, and it bristles with figures. It is 
unfortunate that a knowledge of eleraentarv 
arithmetie will not enabie us to appreciate all 
his conclusions, as many of them are no doubt 
quite as valuable as the one quoted above. 

WM. E. MCKENNA. 

No S h o w for A n y One b u t t h e l i a n d l o r d * 

Los ANGELES, Cal.—Please allow me to 
state a few plain facts for the benefit of the 
laborer or mechanic who has been f ooled by 
reading tne reports of high wages and plenty 
of work to be fouud in soutuera California. 
These reports are sent east with no other ob­
ject than the flooding of the labor market 
here and reduction of wages. Southern Cali­
fornia is overrun with unemployed working­
men. I know mechanics here—plenty of 
them—who have not struck a lick for over a 
montb. A house of four rooms cannot be 
rented for less than $30 per month, so that to 
keep a family requires steady work, and that 
is not to be had. J. W. ALGAIR. 

A n t i - P o v e r t y l n C a n t o n , O h i o . 

CANTON, O.—The anti-poverty society of 
Canton will be organized January- 20, when a 
meeting for that purpose will be heid at 
Temperance hall. A. J. Kentz and other 
Citizens of Canton will speak. 

A. E. KNISELY. 

Hamilton'» Gas Wells. 
HAMILTON, Ontario.—The Hamilton Specta-

tor has been a defender of monopoly in all 
its forms. Hard ly an issue appears without 
some fling at us and our principles. Yet in 
spite of himself, the editor of the Spectator is 
gradually coming round to our side. Here is 
what he says on the natural gas question: 

If anybody in Hamilton thinks it would bo 
better to wait till some private individual ex-
plores the bowels of the earth in this neigh-
borhood for natural gas iet him put the 
thought away. No private individual xs go­
ing to bore for gas here unless he first secures 
a monopoly of the natural gas business from 
the cit3*, and if anybody secures the monop­
oly and then secures "the gas the city might 
as well be without it. A number of American 
cities thought they were lucky when certain 
capitalists and corporations began suppiying 
them with natural gas at low prices. But the 
prices remaiued low just long enough to in-
duce people to throw away their coal and 
wood stoves and put in stoves for the burn­
ing of natural gas. The gas then went up, 
and these unfortunate cities now find that a 
natural gas monopolists heart is just as hard 
as a coal baron's. If Hamilton is to have 
natural gas and benefit from it the city must 
own the supply aud the mains. 

It seems to me that we are not laboring in 
vain. The Spectator man has only to taka 
another step to see that even if Hamilton 
owned its natural gas wells the only benetita 
would be to the landlords, who could charga. 
higher rents. JOHN BUTLER. 

D r . McGlynn a t C a n t o n , Ohio 
CANTON, O.—Dr. McGlynn's leeture in this 

city on Jan. 13 was a pronounced success, and 
only failed to be a magniticenl triumph be­
cause of the bad weather. Within an hour of 
the time for opeuing the meeting the snow 
gave place to sleet and rain; yet despite this 
drawback, eight hundred or more people as-
sembled in the opera house to greet the priest 
of the new crusade. Many clergymen were 
present, and the audience contained a notice-

C o u c e r n i n s Prof i t S h a r i n s . , 
Christian Union. 

We are not inclined to enter into any con-
troversy with Mr. George or THE STANDARD, 
but we should like to nave THE STANDARD 
and the constituency which THE STANDARD 
represeuts understand the position of the 
Christian Union, and that portion of our con­
stituency which agrees with the views of the 
Christian Union on the so ca!led labor ques­
tion. This is by no means the whole of our 
constituency; it is only a fraction of it. How 
large a fraction we have no means of ade* 
quately judging. 

THE STANDARD and the Christian Union 
agree in believing that there is a labor probr 
lern; that. the laborer is worthy of his hire; 
that he does not get full compensation for his' 
services; that there is a great concentratioi? 
of wealth gomg on under~the modem system 
of industry; and that this concBntration of 
wealth is dangerous both to the so-called 
upper and the so-called Iower classes, and 
has in it the possibility of serious disaster. 
THE STANDARD looks for remedy, if we un­
derstand its position, to a change in the sys­
tem of taxation. The change is based on the 
doctrine that land is not a proper subject for 
private ownership; that, in strietness of 
speech, it belongs not to the individual, but to 
the community. Accordingly THE STANDARD 
would levy a tax upon land, which woula 
amount to a fair reut paid by the user or 
tenant to the community, which would be ch& 
landlord and the owner. If this change o* 
taxation could be brought about THE STAND» 
ARD believes that the labor problem would b# 
solved and all other difficukies would adjusi 
themselves. 

In this view*of remedy we are not able ta 
concur. Whatever force or justice there may 
be in the proposition to iucrease the taxea 
upon land and take ib off of other tbiug&— 
and we are inclined co ihink there is a measuro 
of force and justice in this proposition—we 
do not believe that any readjustment of 
taxation whatevsr will solve the relations 
between labor and capital. Nor do we for a 
moment suppose that they can be solved by 
mere individual benefactions, whether by 
charity doled out to the poor, however gen-
erously. or by increase of wages, however 
equitable, or even by participation of profits 
in individual conpfc^as here and there. This 
last is not what w :rmean by profit sharing. 

But the essenceof the wages system, by 
which the industries of to-day are carried on, 
consists iu this: That a small number of mea 
called capitalists own, and therefore control, 
all toois and implements of industry—all 
mills, manufactories, organized machinery, 
railroads, telegraphs and, more and more, 
the land—while a large number of men called 
Iaborers are employed by the few to use these 
tools and implements, and are paid wages for 
their work, the amount of wages being deter­
mined, sometimes by mutual agreement be-
tweeu the wage earner and the wage payer, 
sometimes b y a hot battle between them. As 
formerly, all political power was in the handa 
of a few men, and the great aiass of mea 
did political ly what they were bid, so 
now pretty much all money power is in the 
hands of a comparatively few men, aud tha 
great mass of men do indiistrially what they 
are bid. Democracy has been established in 
politics. Political power is now in the hands 
of the many; and the few, though they ara 
men of genius and Ieadership, are neverthe» 
less the servants of the many. In our judg-
ment we are entering upon a transition in-
dustrially, analogous to that through which 
England passed politically iu the seventeench 
century. Political power has passed from 
the hands of the few into the hands of tha 
many. The wealth power must aiso Dass 
from the hands of the few into the hands of 
the many. The employers and the employed 
must become partners in a common enter­
prise. The term "boss," must drop from the 
workshop as the term king has dropped from 
the state. The tools and implements of industry 
must become property oi the many, not of 
the few; and the proceeds of industry rause 
come to be equitably shared. This in volves 
nothing less than a radicai rcvolution; but we 
believe that it will be wrought pcaeefully, 
not by bloodshed Ihe Christian Union is, 
if you please, far more radicai than THB 
STANDARD, in that it does not believe that 
any modificatioa whatever of the tax svstem 
will solve the industrial problem ot* the 
niueteenth century. That problem wili onlv 
be solved when, by process of edueation, of 
Christian cuiture. of diffused thrift, of 
victorious temperance, the great masses 
of the people have learned how to 
receive, to utilize, to save, the 
profits of industry, and so have learned how 
to be the just aud rightful owners of the 
world's capital. When all capitalists are 
workingmen and all workiugmen are capital­
ists there will no longer be a problem of 
relationship between cupitalist and laborer to 
be solved. Aud we have gone further in 
America toward this consummation in thii 
niueteenth century, though it lies still iu th& 
future, than auy other country has gone in 
this or any other epoch. 

This is what we mean by profit shariqg. 
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The second answer, in substance, is: 
Because land is not rightfully the subjeet 
off absolute property, and because the in-
justioe of allowing it to be so acquired and 
held, will be remedied by the exaction aud 
application to conunon d e s of econoniic 
rent. * 

So many fantastic sehemes have been 
p u t forward in the name of marfs natural 
rights that there is, undeniably, some ex-
cusefortheincredulity with whieh proposi-
tåoas purporting to have that basis are 
frequentiy met. But a litlle reflection 
will be apt to lead to a universal admis-
«ion that the standard of right to whieh 
George appeals is valid. Little children in 
their play vaguely perceive and roughly 
ac tupon it in adjudgiag some of their 
fellow» fair and others unfair. Our oon-
duct in matters outside the domain of 
positive law, in a social club, for instance, 
is goverued by it. In desperate emer-
genctes, as a t Cape Sabine, \ve unflinch-
Ing l j exact the forfeiture of Ufe itself 
from the man who will not conlbrm to it. 
By its light, as by a beacon, our courts 
•toer in construing constitutions and 
statutes, and in niodifying the traditions 
of tåie coinmon law to meet changcd con-
ditfcms. By that standard and no other 
Hie people of the United States of Amer­
ica ave guided when the question is of 
breaking; the ties of government, of estab-
tishing a new government, of making or 
•mending constitutions, of framing stat-
utes. I say tliat in all such matters we 
are dominated by our natural conception 
>f right. It is at least true that when the 
question is put point blank, aud must be 
answered categorically, we confess that 
we ought to be, 

George ,s notion of natnral rights differs 
%l no way from the commouly accepted 
•otion. He perceives the natural differ-

CLVThe Prophct of Sau Francisco.'" Nine-
Uentk Century for Aprii, 1884 
• <2)**Rroperty and Projrress." A reurint of 
teverai essays in the Quartcrly Itevieio. 

(3)"Land and its Reut" 
J ^ H e n r y George's Mistake about Land." 

for July, 1887; also, more f ully in 
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A 1KPLT TO CETTICISM& 

Mr. Oemgtfi proporition før a funda-
Mndanentof the law» has two 
He prnnoata, fint» lo abolish all 

•zatkm and to raise the revenue 
lor the cxnenset of government by 

upon the value of the land 
held by each land owner, the tax not to 
excead a t any time the fair rental value of 
t h e land ezclusive of distineuishable bet> 
earsMnta. H e propoaea, secondly, after 
then ta t s tepaha l l have been tåken a n d a 
tom toothold Mcured, to ine the machinery 
of tmxatøra to exact the entire economic 
rent of land, and to apply the surplus, 
above wfaat may be requiredfor the neoes-

erpanwei of government, to the com-
wdfaie, in ways to be devised. He 

tha t economic rent, in the present 
i of tbis and of every civilized country, 

would Urgely exceed the amount required 
lor wneaiaiygovemmental expenses. This 

however, is not essential to his 
If the amount realized bv his 

would not support the government, of 
course there would have to be taxes on 
other liungs but the amount to be so raised 
would be less by the amount of the land 
ta luetax. 

Before this project could be embodied in 
m law, many important details would re-
quiie carefol adjustment; but it is now in 
% foran that is sufficiently definite for a dis-
oossion of the principles upon whieh it is 
urtjed, and for the formation of an intelli­
gen t opinion thereon. So far, however, 
for the most part, critics have concerned 
themselves with the aon-essentials of the 
proposed innovation, and have missed the 
"vital point in George's reasoning. And 
this is true, as I venture to think, not 
merely of the strictures whieh one hears 
i n casual conversation or reads in news-
paper editorials. I t is true also of the 
deliberate treatment whieh the subiect has 
«eceived a t the hands of competent pub-
lkasfe, such as the duke of Argyll(l) and 
Mr. W. H. Mallock(2) in England, and 
General Francis A. Wa!ker(3) and Profes­
sor W. T. Harrts(4) here. 

In this paper I propose, briefly and in 
outline, so that, if there be a fallacy or 
sophism, i t mav readily be detected, to set 
out the essential reasous for adopting 
George^s plan, and to point out,, with 
reference to the principal currentcriticisms 
upon his doctrines, wherein they fail to 
meet those reasons. 

Why should land be singled out and its 
holder made to bear a hurden from whieh 
t h e owners of other sorts of property are 
exempt? 

This is the vitai question. Unless the 
answers to it are seen clearly and in right 
perspective, any judgment that may be 
made upon their sufficiency is bound to be 
defective. George gives two ans wers. The 
first, whieh is founded on purely economic 
consideratioiis. ineffectis: Because mate­
rial progress, in a community where abso-
lute private proper^r in land is maintained 
by law, acts, by force of that fact, like a 

-wcdge thrust midway into tiie social 
atructure, to raise a few, without effort or 
merit on their part, and to grind down the 
masses of men however meritonous they 
may be; arid because property in land 
beingqualiOed in the way proposed, poverty 
will be abolished for every man who is 
willing to work according to* his abihty. It 
is by focussing attention upon the argu­
ment from whieh this answer is drawn to 
t h e exclusion of anothermuchsimplerand 
^e iy different answer that the able editors 
of tnfluential journals confuse George 
with the German socialists, tliat Mailoek(5) 
glibly dismisses George's plan as "mon-
etzous,** tha t Walker(0)decliues with a sneer 
toconsider George*s extra economic reas-^n-
ing, and tha t the duke of Argyll(7), him-
•elf appeahng to the very principle upon 
whieh, unperceived by hun, the second 
answer is based, describes his summary of 
Oeorge^s writings as a "reduction to in-
iquity^ and does not hesitate to say that 
**ihe world has never seen such a preacher 
Of unrighteousness as Mr. Henry George." 

for the pro-
health is in-
as stated by 

'£é,A: hv,%Lx4£j?é;l * i ^ ^ f - * . » : . . 

(l)It is important to emphasize the fact 
that Geor{re"s uitimate principles as to the 
rights of men and the f uuctions of govern­
ment are the same as those now geuerally 
accepted, for, the fact being so, there is evi-
dently common ground for arg-ument, and a 
fair prospeet that argument will be fruitful 
of vaiuable results. The curreut notions are, 
1 thiak, ful ly expressed in the following ex-
tract from Professor W. G. Sumner's "Whut 
Stcial Classes Owe to Each Other," pp. 
l(i';-l: "Every honest citizen of a free state 
ovves it to himself, to the community, and es-
pecially to those who are at once weak aud 
wroused, to jro to theur assistauee, and to 
help redress their wrongs. Wheuever a law 
or social arrangement acts so as to injure 
any one, aud that one the hutublest, tuen 
there is a duty on those who ure stronger, or 
who know better, to demand and fi^ht tor 
redress aud correction. When generaiized, 
this means that it is the duty of all of us 
(that is, the state) to establish justice for all, 
lruia the least to the greatest, and in all mat­
ters. This, however, "is no new doctrine. It 
is ouly the old, true aud indisputable func-
tion of the state; aud in working for a re­
dress of ivrongs aud a correction of legisla­
tive abuses, we are ouly struggling to a 
fuller reahzatiou of it—that is, working to 
improve civil government. We each owe it 
to the other to guai*antee rights. . . . 
Rights should be equal because they pertain 
to chauces, and ail ought to have equal 
chauces so far as chances are provided or 
limited by the action of society. This, how­
ever, will uot produce equal results, but it is 
right just because it will produee unequal re­
sults—that is, results whieh shall be propor-
tioued to the meritt» of individuals. W e each 
owe it to the other to guarautee mutually the 
chance to earn, to possess, to learn, to marry, 
etc , against any interfence whieh would 
prevent the exercise of those rights by a 
person who wishes to prosecute and enjoy 
theni in peace for the pursuit of happiuess. 
If we generaiize this, it means that all of us 
ought to guarantee rights to each of us. But 
our modern, free, constitutioual states are 
constructed entirely on the notions of rights, 
and we regaru them as performing their 
f uuctions more and more perfectl3T according 
as they guarantee rights in consonance with 
the constantly corrected and expanded no­
tions of rights from generation to another." 
George's published writings show hun to be 
m full accurd with this »\»rmulati n of princi­
ples by Professor Sumner. It is in the appli­
cation of these priuciples to facts that he 
leaves the beaten track. For example, his 
argument for the abolition of the legal iusti-
tution of absolute projrerty in land may be 
thus stated: The institution should be abol­
ished, because (on principle) "all ought to 
have equal chances so far as chances are 
provided or limited by the action of society," 
and because (as a fact) with that institution 
existing, it is impossible for all to have 
equal chances. Again, he advocates the as-
sumption by government of busiuesses that 
arejnecessarily monopolistic, such as rail-
roads and the telegraph, because, as a fact, 
that is the ouly way in whieh wé can effect-
ualiy guarantee each to the other equality of 
chances, the only way in whieh we can really 
"establish justice for ail."' Professor Sum-
ner's way of expressing uitimate principles is 
somewhat unusuaL For similar ideas stated 
in more familiar terms see the dissenting 
opinions of Mr. Justice Field and Mr. Justice 
Bradley in the Slaughter house case, 16 
Wall, 36; the concurring opinions of the same 
judges in Buteners' uuion company vs. Crea-
ceut City compauy, 111 U. & 746; and the 
opinion of the court ln Yick Wo vs. Hopkins, 
USU. 8. 356. See also the Declaration of 
Independence. 

