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CONFISCATION.

~ In another column will be found the
third of a series of articles entitled ‘‘Land,
Labor and Taxation,” which Professor
Richard T. Eiy of Johns Hopkins univer-
sity is writing for the Independent. His
two previous articles have been mainly
devoted to an admirable statement of the
nature and causes of rent and to tracing
“the development of the land tax theory,”
oeginning with “the first school of real
political economists, the Physiocrats,”
‘hrough Adam Smith and John Stuart
Mill, to the present day. In these articles
¥rofessor Ely shows that economic rent “is
on income derived from current industry
without toil on the part of those who
enjoy it,” and “if all rent should be ap-
Jvopriated by the community it would not
stop productive processes” or increase the
amount that the user of land has to pay to
- the owner. lu the third article, which we
reprint, he goes on to discuss the appropri-
~ation of rent 10 public purposes by means
of taxation, as proposed by the united
1abor party and advocated by THE STAND-
ARD. '

Professor Ely effectually disposes of all
the economic objections that are usually
made to the single tax and concedes in
serms or by imiplication all the enormous
-advaniages thatare claimed for it. But, as
if from an unconscious aversion fo go-
ing too far, Professor Ely brings up a
moral objection. It would not be just to
axisting land holders, he contends, to take
or the public use what society has per-
aitted them to consider as theirs. This he
putsin its strongest form when hesays, “If
ve hiave all made a mistake, should one
~ party to the transaction alone bear the cost
of the common blunder?’

I a people, who up to that time had
aocceded unguestioningly to the trecatment
of land as the absolute property of indi-
widuals, were suddenly called upon to
decide as 1o the dmmediate resump-
‘tion of common rights to the
“‘unearned increment,” Professor Ely's
argument would unquestionabiy bLe a
plausible one. But such a case, though
supposable, is practically impossible.
It is certuinly not the case as it is
presenticd to us to-day. For not only is it
imnossible to educate public opinion up to
the point of any legislative action looking
1o the approp:iiation of land values for
public purposes without a prolongzed agita-
‘tion, during which those owning land and
ﬂmse thiaking of buying land may have
ampie aotice of what 1s - cominug, but such
Jegislative action, when it takes place, must
~mecessarily require tinwe, and will consist
~ina series of steps.  The objection which
1o Professor Ely appears so grave in the
~realm of the abstract loses all its foruc in
ﬂw realm of the practical.

1t is 1rue, as Professor Ely suys, that we

- *propose 10 take ali of a certain species of

- properiy without a cent of compensation,”
‘but it is also true that this taking can only
“be gradual, and would cousist in successive

- chianges iu our system of taxation, which

reducing the tixes now levied on industry

and the products of industry would in-
crease the taxes now levied on land values.

Saurely, Professor Ely would not say that
there could be anything in any one of

‘these changes to shock the moral senti-
ment? Surely e would not say that the
slate is estopped in justice from imposing
or increasing a tax on land values unless it
al the same time makes compensation to
land owners? Is property in land values
movre sacred than property in things pro-

duced by labor? MHas the land owner any
better right to compensation when he is
tuxed than other people have when they

are taxed® We do not compensate
smokers when we tux tobacco; nor the
final purchasers of dry goods when we
tux dry goods; nor the people who use
houses when we tax houses or the materials
that enter into houses. We do not com-
pensate saloon keepers when the keeping
of saloons is interdicted by prohibitive
law, mnor does anybody propose to
compensate then. And with his wide
stucy of the eflects of taxation Professor
Ely will be able to recall many instances
~ where businesses 1o which no objection on
the score of morals could be 1ade, have

been crushed out of existence by the im-

position of taxation. He will not, how-

ever, recall an instance in ‘which the men
s0 injured have been compensated. Should

& proposition  to apply to land owners the

sume rule which we habituaily apply in ali

other cases of taxation shock the morai

sense? v

But there is a very great difference in
®ifcct between ihe change in taxation
which we propose and the taxes by which
we habitually take the property of indi-
vidualg for public uses without making
them any compensation. In the cuse of
all these taxes the individual has simply to
“pocket his loss™ and get along as best he
may, notwithstanding the fact, as Pro-
fessor Ely is very clearly showing in a
series of lucid articles in the Bultimore
Sun, that the greater part of these taxes
arewhut he terms regressive taxes, falling
onthe ultimate payers with greater weight

@s their incomes diminish. But in the
Case of the substitution of a tax on
laud values for the taxes mow laid on
Other species of property, whatever loss
there might be to land owners would be,
in some degree at least, compensated for
by the improvement in general conditions,
Such a cha.'na ¢, us Professor Ely very

clearly sees, would greatly augment the
production of wealth and greatly equalize
its distribution. This increase of material
prosperity would inure to the benefit of the
individuals who happen to be land owners
as well as to that of other people.

Of what is at present our favorite
method of taking individual property for
public purposes, Professor Ely very truly
says in one of his Baltimore Sun articles:

Indirect taxation does not discriminate be-
tween the last dollar of the poor widow and
the dollar which is only one in an income of a
million. It raises prices, reduces the value of
income and forces some who are-already near
the awfui line of pauperism to cross it, and
thus puts to death bigher aspirations in a
class of citizens aud lowers the level of civili-
zation. But the absurdity of the thing is seen
in this, that when the tax bas destroyed the
value of a man as an industrial factor in the
community, what has been taken away is
given back in alms!

How different would be the effect of
appropriating rent for public purposes,
even though we should take it to the last
penny. Such would be the opening of
natural opportunities, such would be the
stimulation of industrial enterprise, such
would be the demand on all sides for la-
bor, that we would not be forced to main-
tain the ex-land owners by alms, They

could go to work.

All this is upon the assumption that
Professor Ely seems to make when he
comes to treat the moral gquestion, that
property in land does not essentially differ
from other property. But that he is, when
treating of the econmomic question, fully
conscious of the essential difference, other
parts of his articles clearly show. We
who propose, as fast as we can arouse the
intelligence and moral sense of the people
to its expediency and justice, to take Jand
values for public uses ‘‘without a
cent of compensation,” do not rest our
case upon the proposition that the
earth is the gift of the Creator
to the whole human race, and that no one
can show a title deed to it from the Al-
mighty. While this may be with many
of us a favorite mode of calling attention
to the obvious distinction between propcrty
in land and property in things produced
by labor, the argument on which we would
rest the case for the appropriation of land
values without compensation, is one that
will appeal as strongly to those who do
not believe in God as to those who do.
Nor yet would we justify ourselves by as-
serting that “property is but a means to
ar. end—the welfare of the race,” oor re-
ply to those who invoke against us the
command “Thou shalt not steal,” as Pro-
fessor Ely does for us when he says:

Very true, my friend. But God equally said:
“Thou shalt not murder.” Yet we send men
to battle and certain death in war. We com-
pel them to go and lay down life for us.

~We arraign privuate property in land—
or, rather, to speak more precisely, since
we are dealing with an economist, private
property in rent—on the ground that it is
in itself a violation, and a continuous
violation, of the rights of property; on the
ground, ouly not that it is based on robbery
or springs from robbery, but that it involves
robberv. This robbery is not a robbery
that once committed is over and done, but
a fresh and successive series of robberies
that must continue as long as the private
appropriation of rent is permitted to con-
tinue. To appropriate rent for public pur-
poses is not in reality to really take any-
thing from land owners—it is to put a stop
to their unjust taking of the fruits of other

- people’s industry.

All this is perfectly plain to Professor
Ely while he looks at the matter
with the clear eves of the econo-
mist. Hesaysin the article which pre-
ceded the one we reprint:

Men who obtain the right of private prop-
erty in land by conquest, robbery, inhlerit-
ance, or purchase, have it thus in their power
to exact an annual charge forits use, and this
is called rent. Now this rent must come out
of the fruits of the industry of other classes,
and others must toil for it.

And, again:

A man may fence in a square in a great city
or a rapidly growing one like Minuaeapolis,
and, without a stroke of labor, while even ob-
structing the labor of others, grow in wealth
daily uutil be is able to levy a tribute on the
toil of all future generations for having in-
jured the present generation.

Professor Ely thus sces the true nature of
private property in rent as clearly as any
one can. And yet seeing this he coolly de-
clares that, as a matter of justice and good
moruls, we must continue to permit one
class to appropriate the [ruits of the in-
dustry of other classes, and allow men “to
lay a tribute on the toil of all future gen-
erations for having injured the present
generation”—until, forsooth, we com-
pensate them for what they might in the
future be able to despoil honest industry of
if permitted to keep on.

Professor Ely is a man to be spoken of
in sorrow rather than in anger. He s, as
these articles show him to be, the clearest,
the fairest and the most painstaking of all
our college professors of political economy.
But when a man like he gives expression
to such hazy notions of meum and fuwum,
how shall we wonder at some of the queer
utterances of Professor Sumner of Yale!
Clearly, however, some sort of primary
instruction in moral philosophy ought to
be given in our colleges. For though Pro-
fessor Ely may be relied on to work his
way in time into a clearer moral atmos-
phere, this cannot be hoped of all college
bred men.

Happily, we who really believe in the
fundamental assertion of the. Decclaration

of Independence and would carry it out;
we who recognize in the command, “Thou
shalt not steal,” an injunction to stop all
forms of stealing as soon as we get the
power, have {00 clear a conception of the
rights of property to permit us to enter-
tain any notion of compensating land-
owners as a condition of taking forthe use
of the community those values which at-
tach to land by the growth and improve-
ment of the community. But it is in-
structive to observe that were we to so far
ignore the clear principles of hon-
esty and justice, it would lLe to post-
pone 1o the Greck calends the great
reformi we would carry out. For not only
weould an admission of the rightfulness of
compensation be an admission of the
rightfuiness of private property in rent,
and thus maie it impossible for us to ap-
peal to the only power by which any great
reform can be carried into effect—the
moral scnse of the masses; but it would
be to prevent our advance, couid advance
still be possible, from lessening the difli-
culties in our way and bringing about a
gradual adjustment of private interests
to the new order. Compensation as-
sured, land grabbing and land speculation
would go on unchecked, no matter how
much public opinion should be educated
to the utility of the public ownership of
rent. Prospective land values would con-
tinue to increase up to the point of final
legislative action, and even with the pros-
pect of legislative action, just as the value
of land now increases when it is needed
for public purposes; and a great reform
that otherwise might be accomplished
easily and gradually, would involve such
an expenditure and such chances of fraud
and corruption that practical men might

well relegate it to the care of dreamers and
utopians.