(2)Butehers' union company vs. Crescsnt 
City company, Hl TJ. & 7é0; Sfaughter bouss 
caia% lø WaUj 8a 
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ences among men in mental, physical and 
moral qualities, and he accepts suchdiffer-
ences as facts without accursing God or 
nature of injustice in so ordering them. 
But when the question is of the relations 
of human beings among themselvus, he 
says (and who does not agree with hun?) 
that each, as against all others, aud so far 
as interference with him by them is oon-
concerned, is entitled to himself, to his 
life, to his liberty, to the fruits of his ex-
ertions, to the pursuit of happiness, sub­
jeet only to the equal correlative rights. of 
every other human being. Nor is he pe-
culiar in his general idea of the functions 
of government and the proper soope of 
positive law. In his view the primary 
function of government is the establish­
ment of justice by securing to all the hu­
man beings within its jurisdiction their 
natural rights; and it is a perversion and 
abuse of government if it perform other 
functions otherwise than in subordination 
to that primary function, or it it make 
and enforce laws whieh abridge or deny 
those natural rights(l). 

The rulings of the supreme court of the 
United States on the subjeet of the pub­
lic health suggests an analogy whieh will 
help to such an undeittanding of George's 
views on land as is required for 'their in­
telligent refutation no less than for intelli-
gently accepting them. I t is now the 
settled law(2) that the governmental 
power to make laws 
teciion of the public 
alienablc. the reason 
the court being that such power is so *'in-
dispensable to the public welfare that it 
cannot be bargained away by contract;" 
that, under the laws at any time provided 
for the protection of the public health, in-
dividuals may acquire property rights 
(e. g., the exclusive right within a desig-
nated area to keep a place for slaughter-
ing animals and preparing their meat for 
market) whieh are unassailable and must 
be respected by other individuals; and 
that property so acquired is held subjeet to 
the right of the legislature to qualify or 
destroy it a t will according to its judgment 
of what the public interest requires, and 
without regard to investments that may 
have been made or calculations based on 
the action of a prior legislature, even 
thougb sucli action took the form of a 
contract 

In contrasting land with public health 
it will be necessary to disregard whatever 
constitutioual recognition there may be 
that property in land is precisely like 
property in huildings or chattels, and also 
to use the term "legislature" broadly so as 
to include the people theraselves when 
performing the supreme legislative func­
tions of making or amending constitutions, 
as well as the particular bodies to whom 
legislative power under om* system is dele-
gated. Doing that, the contents of George's 
tiiesis on land may be described as follows, 
in terms suggested by the judicial rulings 
on public health: 

1. The due regulation by law of the use 
of the lund within the government'8 juris­
diction is indispensable to the public wel­
fare, for so only can the natural rights of 
all the people be secured. 

2. Hence gcVernment cannot deprive 
itself or be deprived of the power to regu-
iaie the use of land at any time and in any 
manner that is adapted to secure to all the 
people their natural rights—i. e., such 
power cannot in any manner be suspended 
or abdicated or otherwise alienated. 

3. Under the laws that at any time exist 
individuals mav acquire property in land, 
whieh must be respected by their fellows, 

and such property, according*to its nature, ural rights, he thinks, spring from and are 
as determined by existing law, they may testified to 6y the natural facts o f individ 

sub-use or abuse, seil, donate or devise, 
stantially as they please. 

4. But no property in land can be ac­
quired except subjeet to the limitation that 
it may at any time be qualiued or destroyed 
at the will of the legislature, expressed in 
general laws applying to all the land 
within the jurisdiction. 

Observe as to these four propositions 
that they contain no intimation a s ' to the 
body to whieh, in the distribution of gov­
ernmental powers, the regulation of the 
land is or should be committed; that is a 
separate question not necessary to be con-
sidered now. Observe also that whether 
these propositions are correct or not is a 
question whieh may be argued and de-
cided precisely like the question of the 
constitutionality of a statute, if we take as 
a statement of the supreme law, that the 
primary function of government is to 
secure to all its people their natural rights. 
Observe also that if the supreme law is so, 
and if these propositions are correctly de-
ducted therefrom, no man now has any 
property in land whieh cannot rightfully 
be qualihed or destroyed without com-
pensation by general laws designed to 
regulate the use of land, though if abso­
lute property in land is recognized in our I 
existing constitutions our judges and con- ' 
gressmen and the members of our state 
representative legislatures are bound 
thereby, and only the people themselves, 
in whom all sovereign powers ultimately 
merge, could declare that result. 

Ho w, then, are conclusions so moment-
ous reached? The heads of the argument 
are as follows: 

1. Land is, literally, indispensable to life. 
"How long," asks George, "could the 
strongest and most resourceful human be­
ing maintain life in interplanetary spacer" 
The land is man's foothold, his resting 
place, his opportunity; the only source 
whence the materials whieh his faculties 
require to work upon can be extracted; 
the only part of space where nourishment 
can be obtained. The right to life, there 
fore, in vol ves a right to land, title to whieh 
vests a t birth and by the fact of birth in 
every human being; and such right, as 
against all other human beings, like the 
right to life, has no limit except such as 
tiie equal correlative rights of others im-
pose. 

2. Land varies in fertil ity, salubrity, ac-
cessibility and geuerally in desireableness. 
Laws, theref ore, securing to some men as 
absolute property the best parcels of land 
within the government?s jurisdiction are 
unjust inasmuch as the natural right of 
other men to the best parcels is as good as 
and equal to that of the favored oues, and 
such other men are not compensated for 
tha difference in desireableness between 
the best lands and such lands as are open 
to them. 

S. The land within the jurisdiction of 
the government is limited in amount, and 
is, therefore, capable of full appropriation 
by some to the exclusion of others; and 
when this happens, as is now practically 
the case in the state of New York, Massa­
chusetts, in England, in Ireland, the 
dilemma currently attnbuted to- th* 
marquis of Salisbury is presented br 
the laws to some men and not t3 
others; some must pay rent to others 
or they must emigrate. This dilemma 
is forced upon some and not upon 
all, and therefore either alternative is i 
substantial infringement of natural rights 
If emigration is accepted the non-iani 
holder must leave the place where h? 
wishes to be, where his relatives and hs 
friends live, where his ancestors dwet, 
and go to and abide in a country he does 
not wish to live in; that is, his liberty (ill 
others not being equally coerced) is inso 
far restricted. If, on the contrary, he jre-
fers to yield to the demand for rent, he 
must surrender some portion of his ppp-
erty, and his natural right to wiiat hehas 
acquired by the exercise of the powersand 
faculties with whieh nature has endeved 
him (all others within the jurisdictiotnot 
being put by the laws in the same preucu-
ment) is in so far impaired. 

4. The couclusion is that absolute rop-
erty in land as a legal institution is ilcon-
sistent with and destructive of the neural 
right to life, the natural right to lit-rty, 
the natural right to the fruit of one'æxer-
tions, and, as the natural right i the 
pursuit of happiness depends upon ie en-
joymeut of these other rights, tiie istitu-
tion is inconsistent with aud destruave of 
that natural right also. Aud heue« also, 
it follows (unless it be not true tht the 
main purpose of government is to secure 
to all its people their natural rigls, and 
unless it be not true that the pubc wel­
fare primarily depends upon thoscrights 
being secured) that the land is ot the 
rightful subjeet of absolute proptiy, but 
its use and occupancy must be reulated 
by law. 

If we take a comprehensive vievof the 
points just enumerated it will be enceded 
probably that the only one that Sed be 
dwelt upon is the first. That the f wer to 
regulate the use of land must be garded 
as an essential function of governent if 
such regulation is the only way i whieh 
the natural rights of all can beecured, 
seems scarcely open to fair douh So as 
to the third point: the marquis »f Salis­
bury^ dilemma is unjust only if ie laws 
upholding private property in lid as we 
now have it are unjust, and tlse laws 
are unjust only if there be a nattal right 
to land whieh they deny. And te seeond 
point in the very form of itsiatement 
depends for its validity upon thsxistenee 
of such a r ight The secondhird and 
fourth points are evidently r,re corol-
laries of the first. That grante they fol-
low; that denied, they also fall. 

These, then, are the ques>ns: Has 
every human being, as agaim others, a 
natural right to landV aud it' >, is there 
any limit to such right, exce, that pre-
scribed by the equal rights of aer human 
beings? These questious invee nothing 
recondite. Their dilnculty, it hev have 
any, lies in their simplicity. i-etty much 
all that one man can do foauother to-
ward solving them is to psent them 
clearly and ask, "What do y< think?" 

In treating these question George ar-
gues little and refines not atlh In his 
various writings he presentsiis views in 
different forms, but al ways I though he 
considers what he says to self-evident 
so aoon as attention is fixedpon i t Nat-

ual organization—"the fact that each par­
ticular pair of hands bbey a particular 
brain and are related to a particular stom-
ach; the fact that each man is a definite, 
cdherent, independent whole"(l). He de-
clines argument with those who assert 
that all rights spring from the grant of 
the sovereign political power, and that 
none are natural, and he quotes from the 
Declaration of Independence, the pre-
amble to the federal constitution and the 
French declaration of rights as true de-
scriptions of natural rights and of the sub­
ordination of government thereto(2). As 
to the right to the land he says (referring 
specifically to Ireland): "Since, then, all 
the Irish people have the same equal right 
to life, it follows that they must all have 
the same equal right to the land of Ire­
land. If they are all in Ireland by the 
same equal perraission of nature, so that 
no one of them can justly set up a superior 
claim to life than any other one of them* 
so that all the rest of them could not 
justly say to any one of them, *You have 
not the same right to live as we have; 
therefore we will pitch you out of Ireland 
into the sea,' then they must all have the 
same equal right to the elements whieh 
nature has provided for the sustuining of 
life—to air, to water and to land; for to 
deny the equal right to the elements neces­
sary to the maintaining of life is to deny 
the equal right to life. Any law that said, 
'Cerlain babies have no right to the soil of 
Ireland; therefore they shall be thrcwn off 
the soil of Ireland,' wotdd be precisely 
equivalent to a law that said, 'Certain 
babies have no right to live; therefore 
they shall be thrown into the sea.' And 
as no law or custom or agreement can 
justify the deniai of the equal right to 
life, so no law or custom or asreement can 
justify the deniai of the equal right to 
land. I t therefore follows from the 
very fact of their existence that the 
right of each one of the people of 
Ireland to an equal share in the land of Ire­
land is equal and inalienable; that is to 
say, that the use and beneiit of the land of 
Ireland beloug rightfully to the whole peo­
ple of Iveland; to each one as much as to 
the other; to no one more than to the 
other; not to some individuals to the ex­
clusion of other individuals; not to one 
class to the exclusion of other classes: not 
to landlords, not to tenants, not to cultiva-
tors, but to the whole people. This right 
is irrefutuble and indefeasible. I t pertains 
to aud springs from the fact of existence, 
the right to live. No law, no covenant, no 
agreement can bar it. One generation can-
uot stipulate away the rights ol another 
generation. If the whole people of Ireland 
were to unite in bargaining away their 
right in the land, how could they justly 
hargain asyay the right of the child who 
the next moment is born? No one can bar-
gain away what is not his; no one can 
stipulate away the rights of another. And 
if the new-born inf ant has an equal right to 
life, then has it an equal right to land. Its 
warrant, whieh comes direct from na­
ture, and whieh sets aside all human laws 
and title deeds, is the fact that it is 
Uaru."(Q; 

This simple deduction of a right to land 
belonging to every human being as against 
all other human beings becomes more fcrei-
ble and couvincing if placed in sharp con-
trast with the sources of the titles to land 
whieh tiie positive laws now uphold. 
"Consider for a moment (says George) the 
utter absurdity of the titles 'by whieh we 
permit to be gravely pussed from John 
Doe to Richard Roe the right to exclusive-
ly possess the earth, gi ving absolute domin­
ion against ali otliers. In California land 
titles go back to the supreme government 
of Mexico, who took from tlieSpanish king, 
who took from the pope when he by a 
stroke of the pen divided lands yet to be 
discovered between the Spauish or Portu-
guese; or, if you please, they rest upon 
conquest. In the easteru states they go 
back to treaties with Indians and grants 
from English kings; in Louisiana, to the 
government of France; in Florida, to the 
government of Spain: while in England 
they s:o back to the Norman eonquerors. 
Every where not to a right whieh obliges, 
but to a force whieh compeis. And when 
a title rests but on force, no complaint can 
be made when force annuls it. Whenever 
the people, haviiig the power, choosetoan-
nul those titles no objectiou can be made 
in the name of justice. There have exist-
ed men who had the power to hold o\ to 
give exclusive possession of portions of the 
earth*s surhice, but when and where did 
there exist the human being who had the 
right?"(4) 

Nor shall we find any ground for doubt-
ing the soundness of George's deduction if 
we place by the side of it the reasons whieh 
are offered in defense of the existing insti­
tution. Those reasons are summed up, 
very tersely, by Professor W. G. Sumner, 
as follows:(5) "The reason for allowing 
private property in land is that two men 
cannot eat the same loaf of bread. If A 
has laken a piece of land, aud is at work 
getting his ioaf out of it, B cannot use the 
same land at the same time for the same 
purpose. Priority of appropriation is the 
only title of right whieh can supersede the 
title of greater force." Force may be laid 
out of account aitogether, for no one can 
base a title of right upon it alone without 
admitting that mere force, whether of bal-
iots or of hullets, can to-day rightfully wipe 
out existing titles and confer others in their 
stead. Priority of occupation is a mere 
straw of barely sufficient weight to turn 
balanced scales; how little itcounts against 
such considerations as George udduces will 
be seen if we suppose amanowningafarm 
to die intestate leaving a son .X, who, as 
heir-at-law, takes full possession of the 
farm; in a nionth or so a posthumous sou, 
Y. is born; clearly X's prior occupation of 
the farm gives him no right to exclude Y 
from it. It is doubtless true, as Professor 
Sumner says. that while one man is °-et-
tiug his loaf out of a piece of land anoSier 
man cannot use the land at the same time 
for the same purpose. The difficulty with 
this, as an explauatiou or justiOcation of 
the legal institution of private property in 

(1) "Progress and 
chap. i. 

land, is that it does not explain or justify. 
"Private property in land," as the phrase 
is used bv Professor Sumner, has a very 
dilterent signiflcance from what it has in 
the mouths of lawyers and judges. In his 
sense of the words there would be private 
property in land if George's plan were fol-
lowed. But the existing legal institution 
means that one man and his heirs and as-
signs, without doing anything whatever, 
may perpetually exact a part of the loa ves 
whieh other men by their labor get out of 
the land. I t means the holding of land 
out of use in anticipation of increase of 
population and increased general need for 
land. I t means that one man may own a 
thousand-iold more land than he can by 
possibility use, and may, if he please, ex­
clude all others therefrom. It means the 
Irish landlord, Mr. William Scully, owning 
now 75,000 acres of the richest land in II-
linoisl(l) I t means the Maxwell land grant 
(2) embracing in a single title 1,714,904.94-
100 acres of land. It means the half of 
England owned by some 5,000 persons. I t 
means Ireland. I t means the crowded 
tenement houses and the vacant lots of 
Manhattan island. Tbis reason of Professor 
Sumner for allowing private property in 
land. as we now have it, is like that of the 
people in Lamb's fable who burned down 
houses in order to roast their pig. 