Rev. Dr. D. S. Bates of St. Paul’s Epis-
copal church of Cleveland recently, on
invitation, delivered an address before the
land and labor club of that city in criti-
cism of “Heunry George's land theories.”
Several friends in Claveland and vicinity
send me newspaper reports of the lecture,
and ask me to auswer it in THE STANDARD.
Inasimuch as Mr. Bates's criticismm cou-
sists mainly in the comparison of and com-
ment on isolated passages from “Progress
and Poverty,” T could only answer it by
reprinting what he says, and then going
over what 1 have said in “Progress and
Poverty,” in order to show by their
connection and relation that I am
not so careless a writer and rea-
soner as Mr. Bates thinks. This
would be a wasie of energy and
space, as all I could do in this way is
already more satisfactorily done in
“Progress and Poverty” itself, and to that
book T must comniend those who would
sec what I deem to be an answer to Mr.
Bales's criticisms, T say this in reply not
only to the friends who have writien to me
in this case, but also to those who have
addressed me in similar cases. If I had
attempted 1o apswer such criticisms I
would for some ycars past have been able
to do nothing else, and would even then
have been but “threshing straw.” That
despite all such criticisms “Progress and
Poverty” huas steadily made its way in
public opinion is proof thatI have been
right in believing that it is not what is
written of Jhe book, but what is written in
the book,” that ultimately determines its
place and influence.

But I think the Cleveland land and labor
club did wecll in asking a reputable and in-
telligent opponent like Mr. Bates to ad-
dress them, and would like to see their
example in this followed where opportun-
ity offers by other associations of our
friends. The more criticism and the more
discussion the better. It will, I am con-
vinced, by putting them upon inquiry, not
only more firmly ground them in the belief
in the justice and efficacy of the single
tax, and enable them to see more clearly
and more fully the relations and the beauty
of the theory of which it is the practical
outcome, and to more reuadily answer ob-
jections, but it will leud others to inquiry.
Truth is propagated by discussion, and be-
comes the clearer the more it is attacked.
The very simplicity and coherence of our
theory causes, at Tirst at least, distrust
in mapy minds, and the simplicity of
the practical measure we propose makes it
difticult for them to realize’its far reaching
character. What quickest beings such
men to our side is for them to sec how
weak are the argwments that can be made
against us, and how trivial are the measures
that can be urced in lien of those we pro-
pose. But when our friends invite criticism
and objection they ought to do the auswer-
ing themselves. If they are distrustful of
their own powers of speaking and writing
so much the greater the reason tiat they
make the attempt. = Our cause needs
speakers and writers, and they are only to
be developed by practice.

J. F. Gannon of White River Junction,
Vt., writes to suggest the advisability of
the establishment by land and labor clubs,
anti-poverty societies and our {riends gen-
erally, where they can get two or three to-
gether, of a system of schools in which our
doctrines can be taught and explained,
saying very truly that it would not only
confirm those who now believe in our prin-
ciples and enable tihem to answer ques-
tions addressed to them, but would turn

out teachers of our doctrines by the thou-

sand. ,
This is agood idea, and -1t has already

‘Std.te to

been carried out in this city to some ex-

tent in the Progress and Poverty club,
which has for a year or so held weekly
meetings in the upper part of the city; and
is now being carried out on a larger scale
in the political economy class which meets
Wednesday nights at Cooper union, under
the leadership of Louis F. Post.

Mr. N. Helmer sends me a drawing and
description of an air ship which he thinks
will be entirely feasible. Like the great
majority of inventors, he lacks the means
to put his plans to [air experiment, and he
suggests that if the Anti-poverty socicty
or any of its members will furnish the
necessary capital, he will surrender a
forty-nine per cent interest in the inven-
tion, which is patented. I print this for
the benefit of Mr. Helmer and for that of
any member of the Anti-poverty socicty
wiio may wish to make such an invest-
ment. The Anti-poverty society itseif can-
not go into that kind of business, but
I for one would not be unwilling to see the
governnient of the United States go into
it to the extent of appropriating a million
or two, to be paid as premiums for success-
ful inventions or to try experiments un-
der the direction of a compeient board.
It would be a much better use of money,
not only than that proposed in the various
plans for getting rid of the surplus, but
than that involved in many of our regu-
lar expenditures,

A few government air ships would be
of much more utility than the iron clads
we are said to be building. They might at
least be decked with flags, and set to cruis-
ing over the continent in order to give the
American people a chance to see their navy,
which would be a much greater satisfac-
tion than they will ever get out of their
iron clads. But so long as congress is
protectionist, it is safe to say that no pub-
lic money will be used to promote aerial
navigation, though the treasury vaults
should burst with the surplus. For what
would become of “‘protection to American
work people” if the air were to become a
navigable ocean? Clearly the only way
to save our delicate infant industries
would be to roof in the whole country,
and put an army of custem house officers
on the roof.

Mi. Michael Murray of the Laborers’
protective union introduced into the
Central labor union last Sunday the fol-
lowing resolution:

Whereas, The price of coal has been raised
to exorbitant rates while the wages of the
miners of Peansylvania have been forced
dowu to a starvation point and the demand

of thc nien for hiving wages is used as an ex- .

cuse for extortion from consumers of this
necessity of life;

Resolved, That congress should admit coal
from the British provinces free of duty, asa
small degree of protection to consumers
against the plans of the coal monopolists to
force the entire community to pay dividends
upon their cuormously watcred stock.

1t is to be heped that the resolution will
be adopted, il for no other purpose than to
show protected monopolists that labor is
beginning to refuse to longer kiss the
hand that smites it, It is true that there is
no duiy on anthracile coal, with which
New York and New England are supplied
from the eastern coal ficlds of Pennsylva-
nia; but this is due to the fact that Penn-
sylvania has, so fur as this section of the
world is concerned, a monopoly of anthra-
cite coal, and the duty on bituminous
coal suflices to shut out on our Atlantic
seabourd any competition with the Penn-
sylvania coal barons of European or
Canadian coul. And the falsity of the
pretense that “protective” duties protect
labor can be seen in the Pennsylvania coul
fields with sufficient clearness to satisfy
even the most bigoted protectionist.
The “‘protected American miners” get but
enough to enable them to live in
miserable fashion at the best of times, and
are only kept from virtual serfdom by la-
vor associations and frequent strikes.
What “protection” does is to increase the
royalties of the owners of the coal veins,
who get more for the privilege of breaking
the coal out of the veins than the miners
get for doing the work, and the dividends
of the railroads that control transportation.
It is to swell the profits of these monopo-
lists, by enabling them to extort scarcity
prices for an article of prime necessity to
every family and to every branch of in-
dustry requiring heat and ‘power, that the
coal duty is maintained.

By way of respounse to President Cieve-
land’'s “free trade” message, the Mail and
Express wants the people of Connecticut
(by which it of course means the pro-
tected manufacturers) to tuke advantage
of the constitutional centennial of their
organize a demonstration
in  favor of protection, such as
¢will bring before the people of that state
and of the country vivid pictures of the
operations in that state of the American
system of protecting American labor and
capital against the unfair competition of
redundant English capital and pauper
labor, in the development of a prosperity
unequaled among the same number cf
people anywhere on the face of the planet.”

One contribution to these vivid pictures
of the prosperity of the Connecticut peo-
ple will be found on the eighth page of
this issue of THE STANDARD in the shape
of an abstract of the reports made
to the Connecticut bureau of labor
statistics from forty-six fumilies of
protected **work people.” Trom these
it wil be seen that the average

income per family is $58.80 per month or
$1.74 der day; the average daily income
per person being 3514 cents. The average
expenses are $60.01 per family, $1.90
per day or 40 cents per person. Such
a vivid picture as is thus presented of the
operations in Connecticut of ‘“the Ameri-
can system of protecting American labor
and capital” ought surely to make the
American heart swell with pride. What
would become of Connecticut ‘“work peo-
ple” if they were not protected by our
beneficent tariff?

Another vivid picture, which would suit
the same occasion, is furnished by a wage
worker of Connecticut, who sends; us his
individual report of his industrial condi-
tion on a blank form intended for use by
the bureau of labor statistics. From
this it - appears that his trade
is that of a pocket knife grinder;
that his earnings when in full work are
$1.75 per day; that he has been out of
work since April last, and has noimmediate
prospect of obtaining empioyment; thathe
came to this country in 1848, to use his own
words—
when everything was free except color and
we had the Sheflield statement price for all
work. Since that time there have been many
reductions, for the humbug of a so-called pro-

tective tariff has been the ruin of our trade
and all others.

I* appears from this man’s report that
during the flush times following his ar-

rival in this country he managed to save

enough to purchase a house, which is mort-
gaged for $350. His age is sixty-four and
the met result of the protective system in
his case seems likely to be that,
after forty years’ labor at an “infant
industry” in the state of Connecticut, he
will find himself a pauper. :
s HENRY GEORGE,

gy m—

An Anti.Poverty Meeting at Akron, Ohio.

Axrox, O.—At the anti-poverty meeting

held in this place on December 5, there were,
despite the mud and rain, some five hundred
people present. The speaker was Rev. John
B. Barnhill, of the Meadville, Pa., theological
seminary; and seated on the platform were
Rev. C. E. Nash, Rev. A. M. Waxmar, Rev.
M. J. Firey and Rev. J. B. Shontz—all pastors
of Protestant churches in Akron, and the
Jewish Rabbi Rabino. Mr. Nash presided.