Whoever reflects upon this subjeet, how­
ever, will be likely to reserve his opinion 
till he has compared land as a subjeet of 
absolute property with other things. Here 
George and his opponents start from the 
same point. They, not less streuuously 
than he, insist that property in material 
things is sacred because founded upon a 
natural right whieh the positive laws may 
recognize, protect and secure, but whieh 
they do not create, and cannot rightfully 
impair or take away. Generically, all nat­
ural rights may be grouped in one phrase 
—the right as against ' all others of each 
man to himself, unlimited save by the 
equal correlative rights of others. A right 
to one's seif—the idea plainly connotes a 
right (as against and to the exclusion of 
others) to what one acquires by the exer-
tion of his natural faculties, whether men­
tal or physical; plainly also a right to enjoy 
what is so acquired in any way one pleases, 
to use it, to give it away, to will it away, 
to exchange it for something more de-
sired (provided another can be found will­
ing to join in the exchange), and to hold 
what is received on exchange by its origi­
nal title; and also a right in donee, legatee, 
and vendee to hold what they receive; 
and this is what is signified by the word 
property, whatever material thing it is ap-
plied to. Now, land can be acquired by 
the exercise of one's natural faculties as 
really and effectually as can any other 
physical thing, e. g.. a marbie statue; for 
possession can be tåken of it, the trees on 
it can be felled, the roots dug up, the 
weeds destroyed, the moisture draiied off, 
the stones removed, the soil made mellow 
by the plow and rich with manuie—acts 
essentially similar to the quarryin£ of the 
marbie and the chiseling of it into form. 
In neither case is any matter created, that 
being beyond man's power to do. In both 
cases possession is tåken and lorm is 
changed by brain directed labor, acd noth­
ing else is done or happens. Between the 
two series of acts there is no difference 
whatever, save in the quantity of matter 
appropriated; and that difference, enor-
mous though it be, may not in fact be 
relatively greater than exists, as to quan­
tity of matter appropriated, between the 
same statue and an animalcule whieh a 
microscopist has caught and caged and 
stored in his cabinet. George's opponents, 
seeing this, assert that there is no solid 
basis for distinguishing between the ani­
malcule, the statue, and the land as sub-
jects of property; the counter argument 
(they say) must necessarily be unsound, or 
it opens wide the doorto communism. 
But do they not overlook something? 

One consideration, at least, is lost sight 
of, whieh is, that the deduction of a right 
to land from the right to life is quite as 
simple and quite as obvious as the deduc­
tion from the right of one's seif of a right 
to hold and enjoy what one can by the ex­
ercise of his faculties. If there really be a 
conrlict between the latter right and the 
former, the latter should certainly yield 
far enough at least to allow the mainte-
oance of life. It may be said with truth, 
however, that this consideration of itself 
makes no greater concession than that 
necessary; and we must look fart her. 

If we add a human being to the list of 
tvpical thiugs whieh we have tåken for 
illustration, we shall be certain that some 
essential consideration is ignored by those 
who argue that. because by the exertion of 
mind and muscle the land, the animalcule, 
and the marbie statue can be, and are in 
fact, reduceel to possession, therefore no 
distiiiction is to be made between them, 
and all are to be deemed rightful subjects 
of property; for men can make slaves of 
their fellow- men, and they have done so 
frequently, with the exertion of consider-
able mental and much physical force. Yet 
it is certain that human beings are not 
rightfully the subjects of property. 

The thing forgotten is this: the natural 
rights are not absolute, but as to every 
man are limited by the corresponding 
rights of other men. t,This is tiie only quaii-
fication, and it is not easy al ways to keep 
it in sight; but it is unquestionably a real 
and a most important one. By virtue of it 
a man alone upon a prairie may rightfully 
do pretty much everything that it is with­
in his natural powers to do, while the same 
man in a crowded church or theater is prac­
tically restricted to keeping lhs : eves and 
ears open. With this quaiification before 
the mind, the reason is plaih for distin­
guishing human beings frem other things 
as subjects of property, .for one cannot 
be the 

material thing is not rightfully the subjeet 
of absolute property if the appropriation 
of it by the exertion of one man's natural 
powers interferes with the equal right of 
other men to ex"ert their natural powers. 

The appropriation of land does so inter-
fere. To test the principle it will be proper 
to take for illustration a community like 
New York or Massachusetts, whose laws 
maintain private property in land, and in 
whieh all the land has been fenced in, or 
substantially so; for such communities are 
numerous, and, as population increases, 
will become more numerous. In such a 
community, obviousiy, a landless man can­
not do anythiug individually. He cannot 
obtain for himself food, or clothing, or 
shelfer, or fire; he is dependent upon other 
men for such aims or for such employ-
ment as they are willing to give him; he 
cannot by any exercise of his faculties 
legally compel other men to give him 
either alms or employment. Unaided by 
other men he is pretty much as powerlesa 
to exert the faculties wbich nature haa 
given him as though he were in the space 
between the stars. The reason why he is 
thus worse off than his fellows. the sole 
reason, is the fact that he is, and they are 
not, shut out from the land whieh nature 
gave. to men to exert their faculties upon. 
He can, to be sure, exert his faculties to 
take himself beyond the pale whieh the 
laws have drawn around the land; but the 
pressure upon him to do that (being 
caused by other men having been allowed 
to appropriate and hold all the land o* 
that community) is in itself a great inter­
ference with his equal right to exert hia 
natural faculties. 

The appropriation of things other than 
land, such as bruté animals, gram, tim-
ber, minerals, and generally the raw ma­
terials, of whieh all the commodities whieh 
men need or desira are made, does not so 
interfere; for there is no limit, or noknown 
limit, to the supply of things of this clasa 
whieh men by labor can acquire, it the 
land, whieh is the source of supply, be 
not mouopoiized. By concentrated effort 
particular species of the class may be tem-
porarily exhausted, but only temporarily, 
and not ail species a t the same timei 
Moreover, it is beyond human power to 
separate pernianently from the general 
stock the matter of whieh things of this 
class are composed. Consider the water 
whieh you dip from a spring is not lost oi 
destroyed—sooner or later it evaporates, 
or, if you drink it, it leaves your body in 
forms whieh you are constituted by nature 
to loathe and reject, and you would not 
keep it if you could. So it is generally. 
No form in whieh nature presents matter, 
no form whieh men by their labor give 
to matter, is stable; even iron rusts and 
gold abrades; and when the form changea 
the matter escapes. Light, heat, winds, 
ram, frost, moths, worms and other forces, 
are pulling down as fast as the 
same and other natural forces, in-
cluding those of man, are building up. 
Human powers can dam or turn the 
stream of change long enough to satisfy 
human wants, and not much longer. In 
short, though one man or many take what 
they can of things of this class, and keep 
what they take as long as they can, tha 
equal right of other men to exert their 
faculties in the same manner is not 
thereby appreciably, if a t ail, interfered 
with. 

The fact that the supply of material 
things whieh are adapted to the satisfac-
tiou of human wants is practically unlim­
ited is the sole justification for permitting 
them to be acquired and held without re-
striction. If the supply were limited the!a 
would have to be restrietion. Do we not 
all concede this in unusual cases when 
locally or temporarily the supply is short, 
as in a shipwreck or polar expedi-
tion? On the other hand, the fact that 

Poverty," book VIL, 

(2)"Sociat Problems," chap. x. 
(3)"Tiie Land Questioa," chap. v. 
(4)"Progress and Poverty," book 

chap. L. 
(5^'Social Classes," etc., p. 61. 
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slave of another ua!ens his rights 
are subordinateu to those of tiuit other; 
but in fact his rights and those of the 
other are equal. There is a -distiiiction be­
tween land and other material things 
whieh is based upon the same i{ naiiiication. 
Consider the natural right whieh gives 
sanctity to property in "material things, 
viz., the right to acquire things bv the ex­
ertion of one's mental or physical powers. 
The exertions o£ one's natural powers is 
evidently the central idea, and if we bring 
together that idea and the quaiification 
upon all natural rights, we shall see that a 

(l)George, "Protection or Free Trade?' p. 
129. 

(2)Maxwell iand graat case, 131 XJ.S. 325. 
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the land, being the source of all things 
that minister to human wants, is strictiy 
limited in quantity, and varies greatly in 
desirableness, is itself a sufficient reason for 
asserting that it cannot rightfully be appro­
priated absolutely and in perpetuity. 

It may be said (and it is surprising to find 
so acute a man as Mr. Mallock (1) per» 
plexed by the thought) that nature knows 
nothing of "countries," "states," "com­
munities," and "governments;" that the 
phrases "right to life" and "right to 
land" express relations whieh each 
man bears to the whole human 
race, and not to the people of a 
particular country or under a particular 
government; aud that every man may be 
admittcd to have a right to live some-
where and to some land without admitting 
that he has a right to live here or to tha 
land of this country. No one who really 
saw and believed in the rights to life and 
land, and felt their immense significance, 
could SSLJ such a thing as t h a t Let us 
see: Take another natural right whieh is 
deeply and truly believed in, and whose 
value and weight are perceived—liberty, 
for iustance. That right, too, is a relation 
whieh each.man bears to all the rest of the 
race: that, too, in logical, if not in chrono-
logical order, precedes governments and 
states; but who ventures to risk his 
reputation for intelligence and sound judg­
ment by denying that one is justified in 
complaining, nay, ultimately in rebeliing, 
if the laws of the state of whieh he is a 
citizen deny him his natural right to 
liberty or fail to secure it to him as fully as 
as circumstances at any time permit, and 
as fully at all times as they secure it to 
an v other citizen of that state? If there 
be natural rights to life and land (and 
whether there are or not depends upon 
other considerations than the one now 
noticed) they must be dealt with by gov­
ernments and states as the natural right 
to liberty is dealt with, must they not? 
There are no laws of the world whieh up­
hold. private owuership of laud any more 
than there are universal laws whieh main­
tain slavery or peonage. The institutioa 
in either case exists by force of the laws 
of the particular state within whose juris­
diction the land or the men affected by i t 
are. Are the people of such a state any 
the less entitled, among themselves, one 
as against another, to be made secure in 
their natural rights by its laws, because 
there is no federation of nations, no 
sovereign government over the world, nor 
other practicai way of securing natura! 
rights universally? 

What precedes is all that can be given 
here of the argument offered to show that 
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s&uestricted private ownershin.of l andas 
* legal iestitution involves a wrong wbicfa 
a government established to secure the 
natura! rights o f its people is bonndto 
temedy. Observe tfaat no ref erence, even 
by implication, has been made to t h e 
valne of land. I t is of mnch importance 

- to exdude the idea of value from that 
part of the case, or to ref er to it merely as 
a test for determining whether the pos-
aibilityof injustice which absolute prop­
erty in land necessarily involves has be­
come actual injustice in an v given com-
Biurity at any given tune. For, unless 
one isoauUous , i t w U l s h u n t t h e m i n d t o a 
wrong teack. T h e argument for the land 
valne tax is very apt to assume the form, 
and, if one may judge from current 
cr&icisin, i squ i te generally understood to 
have t h e form, that because the value of 
land increases without effort on the part 
• f the land holder as the community 
grows, therefore the community has 
«arned sucb value, and may justly take it 
for common purposes. In that form the 
argument is faUacious beyond question. 
f h e value o f land is its relation as to ex-
change to the other things which men de-
•ire. H o w can sucb a relation g i v e rise to 
a n obUgation to pay money? Chattels 
•nc taa to in value a s well as the land, a%d 
f or similar causes, increase being without 
merit a s decrease is without fault on the 
part of tbeir owner; and for this one neéd 
look no farther than to the daily quota-
taons of corporate stocks, though other 
illustrations without number niight be 
given, The trutn is that a claim upon the 
value of land can be substantiated only by 
first successfully impeaching the title of its 
oocupant Grant that the land is his prop­
ert? , and necessarily he is eniitled to it at 
a n y particular time, that is, he has a right 
to exchange it at tfaat time for other 
things, if he will and if he can, and it is 
nobody's business whether he receives for 
i t upon exchange many other things or 
few, muen money or little; if he actually 
m a k e an exchange, no other person, not 
even the state, a s representative of all fhe 
rest of the community, can therebyac-
quire a right to take toll out of what he 
receives; still tess can a right to exact 
money arise, because he might have made 
a n exchange if he had wished to. But if 
the land is not his, if qthers have as good 
a right to i t a s he has, and he is 6uffered 
to have the exclusive occupancy and use 
ei it, then he ought in justice to make 
compensation to such others, and the 
question is, how much? 

Land has no value when ånd where 
cquallv desirable land can be had by every 
tuan **ho wants i t But land varies 
greatly in fertility, accessibility, and, gen­
erally, in desirableness. Hence, if many 
w a u t i t t h e y will pay money to get the 
better-quality rather than put up with the 
poorer quality. They can a f fordtodoso 
u p to a sum which, subtracted from what 
they can make from the better land, 
leaves a remainder equal to the gross re-
turn they would receive for the same 
expenditure if they took the poorer land 
without paying anything. The sum that 
c a n thus be paid measures the value 
« f the better land. When all accessible 
land i s takea up, and, through 
increase of population or otherwise, 
more is wanted, then all land 
has a value which will go on increasing as 
population and the demand due thereto in­
creases; and to such increase there appears 
t o be no limit save that those who want 

, land must retain enough of what they have 
o r earn barely to keep soul and body to-
gether. Hence, it folio ws that the value of 
land in any community at any given time 
measures botn the natura! differences in the 
quality or desirableness of land and also 
the need of the people of the community 
generally for land. If now we annually 
exact from each oocupant of land a sum 
equal to what sucb land alone, irrespective 
of its improvements, would rent for, and if 
w e di vide annually the fund thus raised 
equally among all the people of the state, 
o r apply it to the use of all, is it not evi­
dent that all the people will stand on equal 
terms, or substantially so, with reference 
to the laud? And if that is a result which 
justice requires us to bring about if possi-
ble, why are w e not bound to make the ex-
action? 