The speaker of the evening confined himself
to an exposition of the class distinctions, the
helplessness of the poor and tke increasing
power of the rich, which are becoming more
and more apparent in this country, and he
defended the fundamental idex of the Anti-
poverty society, that these conditions were
mainly due to social injustice, and were
therefore remediable by legislation. In the
truest sense it wasa hopeful and optimisiic
discourss. The Akron Daily Beacon, how-
ever, in reporting it, managed to entirely
change the sense of t;he whole lecture. - It re-
por ted Mr. Barohill as saying, for instance,
“Life is a mockery and ua curse;” whereas,
whut he said was, that ‘“To thousands of our
fcllow creatures life is a mockery and a
carse.” They reported him again as saying,
“1f present tendencies are to continue grow-
ing worse let us sink iato eternal mrrht. and”
tumble the universe wto chaos.” W] hereus,
he really said, *‘If present tendencies are to
continue growing worse, without hope of
check or reversal, let us sink,” ete. Then,
after having thus made out the anti-puverty
philosophy to be of the most gloomy and mis-
anthropic character, consigning the world to
the ‘““demnition bow-wows,"” the Beucon pro-
ceeded editorially to say:

It cannot otherwise than be the prevailing
sentitments that extremists and alarmists of so
pronounced a type as the spcaker of yester-
day would seem to be, ought to be compelled
to go to Europe and worlk: Tor thirty or forty
cents a day for a period of ten years or so
with the peasant classes there. Their views
on the situation iu America might thea be
more intelligent and discri mnn.xuucr

The clergymen who were present at the
meeting were interviewed by the Beacon as to
their opinious on the subject discussed and
the lecture. They for the most part agreed
that the matter was one for legislative action.
Rabbi Rabino said:

As a whole his lecture was very good. He
gave a good picture of the great evil that is
prev:uhna in society. I had wished that he
would refer to the legislution of Moses, by
which poverty and riches were prevented in
a practical way, and advise us te take this as
the best model of solving this great question.

Mr. Barnhill, however, made his point and
made it well, that poverty is not a divine in-
stitution, and that men can by social regula-
tivns cause involuntary poverty to disappear.

Believes in an Aggressive Warfare and
Protection and No Presidential Nomina-
tion.

Sax Fraxcisco,
respondents of THE STANDARD scem to think
that we should run a ticket in’sS. I think
they are wrong. We lhave the sunie clusses
to fight as the free tradersin England had,
and we ought to leurn from them. Whkile the
fight lasted they did not run for every office
in sight; on the contrar:, ) by subscr ibing £30,-
000, £100,000 and £250,000, or $2,000,3)t, thq'
had means to send cut pamphlets and lectur-.
ers all over the country. The anti-corn law
league was formed in 1858, and after' cleven
yearsofhard work the present tarifl took etfect
—1849. If we inthesame short time cun win, 1
think we will do remarkably well.
wecan win we must have an horest election
and an honest  count, this can only be ac-
coinplished by the introduction of the Aus-

truliun election system, which would make.

it impossible to see if a paid voter actuaily
voted the ticket and would effectually kiil
the bosses.

I think we should fight the protectionists.

with all our might and main; we must con-

vince the masses that capital, not iabar, is

protected by any kind of protective tariff..

We must carry on an aggressive warfarc—-
fight as the abohtxomsgs fought. ;
W. l\’mzz,,

-

Then and Now. :
WA@HP'G;O\, D. C.—S¢ great a man as.
Mr. Webster in 1833 repelied the ldeo. that an
aristocracy of wealth was springing up in
Massachusetts. In the course of a speech |
March 12 of that yearin the senate ou the
independent treasury bill, which was uubbed

.the destitute poor

Cal.—Many recent cor--

. Before

“the
1 property, it was conien

alleould be collgu ed be ‘
- gegiected Lo :swmr m the bu‘

by the whigs of the day as ths ":ab-t.reas_-
ury,” Mr. Webster said:

‘‘Aristocracy, it is said, is stcaling upon us,
and, in the form of accumulated wealth, is
watching to seize political power from the
hands of the people! We have been more
than once gravely admonished that in order
to improve the times and-restore a metallic
currency for the benefits of the poor, the rich
ought to melt down their platei Whatever
such a melting process mizht fad to act upon
elsewhere, Mr. President, I assure you that in
Massachusetts it would discover littlee A
few spoons, candle sticks and other ﬁumim'
articles, some old family pitchers zaad tank
'1rds, and the silver porringers of our nuvs-
eries, would beabout the whole.