The fact that land has a value which is 
unearned by the oocupant is no ground at 
al l for exacting such value from him if the 
land is really his. But if it is not his, the 
fact that i ts value measures natura! differ­
ences and the general need of the people 
for land enables us to do with great sim-
plicity and with reasonable approximation 
t o accuracy what otherwise (so far as now 
appears) there would be no practicable 
w a y of doing at all. 

Such, in outline, vs the argument based 
upon the principles of justice a s distin-
guished from the principles of political 
economy, for the radical change of the 
positive laws which George advocates. It 
i s n e x t i n order to test the strength of this 
argument .by a general consideration of 
the objections that so far have been made 
t o the proposed change. 

Many objections are nothing more than 
«vi l consequences, which are anticipatod if 
t h e change be made. In strictness, such 
considerations are irrelevant Without at-
tempting in any degree to lift the ved of 
the f uture, we can determine whether, ao» 
cording to admitted principles, George's 
proposition is just or not; if it is just, that 
itself i s a sufficient reason for adopting it; 
jandwe may confidenfly leave the f uture 
ito take care of itself. Still, before dismiss-

the consequences of the innovation in 
way, it i s natura! that we ahould try 

Ito find out a s well a s w e can what they 
likely to be, and it i s material to do so 
the purpose of ascertaining whether 

, can discern from that point of view 
_iy flaw in the deductive reasoning which 
otherwise would escape observation. 

Whatever else may happen, one bene-
cial result seems certain. Much land 

i s now held for the probable f uture 
in value, but i s n i M ^ and unim-

ved or nearly so , will be laid open to 
who wish to use land. W h a t the 

(ve element in the present market 
_ o f land (i. e., the element due to 
probabiUty of increased demand in the 

amounts to, there are no data for 
ly determining. But the fact that 

Ly the whole of our vast country has 
neenappropriated, and is now in 

of private owners, so that a 
g o from the Atlantic 

l ing 
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ocean to far beyond the Mississippi river, 
and from the Pacific to the great mount-
• ins , without tinding a place where he can 
legally dig a hole in the.ground for shelter 
or build a fire of sticks for warmth; the 
further fact that by very much the huger 
part of the immense area so appropriated 
(relatively to its capacity and judged by 
the standard of cultivation which exists in 
other parts of the world) i s u n u s e d o r but 
slightly used; and the further facts that 
come within our individual observation 
and experience—justify the inference that 
the speculative element in the present 
value of land must be very g r e a t What­
ever that element really amounts to, the 
proposed tax, if adopted, will wipe it out 
completely. Land will have no value 
save what is due to difference in natura! 
qualities and general desirableness. No 
man will hold more land that then has 
value than is actually required for his 
purposes, and the pressure upon him will 
be toward improving what he holds to the 
u t m o s t No man will hold land which he 
cannot or does not wish to use; for if it is 
better than other land in use he must pay 
a tax measuring the difference in quality, 
for which he will receive no return; and if 
it is no better than the poorest other land 
in use there would be no motive for hold­
ing i t but rather a motive against holding 
by reason of the liability at all times that 
somebody wishing to use land may select 
that particular land, which would show 
that it had then become valuable, and be 
followed by the tax gatherer'8 claim. In 
brief, a very great body of land would 
become substantially free, and all the peo­
ple of this country would stand, so far as 
abundance of natura! opportunities is con-
ceraed, where their predecessors stood 
sixty or eighty years a g a Now, let any one 
put that result clearly before his mind and 
(waiving for the moment the justice 
or injustice of the means by which it is 
to be brought about) say whether or not it 
is a state of things very greatly to be de-
sired. Can any other than an affirmative 
answer be given? Furthermore, the anni-
bilation of the speculative element of value 
is likely to have a particular beneficial 
effect in and near large cities. where now 
thedens i tyo f population presents a great 
and terrible and threatening problem be­
fore which bitherto all the wisestand most 
humane of men have stood gasping and 
helpless. The importance of that problem 
may be judged of by those who will take 
the trouble to read the Rev. James O. S. 
Huntington's recent paper on "Tenement 
House Morality(l)." With a great popula­
tion eager for better quarters(a population 
now so crowded in parts of New York city 
that on the average families of five per­
sons occupy but three rooms, and 290,000 
people find "hornes" upon a single square 
mile of land) capitalists could make few 
better investment» than by putting up 
comfortable houses for rent on vacant city 
and suburban lots, if from the value of 
such lots the speculative element were ex-
cluded. Houses would compete for men 
instead of men cutting each other's throats, 
as now, in the competition for houses. 

Another result of the change that seems 
certain is that the hurden of taxation upon 
productitve indilstry wOuld be materially 
lightened. Here also it is impossible to 
measure the amount of relief which would 
be given, for ho statistics have been com-
piled with that object in view. The esti-
mates of Professor Harris(2), based on the 
census, have in them a good deal of guess-
work, but they will answer for present 
purposes. Taking his figures(3), the taxes 
now annually exacted for the support of 
the government are more than ten per 
cent of the wealth annually produced. 
Such taxes fall very lightly upon land 
values, being drawn chiefly from com-
modities and from houses and other real 
estate improvements. Being so large, they 
must seriously impede the production of 
houses, commodities, etc. If such taxes 
could be completely abolished, is it not 
probable that the building of houses, the 
making of commodities and industry gen­
erally would be greatly stimulated? Ac-
cording to Professor Harris'» est imatesa 
land value tax at four per cent would yield 
not more than fifty per cent of what is 
now raised. One-half of the present taxes 
tåken from productive industry and put 
upon land values, where the tax could not 
in any manner affect production, would 
doubtless have an important stimulative 
effect Professor Harris, however, in his 
estimates makes no deduction for the an-
nihilation by the enactment of the new 
tax laws of the speculative element in land 
values; so that the amount that (according 
to his figures) could be tåken off from the 
present objects of taxation would be much 
less than fifty per cent Suppose it were 
but twenty per cent, would there not still 
be a substantial beneficial effect upon in­
dustry? 

The advocates of George's plan believe 
that many other advantages would follow, 
the chief of which is the abolition of pov-
erty for all who will work(4). It is enough 
to mention these only in this place. 

W h a t now, is offered upon the other 
side? The disturbance and readjustment 
of investments would be proper to be con-
sidered in determining upon the most 
judicious method of bringing the change 

(l)The Forum, for July, 1887. Republished 
in Laud and labor library. 

(2)"Henry George's Mistake about Land." 
The Forum, for July, 1887. 

(3)Tbey are: Wealth annually produced, 
$7,300,000,000; annual taxes (national, state, 
county, townsbip and district) $800,000,000; 
asRregate of land values (improvements ex-
cluded; $10,000,OOQ,OOa 

(4jln a series of articles on "Land, Labor 
and Taxation," by Professor R. T. Ely of 
Johns Hopkins university, publisbed iu the 
Independent (December, lba7), Gr€orge's plan 
was criticised as inadequate to accomplish 
all that is clauned for it. To this criticistn 
George replied in his weekly journal. THE 
STANDARD (December Sl, 1887), and pointed 
out, more clearly than he has else where done, 
his reasons for supposiug that the startling 
result stated in the text would follow. While 
Professor Ely denies that G e o r g s reasous 
for this conclusion are sufficient, it is easy to 
inf er thai, in his opinion, many very beneficial 
results would reasonably be anticipated; but, 
like most Professional économists, ne balks at 
the question of justice. The discoveries of 
the eounonusts as to the nature of reut lie at 
the base of George's plan. With this ac-
knowledgment I beg to be permitted to sug-

Sest that the économists would do well to 
rop the question of justice. stick to their 

proper functions, and tell us trankly and dis-
tinctly, with reasons, what the economic 
effect of George^splan, if adopted; would be. 
I conoeive that as économists they have noth­
ing to do with the question of justice. That 
question betongs to jurisprudence. 

about; b u t being temporary merely, they 
may be diaregarded for all other purposes. 
So, also, we may pass over the effect of 
the destruction of the speculative element 
in land values; such destruction cannot 
affect the land itself, which will remain as 
useful in all respects as now. 

It is claimed that George's plan involves 
a great extension of the ordinary functions 
of government, which would be evil. This 
claim seems to rest on the floating general 
notions and theories which aresummed up 
in the words laisser faire. It is not neces-
sary now to discuss the soundness or the 
limits of the principle of laisser 
faire, or how far it can proper-
iy be invoked when the ques­
tion is of paying to a man or expending 
for his benefit money which is his of right; 
that is, when the question is of "establish-
ing justice," for George's plan does not 
necessarily involve any immediate exten­
sion of the present functions of govern­
m e n t If there can be any reliance what­
ever on the census and Professor Harris's 
calculations, the aggregate of present land 
values, deducting nothing for the destruc­
tion of the speculative element, would not 
yield a tax equal to one-half the neces-
sary expenses of government; and making 
that deduction the proceeds of the tax 
would very likely not equal one-quarter of 
those expenses. Population must greatly 
increase, therefore, and many years pass 
before any question of what to do with a 
surplus can arise. Till then the advantage 
to the people of the new tax would lie 
partly in the weight of other taxes being 
lessened, but chiefly in the opening up of 
natura! opportunities. On the other hane;, 
supposing the census and Professor Harris 
to be in error, if a surplus over the neces-
sary expenses of government were at once 
to arise, it is arguable that the government 
would better throw it into the sea or make 
an annual bonfire of it than leave it to be a 
bounty, as it is now, upon the locking up 
of land. It would be open to the advo­
cates of laisser faire to take that view, if 
they chose, and still to accept a substan­
tial part of George's plan. 

It is said that the plan logically leads to 
socialism, and that if it be adopted social-
isin will be the inevitable result Those 
who say this, like the socialists themselves, 
make no distinction betwecn land on one 
hand and the fixed capital, tools and in­
struments of production on the other, 
which the socialists would have the state 
take to itself. But if there be a valid dis­
tinction between land and these other 
things as subjects of property, the dread 
of socialism is grouudless; and that there 
is such a distinction George tries to show. 
Hence this objection is out of place so 
long as the reasons for the distinction are 
not met and overthrown. We have always 
been socialistic to some extent, and ap-
parently always must be so, more or less. 
We have the Erie canal, the Mississippi 
river improvement, public education, the 
protective tariff and the post office, all of 
which are socialistic; and yet we have not 
socialism. And we never shall have so­
cialism so long as we hold fast to the prin­
ciple that it is the natural right of every 
man to hold y.nd onjcy whatever he cati' 
acquire without iufringing upon the corre-
sponding right of other men. 

It is anticipated by some of George's 
critics, who, however, can have tåken 
little pains to understand his plan, that it 
necessitates the sacrifice of the many 
great advantages which undoubtedly go 
with the system of private land owner-
ship. That system as we have it took 
definite form about two centuries ago, 
when the last strong chain of feudalism 
was broken. Its establishment then 
marked a distinct advance in the develop­
ment of the principle of personal liberty. 
Since that time it has been associated with 
many political and material improvements 
upon which all people of Anglo-Saxon line-
age greatly pride themselves. Under it 
individuality and personal independence 
have been fostered. The securitv of pos-
session. which is an element of it, exerts a 
powerful intluence toward the making of 
lasting improvements and toward thor-
ough cultivation of the soil. Other advan­
tages of the system might be specified and 
admitted. But under George's plan houses 
and other improvements will be as secure 
as now. Individuality and personal inde­
pendence will be promoted even more 
than now, for the land will be open to 
every man as a resource when all other 
resources faU. The plan threatens noth­
ing that is good in the present system. 
Enumerate the present system's advan­
tages, label them, tell them over one by 
one, and then point out any one that will 
not also exist if George?s plan goes into 
effect The matter may be tested thus: 
At present the tax on real estate falls in 
some small measure, say \£ per cent, on 
the land value, and yet we have all the ad­
vantages of private ownership of land; 
now suppose the tax to be tåken off the 
houses and other improvements, and that, 
instead of the % per cent which now falls 
on land values, an amount equal to 4 per 
cent be levied; can any reason be given 
why we should not continue to have all 
that is advantageous in the present system? 

Finally, it is said that the proposed tax 
would "ruin the farmere." The farmers 
for the most part are .the descendants of 
the men who cleared this country of its 
forests, dug up the roots, piled the stones 
in strong walls, made the roads, and occa-
sionally gave some attention to the sa våges 
while they were doing these other things. 
Is it the children of such men who are to 
be ruined? How are they to be ruined? Is 
it by having the land again free and open 
before them almost as their fathers had it? 
Surely they who say ruin do not measure 
their words; they must mean that the 
farmers will be "sort o f ruined. Let us 
consider what truth there is in theprophecy 
so modified,. 

The destruction of the speculative ele­
ment in the value of land cannot hurt the 
farmers as a class. The farmers do not 
hold their land, as they do corn and pota-
toes, for sale. They hold it to use; and it 
will be every whit as useful when the 
speculative element of its present value is 
wiped o u t Only such farmers as desire 
to seil their farms run any risk, and even 
then only if their purpose is to invest the 
proceeds otherwise than in land; for if they 
wish to buy. another farm they will find 
its price has fallen proportionally. How 
many farmers are likely to wish to seil 
their farms and invest the proceeds other 

wise than in land? Are there more than 
one in a thousand? As to the burden upon 
the farmers of the tax on normal land 
values (t. c , the value due solely to differ­
ences in fertility, situation and generally 
in desirableness), it should be remembered 
that by reason of cheap transportation, 
distance from market so far at least as the 
great farming staples are concerned, is 
now in this country a very small factor in 
the value of land. It is said that the 
produce of Iowa farmers competes on fa­
vorable terms in the Eastern mar­
kets with thé produce of Eastern 
farms grown three miles or more 
from a railroad station. So that the 
normal value of agricultural land will de-
pend almost entirely upon differences in 
fertility and differences in situation so far 
as situation affects the production of gar­
den products, and so far as one situation 
may be more desirable than another for 
residence. Now, these differences are not 
verj' large so far as the land which the 
needs of the present population require to 
be cultivated is concerned. Hence for a 
long time, till population shall have 
greatly increased and recourse shall so be 
made necessary to much poorer lands 
than are now in use, the normal value of 
agricultural lands would. be small and the 
tax would be small. Moreover, whatever 
the tax may amount. to, there will be an 
offset against it in that present taxes upon 
houses and other improvements and upon 
clothing, tools and other commodities 
which farmers do not produce, but have to 
buy, will be abolished or considerably re-
duced. 

So much for the consequences. What 
wiil happen no man can foresee with 
certainty, but, so far as probability goes, 
there appears to be no reason why we 
should flinch from pronouncing the judg-
ment upon the justice of George's plan 
which the argument would lead us to if 
consequences were left out of account alto-
gether. W e will now turn to objections 
of another sort. 

Of all objections the one supported by 
the greatest authority, and most conft-
dently relied on, is that the change cannot 
justly be made without compensating 
present land holders. This objection, be­
cause it is free from ti moro us forebodings 
and appeals bravely to justice, deserves 
respectful and anxious consideration; yet 
it is difficult to express it in full without at 
the same time suggesting the obvious an­
swer to i t 

lf the landholder be supposed to say, 
"The land is my property, just as my coat 
or my house is my property; manilestly 
you cannot take it or damage it without 
being bound to compensate me," the ob­
vious answer is, "Of course; but why talk 
of compensation? If the land is your 
property in the same unqualified sense 
that your coat or your house is, that fact 
alone makes an end of George." 

If it be said: "Admitting all that George 
claims; admitting that 1 have no better 
right to this land than all the rest of the 
people. yet I have always honestiy thought 
that the land belonged to me exclusively; 
and upon the bona fide belief that that 
^jis.eo 1 have laid out much money and 
have labored the best part of my lifetime," 
the obvious answer is, "You admit 
that the land is not yours. Why 
should others be kept out of their 
rights because of what you supposed? 
If another man had your horse and you 
demanded it, what would you think of him 
i f he made such a claim as you do now? 
How long would his protestations of 
honesty and good faith, even though you 
fuliy believed them, keep you from having 
the law of him, if he did not give up the 
horse or pay you its value?" 

I£ it be said, "Both the nation and the 
state by their agents have encouraged the 
people to buy land, and they have in that 
way derived great benefits; the nation by 
the federal constitution and the state by 
its constitution and statutes said to me 
that land could be acquired as absolute 
property; I believed those representations; 
I had no reason to suppose they were not 
true; I bought this land relying upon 
theni; the nation and the state cannot 
now in common decency, to say nothing 
of justice, treat this land otherwise than as 
my absolute property; their mouth is snut 
by their own words," the obvious answer 
is, "Assuming that you are right as to 
those representations being made, the 
same reasoning which shows that every 
man has a uatural right to land, limited 
only by the equal right of other men, and 
that such right can be secured only by 
the government retaining the power to 
regulate the use of land so as to 
give all the people equal natural 
opportunities and keep them equal— 
the same argument which shows* this 
shows also that the men who made the 
constitutions and statutes which you ref er 
to could not rightfully otherwise declare, 
and that they could not in any manner 
effectually suspend or alienate that power 
of regulation; hence the men who, as you 
say, assumed in the name of the govern­
ment to declare differently, exceeded their 
authority (as did that Louisiana legislature 
which attempted by contract to shave 
down the state's sovereign power to make 
laws for the protection of the public 
health)(l), and you. cannot have acquired 
any rights even as against the government 
by relying on their representations." 

If it be said, "George was not born when 
I bought this laud, and nobody had thought 
of that reasoning then or knew the natural 
law was so; it is not fair that I should be 
made the victim of a discovery as to what 
the law is, made after I paid my well-
earned money for the land," the answer is 
almost too obvious to be written: "If the 
law is not declared in your case, nobody 
will believe the law is so; other men will 
buy land and base iheir calculations oa it 
as you have done; and when the question 
comes up again they will say not only all 
that you say now, but they will point to 
the decision in your case, and, maybe, 
those who have to pass judgment then 
will feel boundf by that decision, 
and so the error will become fixed 
past remedy except by bloody revolution; 
it of ten happens, when the law is found 
out to be different from what before it was 
understood to be, that somebody who had 
reUed on the wrong understanding, suffers; 
the reports of the decisions of the courts 
contain many such cases; the judges are 
tormented by the hardship to the individ-

(l)Slaughter house cases, supra. 

ual before them, but they must lay down 
the law as they see it to be, for their de­
cision will affect the whole community for 
a long time; when a new mechanical in-
vention, such as the steam engine, is in-
troduced, much capital that had been 
theretofore invested shrinks greatly in val­
ue, and skilled artisans in the trades dis­
placed by such invention can no longer 
find employment save as ordinary laborers; 
yet nobody is so foolish as to say that the 
invention ought not to be introduced un­
less the capitalists and artisans who will 
suffer by it are firet compensated; what 
reason is there for any different rule when 
a discovery is made as te what the law 
is? Remember, there are others than 
the landholders to be considered—those 
other men who now have no land, 
but who, you admit, have as good a 
title as you have; how is justice to be 
done to them if their rights are to be 
denied because you are not compensated?" 
Whatever way one turns the objection, the 
only real question appears to be whether 
the natural right of all men to the land 
and the inalienability of thegovernmental 
power to regulate its use are prpved. "If 
they are proved, such regulation as may 
be required to equaiize natural opportuni­
ties cannot justly be prevented by failurc 
to provide compensation for the present 
landholders. 

To make sure, let us imagine two con-
crete cases which shall present the land­
holders claim in as strong a light as possi-
ble. 

1. Suppose a blacksmith to have saved 
from liis hard toil $1,000, with which i ie 
has purchased a small house and lot of 
land, the house worth $500 and the land 
now worth $500. Plainly this house and 
lot stand to him precisely as did the $1,000 
in the savings bank. They represent his 
labor, his thrift, his pluck, his temperance. 
Suppose, now, George's plan goes into 
effect, and then the blacksmith dies leaving 
orphan children with no other means of 
support than the proceeds of that house 
and lot, which will not realize but $600, 
the new system of taxation having wiped 
out $400 of the value of the laud. Is this 
just? 

2. Suppose a farmer to be in possession 
of outlying land which he has had no 
occasion to use and which was purchased 
by his grandfather from the government, 
all that the government asked having 
been paid for it. For nearly a hundred 
years the government has held the pur-
chase money, has had the use of i t has 
had the chaiice to invest it at compound 
interest, so that now as against the gov­
ernment it may be deemed to have in­
creased many fold. Meantirae, by the 
growth of population, the land has become 
very valuable, so that were the farmer to 
seil it he would receive many times as 
much as his grandfather gave for i t Is it 
just that the government should now vir-
tually take away the land without return-
ing at least what it received therefor with 
fair interest? Consider the facts of these 

' two cases well and see whether the ques­
tion of justice which they raise does not 
depend upon remoter cousideraticas. Sup­
pose a wealthy capital»st were to bring an 
action of ejectment against the black-
smitrfs orphans. claimhrg that he had a 
better title. Would not the only question 
be whether he did have a better title? 
Can the decision of that question be af-
fected in any manner by the hard case 
of the orphans or by the sterling 
virtues of their father? Everybody knows 
that such considerations must be rigor-
ously pushed aside, and that, though the 
orphans appeal most powerfully to the 
capitalist from the side of charity and 
raercy, they must be east in the suit unless 
his claim of better title fails; he must 
have his rights, if he insists; yea, if he de-
mands it, the peremptory writ shall issue, 
though the orphans go upon the streets to 
beg in coid and hunger. So in the farmers 
case, is it not the only question whether 
the title which the government patented 
to the grandfather was qualified or not? If 
that title is and always has been siib-
ject to the qualification that the govern­
ment might at any time regulate the use 
of all the land within its jurisdiction so as 
to equaiize the natural opportunities of all 
its people, destroying utterly this very 
title if necessary to accomplish that end, 
then the government itself as proprietor 
held the land before conveyance subject 
thereto; it conveyed no higher title than 
rightfully it could convey, no greater in­
terest than itself possessed; and its grantees 
have had and enjoyed exactly what was 
paid for (viz., such title as the government 
had to convey), and of course cannot 
justly claim to have what was paid re-
turned either with or without interest So 
here too the controversy shifts back to the 
one controlling question. 

So far as the demand? of justice are con­
cerned, the objection that George's plan 
is barred by the claim of existing land 
holders to compensation is of precisely the 
same character, and of as little weight, as 
would be a suggestion to the supreme 
court of the United States that a statute 
ought not to be declared uuconstitutional 
or the decision of a lower court overruled 
because such statute or decision had stood 
many years, and the community had sup­
posed it to be valid, parting with their 
money and making their calculations in 
that belief. W e say now that the man 
who puts his faith in a municipal ordi-
nance assumes the risk that the ordinance 
-may be found to conflict with the statutes 
of the state. W e say now that. he who 
relies upon a statute does so at the peril 
that the statute may be held uuconstitu­
tional. Why do not the reasons which 
lead to these conclusions also compel us to 
say that he who lavs out his money and 
his labor in reliance upon our written con­
stitutions does so at the peril that those 
constitutions may be found and declared 
to be violative of the principles of right 
which underlie all positive laws? 

Other objections have been put forward 
against the proposed change of laws, but 
they all fall equally wide of the mark. A 
glance at three or four of them will show 
this. 

It is said that there is still an abundance 
of unappropriated land in the west, and 
that in the east land is cheap a few miles 
from cities and railroads; that any one 
who cr.ives land can get it by going to 
these places; and that, therefore, there is 
n o t now at any rate, any just ground of 
complaint against the present system. 

Now, is not this a clear begging of the 
question? The argument for the chango 
is, that all the people have an equal right 
to the land, and that, therefore, if one i? 
permitted to have the exclusive occupancy 
and use of a particular parcel he ought to 
pay to those who are excluded from that 
parcel a sum of money representing the 
difference, in respect of desirableness, be­
tween that parcel and other land which is 
still open to them to occupy. How is this 
argument met by saying that other land is 
still open to occupation? 

Again: it is said to be unfair that a poor 
man should have to pay as much for the 
use of the land on which his cottage stands 
as the wealthj man pays for the land on 
which he has erected a palatial residence 
or a stately warehouse, even though the 
land is equally valuable in the two 
cases. But why? If the poor man 
and the wealthy man went to the same 
hotel, and took equally good rooms, ought 
not one to pay for what he takes as much 
as the other, regardless of their means or 
the use they put the rooms to? The cases 
are parallel, unless there is a difference 
between the relation of the two men to the 
hotel and their relation to the land. This 
objection assumes that there is a differ­
ence without proving it, and, thereforer 
begs the only question there is. 

W e are also told that material progress 
makes the condition of all the people bet­
ter; George, it is asserted, is mistaken in 
supposing that progress and poverty g o 
hand in hand. Assume that George is 
wrong about this, what then? Suppose 
twelve men engaged as partners in a busi­
ness which is very profitable; suppose that 
five of the twelve take many times as 
much of the profits as by the partnership 
articles they are entitled to; if the- seven 
call upon the five to account, will it be 
open to the five to say that they left s o 
much of the profits untouched" that the 
share of each of the seven was more than 
he could have got in any other business? 
George conterds that the natural righte 
of men stand for partnership articles, 
so far as the land is concerned, 
and that by means of the legal in-
stitution of private property in land, 
some men take more than their just share 
of the profits according to the articles. 
The question is whether he is correct or 
not in that coutention. A solution of this 
question is not helped by saying that 
every one makes a profit now and is going 
to make a larger one hereafter if we' cop-
tinue to progress. : 

Another objection is that the value of 
land generally is not more than, nor so 
much as, the values in labor and capital 
that have been put upon it since its first 
settlement But labor aud capital, when 
applied to land, no more make stable 
changes therein than when applied to any 
other matter. After a time the fon a 
which they give to land and the changes 
they make in it. under the influence of 
natural forces, lose their distinctness, and 
eventually the land relapses to its natural 
condition unless additional labor and 
capital are laid out upon it. This is the 
tendency at all times. Hence it is im-
material how much labor and capital have 
been expended in the past upou a g iven 
parcel of land unless it can be shown that 
its present market value was caused 
wholiy or partly thereby. Upon so much 
of present market value as can be shown 
to be due to this cause there would be no 
tax under George's plan. 

It will serve no useful purpose to com-
ment further upon objections. Enough 
has been said to make it clear that 
George's argument has not been under­
stood. That being so, it would be strange 
if critics did not go astray in their objec­
tions. 

Has every man, as against all other 
men, a natural right to land unlimited, 
save by the equal rights of others? Is it 
the primary function of government to se­
cure to all its people their natural rights, 
including the right to land? Can govern­
ment do this unless it is possessed or an in-
alienable power to regulate at will the use 
of land in any manner that may be adapt-
ed to that end? Is the legal institution of 
private property in land inconsistent with 
such inalienable power, and with such 
natura! right? Will the exaction and ap­
plication to common uses of economio 
rent secure the right? These are the ques-
tions upon which the justice of the pro­
posed legislation depends. Till they shall 
have been understood, considered and ar-
gued by those competent to the task, it 
will never be truly said that George has 
been refuted. Meantime, with unquestion-
able sincerity, with remarkable energy and 
ability, and with the confidenee which 
comes from unanswered reasoning, he is 
teaching the discontented masses of the 
people that they have a real grievance. 

New York. SAMUEL B. CLARKE, 

Our Cause. 
Our mother earth, our home, our tomb, 

The end, the fountain head, 
Belongs uato the living:, 

And not unto the dead. 
Not to the many, nor the few, 

Their brothers to enthrall; 
But by the gift of nature— 

The heritage of ail. 

Upon this universal truth 
All hopes of progress rest. 

As mountain ranges have their base 
Upon the earth's broad breast. 

Here is tne common, solid ground 
"Where all reforms must stand; 

And other wrongs will f ail in strcugth 
When dies the wrong iu iand. T. L. 

Room for Sbeep but None for Men. 
Canada Presbyteriaiu 

Accounts are being sent from Lewis, where 
the recent raid on the deer forests was made, 
of most distressing poverty, resultiug partly 
from the fact that mcu returned penniless 
from the east coast fisJiin^, partly irom aa 
epidemic of measles, chiefly from the division. 
and subdivision of the croFts. There is over-
crowding in poor little towoships scattered 
sparsely over leagues of country. Of arable 
land there is no lack, of pasturc there is 
plenty, but sheep and deer have supplanted 
human beings, and now the old stockseein» 
to be dying on the ground. The dwelhngs 
are in many cases rather like huts of Edqui-
maux than British hornes. It is clear enough 
that neit-her the proprietors nor the country 
at large can settle the highland question by 
insisting that they obey the present; law. Aa 
for emigration, tne first question to be asked 
is whether the country will support the peo­
ple. So long as the people see so many 
square miles lying about them practically ua-
occupied they will have difneulty in beåeving 
that there is not tyranny somewhere, espe-
eially if they are driven to leave their native 
land. 
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PØBUSHCrS HOTES. 
m • Jb f fTnH i «wrtair «rom t_w 

CaL—_ tadøM « v « * • 
i t e U K u d kop- *> * * • • «*«**«* 

w m l to « a d « M O , bes_de_ 
My motbor « a d I «re •ubtertb' 

>forkf«. W o c a a t r a l y t e c t i f e fram our 
ieaøe. to wb*t Xr. Georg» 
"ooe o f T B 8TAJIDAJU»*_: chief 

SM tfaat i l bring» ine ooosciou»-
t«f «UBBort and teompmoioubJp to tbose 
i flttm couJd not bot feel isolated." 

I t «eems impossible aotr to anagio* the world 
tritoottt i t What » dremry pro-po»erty 

o a i y a year a g e , before tbis 
— mmag u n r for us the 

of **peace, good w i l t " I 
lose patteoce sotnetures when I fiadpeople 
svctually believing m land tax doctrine» yet 
« a v i a g t o b e e o a s e d aad urged to «•supportf» 
audi apaper . wbentbey oiifbt to be tbaukmg 
flod c a fteoded k n e e s f o r t b e elørious p n r -
Hege e f having it. 

iLpeople whoooa ld let anch a paper fail 
w w U dearrre to be slaree, far tbey would 
hava proved tbemselres uawortby of free-
dom. Hever, never, bad aumaaity sucb an 
n d v o o a t e t o r o i ø e i t a c a t u e . M y m o t b e r a a d 
I b a w induoød ooe of our aewsdealers bere 
t o p l a o e a S T a v D A a p show card in bis win-
a\owt a a d aJao oae within bis store, and to 

>a eopy o f I t a S V A S D A B D for sale oa 
aa of our redeemin? tbose unsold a t 
! o f eaeb montb. W e «'ere not able 

t o a iadge oaraelres to more than o s e copy, 
k a t a r e a tba t i s a beginaiog. 