“Sir, if there be any aristocrats in Massa-
chusetts, the people ‘are all aristocrats; be-
cause I do not believe there is on earth, infa

highly civilized society, a grcm_crcqu..mht&y in
the conditior of men than exists there, I
there bea man in the state who maintaies
what iscalled an equipage, bas servaats in
livery, or drives four horses to his coach, X
am not acquainted with him. ‘On the other
band, there are a few who are not able to
carry their wives and daughters to churel
in some decent conveyance. It is ne matter
of regret or sorrow to us that few are very
rich; but it is our pride and glory that few
are very poor. It is our stiil hirzher pride,
and our just boast, as I think. thai all her
citizens possess means of intellizence and ed-
ucation, and that, of all her productions, she
reckons among the very chietest those which
spring from the culture of tbe mind and the
beart.” : i ‘

How unlilze the present condition of things

is this picture, drawn by the hacd of = mas~

ter, fifty years ago!

And auother picture the same hand drew,
twelve years later. It was in the course of
his memorable speech of March 7, 1850, that
Mr. Webster said, in reply to a remark of Mr,
Downs, of Louisiana:

“Why, sir, he took pains to run a contrast
betieen the slaves of the south and the la-
boring people of the north, giving the pref-
erence, in all points of condmon and com~
fort and happiness, to the slaves of the south.
The honorable member doubtless did not sup-
pose that he gave any offense or did any in-
justice. He was merely expressing his opin-
ion. But does he know how remarks of that
sort will be received by the laboring people
of the north? Why, who are the laboring
people of the north? They are the north.
They are the people who cultivate their own
farms with their own hands—freeholders,
educated men, independent men. Let me say,
sir, that five-sixths of the whole property of
tbe north is in the hands of the laborers of
the north; they cultivate their farms, they
educate their children, they provide the
means of independence; if they are not free-
holders they earn wages; these wages ac-
cumulate, are turned into capital, into new
freeholds; and small capitalists are created.
That is the case, and such the course of things
with us, among the industrious and frugal. n

These remarks were made before modern
civilization bad evolved the million of framps
and had crowded hundreds of thousands of
into tenemeni houses.
Wha.t will another half century bring forth?

DaniEL R. Goom.om.

Xew Edition of Progress and Poverty,

There bhave becen many demands for a
somewhat better cheap edition of Progress
and Poverty than the twenty cent issue
of which such lurge nombers have been
sold. To meet this demand a new edition,
uniform with the thirty-five cent edition of
“*Protection or Free Trade? is being printed
and will be ready by the 1st of January. It
will be nrinted on better paper, in larger type
and will be better bound thaa the twenty cent
edition; and will retail for the same price as
“Protection or Free Trade® thirty-five cents.

lt Should Be Our First Aim to Defeat the
Democrunc Candidnte.

Troy, N. Y.—As matters now stand I think
it is our most urgent duty to exert our *bal-
ance of power” in this the “pivotal state” to
secure the defeat of the demucratic presiden-
tial candidate next fall.

The united labor party owes it to its man-
hood to help to drive from power the corrupt
party whose orgauns have been for over a year
constantly msulmna' and misrepresenting our
candidates. A. J. NUGENT.

Believes In Nominating State Officers Only.
PeexrskiLL, N. Y.—In regard to our policy
in next year’s elections, would it not be a
good plan to make our nominations for the
hichest state officers to be elected in each
state and so get ourselves counted, leaving
us all free to vote for whichever candidate for
president we chose? Remember that party
lines are never more closely drawn than in a
presidential campaign, and how slow men
are in breaking off entirely with old associa-
tions. D. C. HaSBROTUCK.

Run a Candidate, if Only to Provake Dise«
cussion. ‘

'PORT CEESTER, N. Y.—Here, weareinfavor
of running a presidential candidate. It will
provoke discussion, auad that is what we need
to spread our principles. Of course we ought
to have anti-poverty societies in every town

and village, but by running a candidate we
would get our principles discussed in places
where there might be no rcom for antie
poverty societies. Frep J. HuPPERT.

Louis F. Post Will Speak at Stapleton, S. T,
WEST BiiGHTON, S. L-—The united labor
party of Richmond county will bold a publia

‘meeting at Franklin hall, Stapleton, which

will be addressed by Louis F. Post. The
organization is preparing for earnest Work
durmﬂ' the wmwn’ year.

\Vllf Double hex: Year.

CKDAR R.mmq In.—We are going str.wrim
ahead here.  We cast 600 votes for the united
lubor purty in this (Linn) county this fall, and
w ul mahe it more than double that next vear:

: - H, €. .z{mz:rf:»:._

Tho W’uy the Infuuz Industry of Livinz on
‘ ‘Other People’s “’ork iz Protected.
St Louis Post-Dispateh. -

Miiton Tootle, of St. Jéseph, died po&sessc&

~of 145.000 acres of land ia Missouri and: Iowa,

and 159,000 acres in Kunpsas, beside much val-
uable city property in S5t Joseph and other
cities, and laree interests in several business

: firms. But although his personal progercy
Caione was fegally &gaymtaed at over §2,000.000 -

it was found to be assessed at enly 16,0005
and when the board of equ':.iwa.; vips o fome

_Bughanan county ventured to raise -the toral

assessment of hlb local estate to. n&-tiwd of
sworn apprusumexw un
|

tluﬂ.
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ANTI-POVERTY.