I t a n k tbe very bardest test Dr. IfcGlyan 
b a s aaated of derotkm to tbe good eause w a s 
« b o a ba «eid to giv» a p o æ ' s place in an 
aat ipover ty meeting for tbe sake of making 

t far aomeoae else who migbt beoome a 
T o «a wbo read ao far a w a y of 

r ings tbat aeems a a 
f-deniai; y e t I bope w e 

i t b a t t o s t 
l a a aote I receired not tang a g o from a 

a a d y i a tfeie s ta te ( a stranger tome)ooeurs 
asage referriag to tause won-
s " w a s tbere anything ever 

t o tbose emilstuTiog lectures! They 
bøuest grouads, tbey teach the 

pereat reUgioa. ul l I bave tbougnt 
a_r«elf(if aueb tbiags be) the Master 

i l t b e eSleat» «aaeea, y e t all powerful pres-
»m tbose grand aa§emblages!M Are not 

j w o r d s f H o w c a n a a y o n e s e e 
• ̂ Imlitios* ia a movement tbat insnires 
a l e e ilagt 

WHb ruMwed bone and faith m the f uture, 
wisbes for T ø l 8TAHDAIU>*S 

gratefol thanks for wnat it 
to as of instrueoon and comfort 

ia the year just past» in which 
joint, Very truly yours, 

M r a F a a a c ø M. MJUOE. 

Tb_re*« a i r h o w sermon of argument , 
asJutttatiott a n d appeal in a u d i s l e t t e r A S 

Cirr , Pa.—Tbe tracts which I or-
aVered a abort time ago , and which have been 
sjnatttred wbere i t was thought they were 
saost lakei? to bear fruit, are begiouing to 
chre promise of fair returns, a s witness the 
laclnaed list of subscribers tbat have come to 
ana aa tbe resuit of a little persuasion and ex-

toa o f sotne tbings which were perpiex-
- to the miods of the inf ant d a s s in the 

. school of political economy. 
W b e n l f i n d a man opposed to the whole 

aeheme a s atterly impractical and anxious to 
ajrgae tbe point I smile to myself and say 
tnentally, 4 i ¥ o u are my vkstam." And so far 
I b a v e been right eigfat times out of ten. I am 
a&tibertv no w, so 1 can pve a little attention 
f » t b e cause of emancipation, a c d hope to 
sbow the resuit of m y efforts in a goodly 
cubscription iist soon to be added to this. 

Piease «ead me some sample ccpiesof T H E 
6raicDA8D, to be used among mcrobers of the 
a s s e m b l y a s a l s o for general distribution. I 
b a v e read every copv of T H E STANDAIU) 

-"Saice February 10 last, buying fromone to 
three oopie6 wcét$ly a t the news stands in our 
nister c i ty of Braoford. 

Besides the subscriptions I inclose list of 
recruits t o whom I waut T H E STAXDABD sent 
i o r foor weeks. G.W. PATTKHSOS. 

L o m K v n Æ . Ky.—The new views now ob-
taiaing in regard t o laud and labor reforms 
a r e graduaily draivin» to their advocacy the 
more tboughtful and better part of men in 
a l l conditious of iife; tbat part which vveighs 
a n d xneasures tbe values of thiags by the in-
variable standard of truth and justice, and 
whøse forward movement in accord with 
t b a t standard knows no shadowof turniupr* 
ThejT are the tneu to whom ri^hteousuess.aud 
brotherhood are not mere names f o r a party 
«ry, bat sraad , natural principies which 
abould be woven into the life of man, and by 
which be wili acbieve the highest triumphs of 
political and sociai reform. But thcugh we 
«onfidently believe that these v iews are now 
ateadily makiug way, and are destined, in 
t b e aear f uture, to auquire a momeutum of 
tbeir own which no opposition can withsiaad, 
w e realize ho w necessary and important it is 
a t tbe present time that tbey should be more 
quickly and exteusiveiy diffused among the 
people by means of the laud and labor litera-
inre . W e , therefore, urge every one whose 
beart a a d mind fuliy sympathizes with the 
• e w movement t o assume the obligation 
• f pnrrhasiBg anddistributing T H E STANDARD 
tracts so far a s his means will allow. 
F ø r oorselves w e stand pledged to purchase 
a n d distribute. within tbe year, 1,500 tracts or 
morr. ISow, ii those called upon will wake 
Op, cheerfuliyput tbeir shouldér to the wheel 
« a d send t o T S E STANDARD office a simiiar 
p l e d g e w e believe that some millions of tracts 
e a a soon be spread abroad, independent of 
«utber efforts. W e aiso suggest to every 
STANDARD subscriber that after each paper 
b a s been read it should be made to do double 
d u t y by giving it t o a f riend, or lea ving it a t 
* barbert shop, hotel office, restaurant or 
«utber place where it may tind readers. Alore-
over , w e wouid ask al i STASDABD readers 
who can so afford to purchase a eopy of 
**Progress and Poverty," "Sociai Prblems" 
a a d ^ r o t e c t i o n or Free Trade?' and start 
t b e m o n a free circu lating tour, vvritin? on 
t b e face of each book the injunclion: *'This 
book Is g iven to be read oa condition that the 
recipient shall continue t o transfer i t to 
another for the same purpose." 

B. GROVE & Soxs. 
Tfaese a r e t w o o u t o f t b e m a n y letters 

w e receive from people w h o are utilizing-
t b e tracts o f t b e land a n d labor library a s 
a m e a n s o f spreading t h e gospe l of free-
d o m . T h e y po in t t b e w a y t o v e r y useful 
Work. 

E i g h t l y tised, t h e land and labor l ibrary 
i s a perfect arseoa i o f w e a p o n s for t h e 
soldiers of t h e n e w crusade. A m o n g t h e 

* s u a y - i b u r iracts ai:—-dy issued m a y be 
f o u n d a r g u m e n t s , a p p e a l s and statetnents 
o f fact adapted t o m e n a c d w o m e n of al-
m o s t « v e r y occupat ion and degree of sociai 
c o m f o r t T o t b e m a n w h o s imply w a n t s 
t o k n o w w h a t i t i s w e propose a n d w h y 
w e proi>ose it , Kin^'» **Case PJainJy 
Stated" i s a veritable m i n e of information. 
T o o n e w h o ridicules our proposal a s im-
pract icabie , s u c h tracts a s "Sailors" S n u g 
Harbor ," *«New Y o r ^ s Docks ," a n d " T h e 
Col l eg ia te Church" wil l be a sufficient a n -
awer. T h e dpubt ing B o m a n Cathol ic m a y be 
persuaded b y B i shop Nulty's w Back to t h e 
Land;" t h e agriculturist wil l profit by 
• T h e A m e r i c a n Farmer; , ' t h e storekeeper 
w i l l b e interested i n **How t o Increase 
FrafitK1' t b e trades unionist or Kni^ht of 
I * b o r i n Evere t t Giackin'3 " W h a t W e 
W a n t f ' t l i e i a w y e r i n a u y o n e of T h o m a s 
ii. Sbearman^s e s says ; the cierk o r book-
k e e p e r I D **My Landlord;" t h e c l e r g y m a n 
i n t b e var ious addresses b y H u g h O. 
Fett tecost , Or . McGlynn a n d 8 . H . 

I t wou ld hardly be possible to 
a juan o r w o m a n in a a y vocat iou 

f o r w h o m s o m e specia i ly sui tabie tract 
c a n n o t b e found. 

U s e t b e ttmcta. Ø s e t h e a i freely; but 

writm to a Mead Incloaeatraot, but dont 
do il bnp-hasard, picking ap the fint one 

top of Ine pila. Study your friende 
fittle; attaok him at his 

point; aalact a tenet thatyouthink 
will leaat offend nis prejudices and most 

ilyaffeet bis judgment And in the 
same way, wben distributing tracts by 
hand, endeavor to aelect those most suit­
abie to the people aad the oocasion. 

And in order that you may do this eflec-
tually, be son to keep a well assorted sup­
ply of tracts on hand; and read the new 
one* as fast as they appear. 

Hero is a pleasant note from the Episco-
pai bishop of central New York. Tbere 
are quite a number of other bishops, and 
not a f ew laymen, who might read it with 
profit: 

BOSTOW, Jan. ».—In meloaiag my subscrip-
tion to Tan StAHDABD for next year, I can 
not refrain f rom expressing to you my per­
sonal regard and sympatby. For sincerlty 
of purpose, fidelity to principle, patience in 
explanations, fair and dispassionate treat-
m e n t o f opponents, mastorly statement and 
unoompronusing earnestness, your editorials 
constantly remind me of the Liberator. 1 
rise from my weekly perusal of T H E STAHD-
ABO with lareer hope and strengthened pur­
pose. Not because I am able to share all 
your v iews or t o approve all your metbods, 
hut for tbe reasøn that I am stirred by your 
pirit and share m your humane aspiratoons. 
On the tariff issue notfaing is more refresh-

ing than your ciear ctxU consistent and log-
ical treatment, after the wishy-washy, g ive 
and take. half hearted, "practical" expres-
skms of tbe best papers oa tbe side of tariff 
reform. These papers are conspicuous ex-
amplesof bow t o chili enthusiasm, discour-
age plain speaking and to keep political 
economy on the dismal science plane. The 
shmle cax plan touches my convictions 
forcibly, while I am y e t unable to ase ia i t 
the panacea for poverty. That it would en-
btrge opportunity for labor I cannot doubt. 

Your manly attitude on the woman suf-
frage queståoa and your assertion of the 
rights of the individual a s against the so-
ciaUstic aeheme are worthy of you. 

If I may offer a word of criticism, I think 
your true function that of a reformer and 
not of a party leader. Reform permits abso-
lute truth speaking, and is undisturbed by 
prophecies of evil consequences, knowing 
that rurht principies work out just results. 
Politics is a game of compromise, a , question 
of numbers, a balancing of chances, a paring 
down of testimony, a matter ot policy, au 
undue valuation of the present. 

One is magnificent and compatible with a 
handful of foilowers. The other is ridiculous 
ualess multitudinous. The moral warfare 
duly begets the political. 

But I t>egan simply to send you my word of 
re&pect and appreciation, and am, sincercly 
your well wisher, 

WILLIAM L L O T D GABRISOX. 

SYBACUSE, N. Y.—Whenever I see I H E 
STANDARD I find something in it worth read-
ing, and not fouad any where else. I there­
fore subscribe for the paper for '88, aud in­
close what appcars to be its price. Faithfully 
vours, F. D. HuNTDrGTOx. 

WACO, Texas.—Inclosed find $3.50 to renew 
my subscription to T H E STANDARD. Times 
are barder here than they have been for four-
teen years. JBut I hope to send you several 
subsciibers. I am doing what I can with 
voice, pen and money. I am in for the war. 

J. L. CALDWEUL. 

DESSIKG, N. 3f.--Inclosed find remittance, 
for which send me two more papers besides 
the one you are now sending. Your paper 
was loaced to me by a friend. My atteution 
w a s riveted a t once, and now I cannot do* 
without itb I am a working woman, and an 
old woman. I quit my work last week be­
cause it kept me busy long hours every day 
and Sunday, and g a v e me no chance to go 
around with your tracts. I have got t w o 
subscribers and sold one "Progress and Pov­
erty." J A N E BIGOS. 

B E D WXXO, Minn.—I inclose a renewal of 
my subscription. I have read T H E STANDARD 
from the first issue. It is my Sunday read-
ing. I t is the gospel to me. 

W I L L I A M DANIELS. 

There are sti l l a f e w o f las t year's sub­
scribers t o T H E S T A N D A R D w h o h a v e not 
r e n e w e d their subscriptions. A r e y o u o n e 
of theni? ' 

This is what THE STANDARD cests its sub­
scribers: 
One subscription, one year, . . . . | 3 50 
One subscription, six months, . . . 1 25 
One subscription, three months, . • • 63 

Three or more subscriptions: 

One year, each, . . . $3 00 
Six mouths, each, 1 0 0 
Th/ee months, each, . . . . . . . 50 

After the first club of three has been sent, 
subsequent subscriptions may be forwarded 
a t the same reduced rates. 

Recruit subscriptions, for f our utveks, will 
be received, singly or in clubs to different ad­
dresses a t fif teen cents each. 

T h e contributions t o t h e recruit ing fund 
for the w e e k h a v e been: 
Augustin Blair. Ccboes. N. Y . . . 
C. U. Conklin. Cleveland. O 
IdaHibbard. Eoselle.N. J . . . 
Colin TimnioDS, Aspen, Col... 
Calvia A. Beltz, Hauch Cbunk, Pa.. 

Total for the week 
Previously acknowJed^ed.. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • « • • • « 

•*•*••*•*•••••••• 

f l 00 
125 
800 
2 00 

65 

» • # • • * • • • • * « 
> * • • • • • • • 

. . . «7 90 
....S2.W2 71 

Total to date.. $2,050 61 

A State Witfaia a State . 
Oorrespondence New York Times. 

There are already three great private 
gatne parks in Pike county, Pennsylvania— 
the Blooming grove park, with 12,000 acres in 
fec and as many more controlled absolutely 
by lease, the Forest and lake association, 
owning 6,000 acres, and the Wescoline club, 
with nearly 7,000 acres. 

I h e charter of the Bløoming grove park 
association that the Pennsylvania legislature 
was asked to grant was drawn by David 
DudleyField, and the extraordiuary provis-
ious of the document aroused the strongest 
opposition to it among careful legislatora 

I h e charter makes of Blooming grove park 
-an empire within itself. I t is independent of 
the general laws of Pennsylvania, with the 
excepi. >I ^apital crimes aud misdemeanors. 
The association has power to make its own 
game laws regardless of the laws of tbe s*ate 
reguiating game and flsh interests. Its mem-
bers may hunt deer with nounds, either in its I 
own or its leased lands, or fish when they 
please, on Suuday or any other day, and defy 
the constituted authorities of the state or 
county to interfere with them; while a native 
hunter over the park line, a rod from where a 
memoer of the park may be watcbhig his dogs 
surrouuding and fighting a deer he has 
wounded, may be arrested, fined and even 
imprisoned if he is seen in possession of a 
deer with dogs at his heels. The memoers of 
the Blooming grove park association may 
have race horses, enjoy cock fighting, dog 
fighting, prize fighting and any other sport 
prohibited by the law of Pennsylvania, with 
like immunity and defiance. "So license to 
keep Uquors a t their club house can 
be required of them. The association 
Rppoints and swears in its own constabulary, 
and the unsupported oath ot one of these 
omcers is sufiicient t o convict any Citizen of 
this county of violation of the association^ 
laws and inflict on him the heaviest of fines 
or a term of imprisonxnent in the county jail 
and at the couuty?s expense if the line cannot 
be paid. All residents of the county are 
warued against trespassing on the park 
grouuds under heavy penalty, but members 
of the association may hunt and fish with un-
punity on the wild lands outside tbeir 
domaia. The chartet of the association, in 
short, g i v e s to citisens of another s tate a 
coaditåon of perfept freedom aad exempuon 

Pennsylvania are bound to obey, and the 
axclusiveand peeuliar protection and auto-
eratie power granted by the Pennsylvania 
legislature to toe N e w York gentlemen who 
a r e the association were never before per-
mittod to any organization in this or any 
other country. 

A MTI-POVMtTY SOCIETY. 

BBT. XDWABD McOLYNN, D. D., PBBSIDENT. 