FREE TRADE AS A STEP TOWARD RE-
FORM.

Blienry Greorze Discusses the Pretective
ﬂcors as an Obstacle to Industrial
Emancipation—We Are Protecting Our-
selves Aguinst Oursclves—The Self-In-
dicted Bevcoit oi the Tarid—Brief Ad-
dresscs from Prefcesser Scott and Dr. Mc~

4=lynn.

Free trade or protection was the subject of
discussion at the thirtv-fourth public meeting
©of the Anti-poveriy society in the Academy
of Music last Sunday cvening. The proceed-
ings were opened by the Concordia chorus,
Jed by Miss 2 go.ﬂm AT Iunier, singing <My coun-
try, tis of whee.” Professor Scott preﬂded.
Xn the openipy address he said: o

Within 1he pasl fwoe weeksa great qucﬁtxon,
80% bv 0¥ weans A uew quebuou. has been

hs b;,eu pidud ILCT(, by hg presideny of the
TVuoited Siates.
message he has prc:,cmcd it to congress and
the nation with such a {raii of statement ard
reasoning that his cuemies call it an element-
ary advocacy of the pr ly.‘xcxplo.s of free trade.
It has been particuiarly praised by @ portion
of the press as o document of surprising
ability. To others it does not commend itself

as remarkably novel in stutement or profound

in argument. It would 3>mbdhzv be allowed
thcprahc of being a’ plain and business like

paper. Inmany quarters the prcqucnt has.

been praised for his courage in C\peraln“’
his convictions. Does he deserve such praisel

Let us Yor a moment 3001; at this.  Whatis
the condition of things. - Tnu nutional u&uurv
is overilowiuy with mones. In 1his hesthreat-
ening Guugzer 1o ihx, nmmm o:f ﬁu, cmunr\.
You and Icf Ih Aaf‘. . ould

‘]:Lihﬂc \\hile that
very c«:azxdlli«m——'m m‘m‘l SWing ‘cck i book. |

¥t is very different awvith a nation.  Here is an
immense surplas leduzd ap in the zrc.lsur\ a
surplus ihat goes oa ineressing 1o an alurm-
ing extent.” Itisas usciess Afor the trade of
the couniry as thouﬁ”h xt were buried in the
mines. It is 1morcover a constant wenace to
the prosperiiy of the country. (Applause.)

Two quesiions have kept steadily forcing
themseives 1o the front:  What shali we do
with the sprplas? Mow shall we stop -its
further accumulation? Assuredly courage is
mot demanded i in bl'.lh xine sueh a question be-
fore the ceuniry.  But 3mrlmp= tke courage
appears in the president’smethod of handling
it. Let us dock av tuisaisss  Any propoesed
remedy would have provok :ed eriticism. The
]n‘eaxdc::l sm‘c-x *coaid uet have expected to

garty. If courage were

@eeded it w oald bcst ve shown in ruuning
counter iv 1he vvinions of his own party. The
comments of 1he demoeratic press show that
be is in entire agreement with 1hat powerful
organ of opivipn. - 13 is idle to pretend that
the president had not so.mdui the opinion of
his owa party.
ear of Dionyvsins. It is constantly open.
Most assuredly it *4.» ili a0t be claimed that the
great c.emuu‘aupnreas wits converted to the
president’s views by aw 1at may be styled an
e€lementury J%son on free 1 ade. Sareiy the
- high sousding 3 raise for couragze awar ded to
ﬂle messzoe izl I,'*m.,a "man _propriety be
fimited. E

¥You and T, 1 }ﬂndg‘ are chiefly cou-
cerved abous the recommeundations of the
presideni. 1 speal lxere rithout consultation
LOr Agrecment *xaj;zia anyore, aud 1.don’t kacw
~ how farimay ad:!"u' o our great friend
who is o follear: D3t i eannot help saying
that in the hzbt 1)1 ,131"* 1 have learned from

- *Progress and ?’01'43;:"“"" (‘l}}}ﬂdlhe} and from

thay sc:.zz'cc z\ '!-.f s uble book, *Protection or
Free Trudel™ ihe’ 3'ccomn.«,ndatmns arc ex-
ceedingiv 11:1,~0.us~1;1u0r\' “They are recom
mendations thai smp at the threshold. - They
2re born of no embusinsm for a great idex.

They buve vone i the perfect vision, of the

seeing power, ¢f greut n,f@m 1ers. Thev have
awakencd no- dcutmu impuise. They want
the courage: of the Icbrew yropheis.  For
this reason 1 pr::sume thev are denominated
siatesmuniike. {3 i}pl.u%)

- The reception the message has met with
has beea iost singular. - The democratic
Pparty, nervous in rw‘ud to the approaching
‘presxdumnl election aud esneclaﬂy solicitous,
asthey ziways suy tlhiey are, about the work-
ingmen ure on Um anxious seat, fearful of
ﬂzc effect thay mﬂ*} t e produccd by the ery
of free trade. and so they call it revision of
the turiil. The repudblican party, equally ner-
vousaud forihe same reason, wish to force
the fight and uader the cry of protection for
American Iabor are whetting their swords
for the baiile. ' In Eagiand general public
opinion rezurds it asu free trade message.
This is s carious state of opinion. The demo-
crats deuy that freetrade is in the message:
the republicans attack it on that very gr ouud.
Engiland accepis it as free trade teaching.
Burely <if tlie trumpet give an uncertain
sound, who shull” prepare himself for the
batile” (Applause.)