The tortteth nubtto aieeuar of th« aoetety will ba 
bekt a* 

THE ACADEMY OF MUSIC, 

tUKDAY EVENDia. JAN. » . 

ADDBBOS 

br 

HEV. OR. ftmYNN. 
Bubjaet, "The C3iurch and the Labor SIovemeDt." 

Hottcal wervlcf£by 

COMCORDIA CUO&V». 

Admlsalon free to ffamUy Circle. Balcony Circle, 
Boxe» and Orchestra Circle 10 cents. Orchestra 25 
eeatc. Protemiiuin Bozes W cents. 

Tickets oa sale at the Anti-Poverty Society olnce, 30 
Cooper Union. 

Box oøce at Aeademy open at 6:30 p. m. Sunday. 

NSW P U B U C A T I O N S . 
l ^ « i ^ < M W I ^ W W ^ ^ 

PROTECTION OB FREE 
TRADE? 

An ExaMlriatton o f the Tariff Question w i t h 
• s a e c l a i R e s a r d to the Interests e f Jjabor. 

BY HENRY GEORGE. 

CONTENT8» 

u N1TY CONOREGATION. 

REV. HUGH 0. PENTEC0ST, 
MDflSTEB. 

MAS0NIC H A U , 

SUth avsnuo and Twenty-tbird street. 

SERVICES, 

Sunday Morniaf. Il Cclock.: 
6UB7ECT—"Parasites." 

ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY IN P H I L A -
• DELPHIA. 

The Society will hold meetings every Sunday evening 
SjtSo'clockatUncouthall, corner of Broud street and 
Fairmount avenue. 

Ererybody invited. Admission free. 
A LIVE CHRISTIANITY. 

Speakers bave been secured as follows: 
Sunday, Jan. 29.Bev. John B. BarnhiU of Meadville, Pa. 

By order ot Executive Committee. 
WM. J. ATKINSON, President. 

J. H. HTNTYB2, Secretary. 

M ACBINE POLITICS 

AND 

MONEY IN ELECTIONS IN NEW YORK CITY, 

by 

WILLIAM M. IVINS. 

As there israuchdemand for information about the 
Australian system. City Chamberkitn William 11, Ivins 
has placed at the disposal of ttu- readers of "Tb«t Stand­
ard" a number of copies cf liis r'ini}>lilet eatitled "Ma-
chine Politics, and Money ia £l"<-iions in New York 
City,"ia which a full a^-couut is KIV.UI of the Australiaa 
system of votingr, U;iiJ tbe srro.>s •.•vils lu our politics 
which it wouid remedy are Mivully portrayed. 

Those who desire a c-opy of tlifc< pamphltft can prweure 
It by forwarding a two^eut stamp, for postale, to -The 
Standard" office. 

Blank petUioo» to the New York legislature in fa vor 
of the Australian system or voting eau also be obtaloed 
by application to this office. 

I. 
IL 

III. 
IV. 

V. 
VI. 

VII. 
VUL 

IX. 
X. 

XI. 
XIL 

XIIL 
XIV. 
XV. 

XVI. 
XVII. 

XVIIL 
XIX. 
XX. 

XXI. 
XXII. 

XXIII. 
XXIV. 
XXV. 

XXVI. 
XXVII. 

XXVIII. 
XXIX. 
XXX. 

need. 

Introductory. 
Clearing ground. 
Of method, 
Protection os a universa 
Tbe protective uniu 
Trade. 
Production and producers. 
Tariffs for revenua. 
Tariffs for protection. 
The eneonrag«sment of industry. 
The home market and home trade. 
Exports and import». 
Confusions arisiiiÉf from the use of money. 
Do high vrages necessitate protection 
Of advantages and disadvantages 

sons for protection. 
The Development of manufactures. 
Protection and producers. 
Effcct or protection on American industry. 
Protection and wages. 
The abolition ot protection. 
inadequficy of the free trade argument. 
The Real Weakness of Free Trade. 
The Real Strength of Protection. 
The Paradox. 
Tbe Robber tbat Takes AU tbat is Left. 
True Free Trade. 
The Lion in tbe Way. 
Fre*» Trade and Socialism. 
Practical Politics. 
Conclusion. 

One v e i a m e . Price , Cieth, § 1 . 5 0 f in Paper, 
3 5 Cents. 

Address SES HY GEORGE * CO., 
25 Ann Street, New York. 
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Address THE STANDARD, 
23 Ann 6treet, New York! 

/ \LLESDOM.F'H 

NEUB0D0NTINE. 
Instantaneous cure for Toothaohe, Headache and Neu. 
ralgla. 25centii. Central denot. a» E. 14th st., N. Y, 

1ttAlsl.Be» B . ttCUAlDNEtt* 
PHOTOOBAPHER, 

The RAILWAY NEWS Is a monthly journal which 
discu.sses all the railvay probleyis aud sf.eeialiy under-
t̂ Éies the protection of all raiivay employes. 

jlecliunieal and fiuhnical articies by leading experts. 
Tliis journal notes all indiiatrial advance and is in 

sympathy with its progress. OlUces, 40 Broadway, 
New York, 

THE UNSEEN. 
Tbirty-two pages. By mail, ten cants in stamps. 

COSTENTS: 
The Immortal Nature of Man a Scientific Fact. 
The Creation of the Material U ni verse. 
The Personality of the Great Creator. 
The Spirit an Organism. 
The Difference Between Reason and Instlnct. 
That Which is Without Beginulng. 
The Philosophy of Poverty—Its Cause a Cure. 

FORBES & CO., 52 Broadway, New York. 

SSO Thlrd avenue, cor. I24th street, 
New fork. 

Cbildren'» Pbotographs by instantaneous 
si>cctalty process a 

B O C A N 
_ s Mcar 
near Prince street. 
JA 9 I E S ø w t x t n i . « i n . i ^ » » . 

for James Means'S3 and S4 uhoea. 
P U ISCI PA L A ti ENT 
• - - • 226 BOWERY, 

HO L L A N D * * 
COFFEE AND DINING R00M4 

113 Fourth avenue. 
Bet. 13th and 14th sts. 

»II!»CEL.L<ANEOLTa». 

I P h S C S CURE> FOR 
CURES WHERE ALL ELSE FAiLS. 

BettCouRb 6/rup. Tastes good. Use 
intiioM. fioidbydruggista. i 
ON SUMPTION *_ 

Ti sis Mattu—MtgitUrté. 

Qap êd (Jood5 
WITH TH 18 STAMP IR 

THC BOTTOM OF 
CANS ARC 

Free from 
P01509,. 

AND ARC MAOC BY 

ORCANIZED LABOR. 

Now « E A D Y , 

NEW POPULAR EDITION OF 

PROGRESS AND POVERTY, 
by HENRY GEORGE. 

Large type, 520 pages Price S5 cents. 

OF lyTEMKEItS 
tions and others 

ORCiANIZA-
canvass for sub» 

LABOR 
wishlng tø 

scribers to this paper on a liberal commission are 

Invited to send their names and addresses to the 

Publishers of THE STANDARD. 25 Ann street, New 

York. 

ICOOD NEWS 
JTO LADIES. 

—Greatest oner^Kow^yourtinie 
to get orriers for car celebratcd 
T e a s , Coflées and B a k I ne 
F o t v d e r . and secure a besntifui 
Gold Band or >io*s Roso Cbina 
Tea Set, Dinner S.-t. Gold Band 

Hoas Rose Toiicfc Set. Watcb, Brusa Lamp. Castor, or 
Webster'sDictionarv. Forpnrticulars adnrcss 

T H E G B E A T A M E R I C A . V TELA CO., 
P. O. Box 239. 31 and *i Vesey St., New York. 

GPi.'-'AMERlCAK; 

' /OMPASfv 

EXCETJLEWT BLACK COPIES of anything tertiten or 
drawn with any Pen (or Type Writer) by the Patent 

Only equallcil 
by Lithoprapby. 

. _ _ _ _ _ _ Soeeimens Frea. 
AOTocoraisT Co., 168 William St., HG* Yoris. 

DR. WGLYNX, HENRY GKORGK. PO\V-
DERLY aml Pentecost. Cabinet Pbotos, 25 

cents. BIoGILL, 304 Henry street, New York city. 

MISCELLAXEOU-. 

PEINCE ALBERT COAT AND VEST, 
SATIN LIXED TnEOCJGHOUT, TO 
MEASURE $ 1 8 . 0 0 

TEOUSERS TO _IEASUT_E, FROM 4 . 0 0 
BUSINESS SUTTS TO MEASURE, Fnoai 1 6 . 0 0 
DRESS SUITS TO MEASURE, FROM.. 2 0 . 0 0 
BLUE, BLACK OR BROWN CORK-

SCREW CUTAWAY COAT & VEST 
TO MEASURE, __-0_1 1 2 . 0 0 

OVERCOATS, QUILTED SILK OR SA-
TIN LINED TUROUGEOUT, TO 
MEASURE, FROM 2 0 . 0 0 

AUTOCOPYIST 

O F P O S I T E R I V I N GT ON S T . 
Samples untl Sjell-Measureinent Chart 

Itlailed on Application. 

THOTJSAND3 OF THE BEST 

G O L D $38 WATCH 

pOOGAST B R O S . 

CARPET AND FURNITURE DEALERS, 

COB. BOWSEY AND GRAND 8T8. 

P R l N T l N G . 

pOKUOItl» CO-OPEKATIVE PR1NTJ>U 
COMPANY (Ld.) 

Ca-td4»Ceaters_,N.Y. 

£V£_ _____ ___ S_1LI1T. I.I G.2 

CO-OPERATIVE CLUBS. 
T b i s I s t h e I5e»t. Cheapeat , 

Mont roi iv*-nJent , 
And on?i/co-operative System cf seiling watches. 
The watcb.es are Amencan Lever Stem Winders, 
containing every essential to accuracy and darabii-
ity, aud have, in aildition. r.ymerous patentcd ira-
proYements found in 110 otbtr vatch. They are ab-
solnteiy the only Dust and. Damppr00/ Jtfoee-
menti madeiu tbe Worln. nnd are jeweled tbrougb-
oatnith GEXiriVE BUBIÆS. The Satfnt 
Stem Witut and Sft is the etrongestand simplest 
made. They are fulli/ egnal' for appear-
anc«, aceuracir, durability and service, 
to any $75 Watch. 

Our Uo-openuive Ciub System bringstbeni within 
the reacb of every one. 

We w a n t a n a c t l v e , r e s p o n a l b l « r e p -
r«Nenta t ive i a i - V E R Y € I T _ T a a 4 
T O W I f . 

Heavy proflts gnaranteed oa limited iavestmeat 
Write for fail p_rticuiar3. 

The Keystons Watch Club Co. 
P. 0. Box 928, PfciladelT-hi-., ?a. 

REFERENCES:—F.eyetone 
jXational I?auk, or acy Coo_-

f «rSTCH/i merciai Agency. 
AGENCIES: 

l*ew To:_. S.?. Earriicurg', Fa. 
C_ic_e:, 111. DeEver, Cot 
Pittiburgb, ?_, Baitiaste, XL 
Bark», lUat. St. Lcuia, Va. 
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NEW rURLICATION». 

»OPULAR EDITIOi». 

PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE? 

AN EXASflNATION OF 
WITH ESPECTAL 

INTERESTS 

THE TARIFF 
REGARD TO 
OF LABOR. 

QUESTION 
THE 

By HENRY GEORGE, 

One Volume, Paper Covers. 
P R I C E , T H I K T Y - F I V E C E N T S . 

Now ia press aod>e_dy for delivery^eptember Dl 

When this book was orimnally publlshed, In May, 198a, 
it aeemed to me that the tariff would be the firet of the 
economic questions to come into political issue in the 
United States, and I løoked to it as a means by which 
the underiying land question would be broufht into 
general discussion. 

But events then unforeseen are bringing the land 
question into the dis-cussions of "practical politics" 
with greater raptdity than I expected, and it now seems 
likely tnat it will oe an awakecing as to the larger 
o-jestion that will lead the masses of our people to cco-
aider the emaller. 

This gratifylng change, however, instead of lessenlng 
the interest and usefulness of this book. gives to tbe 
matters of wliich it treats so much more immetllate 
and practical impurtance as to cali for the publication 
of a populur edit ion. It has already dons much, anl is 
I trust destined to do more, not only to pl_ce the tan ff 
question ln its true light, but to ciear away coofu_io_s 
of thought that obscure the full scope and beauty of 
the simple measure, which securlng equality with re­
gard to natural upportumties, will eniuncipatejitbor 
and gire free.play to produotive forces. 

HENRY GEORGE. 

H e n r y George*» W o r k s . 
Progress and Poverty, paper. t 33 

" " half eau* or half morocco.... 2 50 
Sociai Problems, paper ,. .20 

" " cloth 100 
- "' half calf or half morocco , . . 2 5 0 

Protection or Free Trade? paper 35 
" " cloth 1 V» 
• « half calf or half morocco. 3 00 

Property ln Land, paper is 
The Land Question, paper 10 

For sale by all booksellers, or sent postpaid on receipt 
of price. 

HENRY GEORGE * CO., 25 Ann street, New York. 

6xne bifligc beutfdje ?tu§ga!)e con 

"PROGRESS AND POVERTY" 

ijl foeben ertøierten unb buri^ aUe SBadpfjanDlcr 
unb _o_potteurc 3U 6c3ict}en. 2Birb n&cf) Qm; 
^fang beå ĴreijeS »ortofrei berfanbt .om 
Verleger 

25 Ann Street, New York. 

NOW OUT. 

T H E G E R M A N E D I T I O N 

OF 

PROGRESS AND POVERTY. 

PRICE, EN PAPER COVERS, 

Thirty-flre Cents. 

Address HENRY GEORGE, 

25 Ann Street, New York. 

HEAVEN AND HELL, 
From thlngs heard and seen by Emanuel Sweden-

boi-g. Cheap edition, paper, flftecn cents, postpaid. 
Ths work unfolds the lawa of tbe spiritual world .ind 
describes the condition of botb good and evil men after 
death. It treats, among other thtngs, of the sun of 
beaven and the lig-ljt and heat thenee proceedinx, ot 
the garments and habitations of the angels,, tb.ir gov­
ernment, worship, occupations, conjugal relations., e tc , 
of the state of the heathen and young chiidren, of the 
rich and poor, and of the wise and siniple in beuven. 

Intercourse Between the Soul and the Bed v, paper, 
five cents; and all other writin;r of Svrfstieaborg and of 
>*ew Church autbt/rs. Catalogue free. Address New 
Church Buard of Publication, Room 20, Coi«per Union, 
New York. J. C. JACKSON, 

Bi_mess llanager. 

A N T I - P O V E R T Y D O C T R I N E 3 I N A 

NUTSHELL. 
Thirty pamphlets on various phases of the sociai 

problem. Tbe question of the hour. All should under-
_tand it. Will be sent post paid on receipt of flfteen 
cents in .tamps, or will be sent free to any one sending 
twenty-five cents for sis montbs' subscription to tbe 
Tax Reformer, a sixteen page journaL Address, 
ANTI-POVERTY PRESS, 184 William st., New York. 

H1 ' E N l t Y G E O R G E S SOJLUTION 

; OF THE LABOR PROBLEM. 

WHY I PREACHED ON IT. 

HUGH O. PENTECOST, 

Minister to the Believiiie Avenue Congregatioasi 
Church in Newai-k. N. J. 

A sixteen-page pamphlet. Price 5 cents. 

Sent by mail on receipt of price. Address as above. 

$5.00 LABOK J _ £ B K A R Y . - 3 0 S T A N D ­
ARD works by Sl author»—il.trx. bar-

vviu, bpencer, Huxley, Krupoikin, Rechu>, Hvn<i__ia, 
Gronlund. Bebel, Annie Besant, Las.-alle, Bradlaugb, 
George. SpeecUes of anarchiits and trial. e t c . bound 
in S vol_.; cloth, $5; posipaid, $j.:V. Compiete list 
maiied free. UuiiEltN PRESS, 

2501-?J Bowery, .New York. 

T U S T O U T . 

AN ACCOUNT OF TH 8 GEORGE-HEWITT 
C A M P A I G N . 

By Louis F. Post and Fred. C. Leubuscher. 
1 %oL, paper covers. Price, 3» cents. 

Address HENRY GEORGE i CO.. 
25 Ann street, New York. 

TH E S I N - H . E T A X . 
Special edition» of readv-printed newspaperscon-

taiuing cun-ent Single 1„x read ing matter. Ahsize_: 
low prices. UNION PRLJiTLNG CO., la Vande water 
street, New York. 

6E3MAN TRACTS. 
ISSUED IN THE LAND AND LABOR LLBRARY. 

NOW READY. 
No. 41. 
No. 42. 
No. 43. 

George. 
No. 45w 

pages. 
No. 47. 

The Syracuse Platform. 2 pages. 
"First Principies." Henrv George. 4i 
•1SociaUsm—Its Truth and Its Error." ] 
4 pages. 
"T; 

>ages. 
lenry 

aiing Land Values." Henry George. 8 

Rev. S. H. Spencer 

Stated." H. F. Ring. g 

"It is the Law of Christ." 
of Hen ry. 111. 4 papes. 

No. ib. "The Case Plainly 
pages. 

No. 50. "Progress and Poverty." Henry George. 
>'o. 52. "The Case Plainly Stated." (Swedish.) ELF. 

Ring. 8 pages. 
No. 5a "S_ilor5* Snug Harbor." Wm. T. Croasdale. 

12 pages. 
Piiceii, free by mail: 2-page tracts—SD copies. Id cents; 

lOOcopiei, 15 cents; 1,000 copies, $1; 5,M copies, f-l.S. 
Fom--page ti-acts—25 copies, 10 cents; hxi copies, 25 

cents; 1.00U copies, «2; 5,000 copies, »S JO. 
Eight-page tracts—25 copies, 20 cents; lOO copies, 50 

cents; l.oOO copies, <4; 5.000copies, «17. 
Other numbers in preparation. Address 

HENRY GEORGE, 
25 _j_a street,, New York. 

N E W P U B l i l C A T l O N S . 

m H E L A N D A N D L A B O R L I B R A R Y . * 

We are now publishing under the titla of "T_4 
Land and Labor I_brs_y" a uerles of abort tra_ta on v*. 
rious phases of the sociai problem. These p_a_p_leta 
contain facts, flgures and argument» ezprwseil ut co_> 
eise, vigorous Ianguage easily understood. Aa a meaas 
of propaganda we recommend them to all who deslru to 
help on the movement for sociai reform. Those who 
wish to have these tracts placed where they will do good 
but who are unable persoaally to attend to tbeir dl_> 
tribution, can remit the price to us, as we have every 
facility for sending them where they «ro naedtd 
will be read. 

Tbe following bave already appeared: 
No. I. "First Principies." By Henry George. 4 ] 
No. 2. "Land and Taxatlon." A conversatlon hetwesa 

David Dudley Fleld aud Henry George. 4 pages. 
No. 3. "The Right to the Use of the Earth.» By HOP» 

bert Spencer. 4 pages. 
Na 4. "A Christian Minister on the Remedy for Pov­

erty." A sermon by __e Rev. K_gh O. Peutecost ot 
Newark, N. J. 2 pages. 

No. 5, "ASumm-.Proportton.* ByT.LMcCreody. I 
page». 

No. 6. "Tbe Settler, Nightmare.** By Louis F. Port. 
4 pages. 

No. 7. '•New York _ Docks: The True -tad* of R_l_Ui_ 
Revenue." By. J. W.Sullivan. 4 pages. 

Ko. 8. "Unemployed Labor." By Henry George, é 
pages. 

No. 9. "Yoices for Reform." 2 pages. 
No. 10. "A Mysterious ->isapp_-ra_ce.M By Lewis 

Frceland. 6 pages. 
No. i l . "Howto Increase Proflts." By A. J.Bteera 

2 pages. 
No. 12. "The American Farmer." By Henr« 

George. 4 pages. 
No. 13. "Sailors' Snug Harbor and the Randall Fana.* 

B&W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages. 
Wo. 14. "Tlie Collegiate Church aad the Shc_mak«r_ 

Field." By W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages. 
No. 15. "Only a Dream." By Abner C Thomas. 4 

pages.. 
No. 16. "The Antl-Poverty Society." Dr. McGlynn'» 

address at tbe m_t meeting. 8 pages. 
No. 17. "The Cross of the New Crusade.** A noeab 

By David Rorty. 2 pages. 
No. 18. "It ts tbe Law of Christ." By Rev. S. _L 

Spencer of Henry, 111. 4 pages. 
No. 19. "My Landlord. By John Jones. 4 pages. 
No. 20. "Thou Shalt Not Stea!.** An address b» 

Heury George before tbe Anti-Poverty Society. 8 
pages. 

No. 21. "ChrislianHy aml Poverty." An address aj 
Fatner Huntington before the Anti-poverty society. 
4 pages. 

No. 22. "Poverty and Christlanlty." An address by 
Rev. Hugh O. Pentccost before tbe Anti-povorty so» 
ciety. 8 pages. 

No. 23. "The Single Tax." By Thomas G. Shearmaa, 
8 pages. 

No. 24. "HjTnns of the New C:_sade"—No. L 4pages 
No. 25. "Hymns of the New CTUsade"—No. 2. 4 pages. 
No. 26. "ReUgion vs, Robben'." Address by Rev. Dr 

McGlynn before the New York Anti-poverty society 
June 12,1SS7. 8 pages. 

No. 27. "Back to the Land." Blshoo Nulty _ letter 
to the clergy and latty of his diocese. 16 pages, Price, 
5 cents. 

No. 29. "Antl-Slavery and Antl-Poverty." Aa ad-
dre._ by the Rav. Il-.igb O. Pentecost before the New 
York Anti-Poverty Society, June 19. 8 pages. 

No. 29. "Tenement House Morality." Rev. J. 0 .3* 
Huntington in the Forum. 4 pages. 

No. G0. "The Case Plainly Staten." A speech by H. 
F. Ring before the Exughts of Labor at Houston, Texas. 
8 pages. 

No. 31. "Questions and Answers." Question» by 
Rev. Howard Henderson of the Sucty-first street M. E. 
ehurch ot New York; with answers by Henry George. 
2 pages. 

No. 32. "Objections to the Land Tax." By -hornas 
G. Shearman. 4 pages. 

No. 33. "Socialism—Its Truth and l u Error." Henry 
George. 4 pages. 

No. __ "Horse Sense." W. C. Woods. 2 pa^es. 
The Syracuse Platform. 2 pages. 
"Citycus and Robticus." Tudor S. Jenks. 4 

No.S5. 
No. 35. 

pages. 
No. 37. 
No. Si 
No. 39. 

"Taxing Land Values." Henry George. Sppt 
"God Wills It.'* Henry George. 4 pages. 
"What We Want." Everett Glackin, presf. 

dent Typograpbicai Union No. 6. 2 pages. 
No. 40. "Protection or Free Trade." Henry George» 

Price, 35 cents. 
No. 4L The Syracuse Platform. (German.) 2 Dages. 
No. 42. "First Principies." (German.) Henry George 

yto".4S. "Sorfalism—Its Truih and Its Error. (Ger­
man.) Henry George. 4 pages. 

No. 44. "HowJoiuVs Father Saw the Light," W. a 
Woods, M. D. 2 pages. 

45. Platform of tbe United Labor Party. 2 pages. 
No. 46. "Taxiag Land Values." (German.) Henry 

George. B pages. 
No. 47- "It is the Law of Chrts- - (German.) Rev. SL 

H. Spencer. 4 pages. 
No. 48. "The Case Piainiy Stated." {German). H. F. 

Rixig. 8 pages. 
No. 49. "The Distribution ot Wealth.** Thomas Ck 

Shearman. 16 pages. 
No. 5_ "Progress and Poverty." (German.) Henry 

George. 
No. 51. "Ten Thoughts for Christian Thinkers." Rer. 

John W. Kramer. 4 page_. 
No. 52. "The Case Piainiy Stated." (Swedish). H.F. 

Ring. 8 pagcy. 
No. 53. *'Sailors* Snug Harbor." (German.) Wm. T. i 

Croasdale. 12 pages. 
No. 54. "What the United Labor Party Want.* 

Henry George. 2 pages. 
No. 55. "Stones for Farmers." 4 pages. 

"Electoral Reform." A. T. Rice. 4 pages. 
"Protection as a Universal Need." Heur 
4 pages. 
"To a College Professor." Bartholomew 
4 pages. 

"Before a Royal Commlssloo." W.AJ>ouglass. 

No. 56. 
No. 57. 

George, 
No. 58. 

Appleby 
No. 59. 

4 pages. 
No. 60. 

page3. 
No. 61, 

2 pages. 
No. 62. 

"The Tariff Question." Henry George. 4 

"A Practical Iilustratfon." Hugh B. Brown, 

and Poverty." Henry George» 

British 'Free 

Henry 

and 

Progress 
Price, 35 cents. 

No. G3, "American Protection 
Henry George, i. pages. 
"Hints as to What You Can 
4 pages. 
"To a Bookkeeper." Rartholomew Appleby. 

Do." 
Trade. 

No. 64. 
George. 

No. 65. 
2 pages. 

Prices, free by mail: 2-page tracts—50 copies, 10 cents; 
100 copies, 15 cents; 1,000 copies, f l ; 5,009 copies, $4.25. 

Four-pago truets—25 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 25 
cents; 1.0U0 copies, SC; 5,00» copies, «8.50. 

Six-page ti-ict_~C5 copies, 15 cents; 100copies, 37cents; 
1,07) copies, So; 5,'JUJ copies, $12.75. 

Eight-page trakts—25 copies, 20 cents; 100 copies 50 
ceuts; 1,000 cooies, ^4; 5,000 copies. $17. 

Twelve-pagé tract —25 copies, 31 cents; 100 copies, 75 
ceuts; 1,000 copies, $6; 5,00") copies, US2JJ0. 

Sixteen-page tracts—23 copu-, 40 cents; 100 copies, f l ; 
l.OW) copies, SS; 5,001) copies, * « . 

Otter numbers in preparation. 
Address HENRY GEORGS, 

25 Ann st., New Y"ork City. 

n H E DE^IOCRAT. 
A RAD1CAL REVIEW MONTHLY. 

The Democrat advocates I_iod Resumption and those 
efonns which are necHs**_.\v to tna_e the Englii.h peo­

ple a free people. It :_>ks "compeusatJou" not tor tbuse 
who bave benented by unjust legislation, but for tbose 
who have sufiferøl tber^by. 

For one duUar the Democrat is supolied for 13 rcontos 
to any address in the United Stares or Canada. 

Addreas 5 New riridge .street, London. __ C 

i r-NiT 

V-> folk 

1 T E D L< A B O R P A R T Y - C m z e a s of c 
!owip.g uamed states who indorse the pr n_ : 

plcs of the United Labor 1'arty and desire to lend 
tive aid ln tbe movement, a*v re<jue?stejl to coæia i 
nicate with the State Orgaiw2vi_ of their respecUV» 
atates, as follows; 

Califurniar-Judge James G. JJaguire, San Francisco. 
Coiuiecticut—Robert Fyne, 2S4 Asylum st., Hartford. 
Eastern Pennsylvaui:*.—Henry George club, box 190i 

PhilaJelphti. 
Indiana—Warren Worf h Bailey, Vincennes. 
Keiilu.K.v—Land aud Labor Club No. 1, bux 406, Cia 

cinnatt. 
Louisiana—Jere. J. Suliivan, 705 Fulton street, New 

On t-ans. 
Jlaisaehusetts (Berkshire county)—F. Harvey Lincum» 

box 115. Zylutiiie. 
Maryland—T. H. Garside, 1507 West Lcxington stree^ 

Ifciltimore. 
30 nne>o_v—Central Committee, United Labor Party, 

42 Thlrd st. ,>ouih, jiin!ieai>o;i„ 
New York—Joua _[c_L_ckiu, 2S Cooper Union, New 

York city. 
Otdo—Land and Labor Club No. i . box 99, Cincinnati. 
South c_ru,':n_— Rcnjamm Adams, CbarleiUoa. 
West Teiinc_>ee. liasterc Ai-Kansas and Northern 

?-Iii-5.j»sippi— i_t:;u and I_ibor Ciub No. 2. Rooms, 3 antl 
10. Cot ton Exchange, Mempisi_, Tenn. 

i * l fe^iSi^s£i i t i_^i^S_^^ *i3=!_J«__» _t*> Vttftfiå i V. j , ^_.fe/vj»l„:' • fer t 

Il . I i l N O l S.—Readers of tbe "Standanr* in t_e 
i t i t e of Illin_i , asid all or hers interested :n tbe greas 

principies it advoc.ites, m _ rft*_t_ted to bend names 
auu „dvivesw_ to W. H. Viui Ornum. pre_ident of lancl 
and Ubor* club N<>. 1, l:oo:n S-S, 37J 3Ia.i_on street, 
Cbicago, with a vie w to elfecrir.jj some pian or oi-gani. . 
_.itio:i for the Mate. P«:i__rw iu Chicaso not alreatiy 
niL-mf».'rs of Un^ and Iaî or ciubs, a» wcti as «teei-etariee 
of >uch orgiuu__Uo_s, are e_t>cci_lly reuu_sced % 
wrice. 

A tl̂  READERS OP THE STANDARD IX 
JTX. favor of a unitetl l;u>or_party in th_ first Assenn-
biy di.Lrict, cfimpiKtiug tbe rirst, Second.Third. Fourth 
and Fifteentb wanis, abo tbe counties and towns ln-
cluded iu tbe uiatrict will ple_a« seud their names 
and addresses to the undcralgm _, for the purpos*1 ot 
organizing Hie district tborougbly. JOS. H. ROsHIRT, 
Pre-idem Finst a»embiv ciistrict, united labor party. 
22 Third avenue, Albany. N. Y. 

O O R D A S S E N B L Y D I S T R I C T .ME E T S 
*__» -verj- _Umd_; evening. German speaking mem­
bers every Tuesday ^vpnsng at Vincent hall, IST 
Third avenut-, corner luuih street. Open every evej.*in| 
for enruliinent n* inembers. Tbursaav and Saturda'» 
eveniugs free debates of the Progress and Poverty ciuf 
T 7 0 T E R S O P 3 1 A R Y L A N D W H O AJCI 

>' d---&irou_ to aid in prupagal.ng the principie_ v 
the united labor par tv, as set forth m the New Yor 
platform, adopied at Syracuse, Aug. 19 «re requtstte 
to send their names and addresses to 

JOHN SALilON, 
iiå fi. Eutaw ab* .- .uaare, _b_ 
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