It is this uinbicmaty of the message that is
its very greut defect.  If it means free trade
it commends itself to the advanced opinion
of the nation. (Crics of *‘hear! hear! and
applausc.) 1t. on the other hand, it mcans
partial measures, pruning remorselessly here
and there, strikting certain industries and
Jeavingz others untvuched, it cannot but be
productive of mischief.  Still further: Do you
believe thuu the greut manufacturers who
bave grown rich under the tarifl will in the
intervals of these experiments stand idle, not
kunocking at the doors of the comunittee rooms
at Washiugton? Depeud upon it, thev will
be beard, und we shall then be brought facc
to face with fresh modifications and cowu-
promises aad burgainings.  Meanwhile trade
will suifer. Nothing is worse for labor of
all kinds thun an atmospiiere of uncertuinty.
(Applause.j Constaut fear of chunge un-
merves the stcadiest miads. Tt is prolotged
and accentuated misery. Besides, radiecal
changes iu policy like Lha., of free trade can-
mot be iried by hulf-or p‘xrtm‘l measures.
{Applause.) History abounds iu examples of
failure under such circumstances. To muzzle
any industry in an .Ltivmpb to realize the true
benefits of free triude is 1o c-'p«‘cL to reup
where we have not sown.

The profound interest that attaches ‘tsclf to
this question is, afier all; thealleviation of the
poor; for if {ree trade cunnoti be shown to
give the poor man a larger shure in” the pro-
ducts of his lubor, then it 1S nolL an «.vunwel to
the poor. No! Men and women .of my way
of thinking ure indifferent 1o the trial of a
mere theory.  Suoch u trial mizht be interest-
ing to {,old—nuxrmd pruﬁ.ssoxzs of thut most
dibmal of scie aces—political economy. But it
isa question of life or death to the wage

worker. There must be no theory here. 1

ree trude is1o open wider the door of oppor-
mmt:, 1o tue struggnna' poor, then ev ery
}_wnes unti-pererty wan aud woman will bid

it gedspead, Hhut not otherwise. (Applause.)
3t may sound Lic a platitude o repeat from
this ptatform that no nution can hope for én-
during progress thut negleets the interests of
the musses.  If it does 50 i builds on ground
that palpitates to the very ceater with the
light of curthquukes. Rome in her imperial
grandeur hv U this great lesson and doled

out 30 bora

(Siight .11)1)1.1u~.t,) dn his |

plause).

- erty society.
~comiug that way.”™)

*pluv-—'lr* unst  taxation

The zmme ‘heuse is like the

Zames of the circus. France forgot this great
lesson and tried to unite the highest polxsh of
modern society with the most squahd misery
and hospitals for the poor. England with the
most enormous aggeregation of wealth and
luxury of modern times has forgotten this
great lessom, and Ireland, emaciated and
wcll nigh crusbed raises her bleeding hand
filled thh curses that carry terror to the
hardened hearts of those insular pillagers.
The mere free trader, were he successful,
is on ground that must give way under him.
Free trade without free land cannot scttle
the question. (Great and repeated applause.)
Were f{ree trade as explained by its most
pronounced advocates acopted to-morrow, it
would not meet the necessities of labor. It
would not furnish the opportunity which it is
the great purpose of this society to keep con-
stantly demanding. The gifts of nature
must also be free, and free trade, no longer
asserted fragmentarily, must become a part,
an integral part, of the great movement of
social forees that is secking to elevate hu-
manity. (Applause.)
- Professor Scott then introduced Henry
George, who said:

Henry George's Speech.
. Ladies and Gentlemen—I am inclined to
‘aake a much kindlier view and a much more
‘hopeful view of the message of President
Cleveland than has our friend Professor
Scott.  (Applause.) Among the numerocus in-
terviews that it has calted forth 1 read of one
“with a very prominent republiean politician
who said: ““Thank God for President Cieve-
land’s messaze!” From very ditterent mo-
tives I re-echo that ery: Thank God for Presi-
dent Cleveland's message!  (Applause.) It is
‘true, as Prolessor Scott has said, that it is
not. the message of a man inspired with the
“spirit of u Hebrew prophet.  (Laughter.) But
do von think a man inspired with the spirit of
a Hebrew prophet would ever get a demo-

‘eratic nomiuation for the presidency, much

less be clected? (Great laughter and ap-
“Nor is it such a message as we
might expcet from a member of the Anti-
»po"“rt\" society: but Grover Cleveland, un-
fortunately. has not yet joined the Anti-pov-

(Avplause, and a voice, “He's

tis not the message, as I understaud the
term, of a {ree trader. But it is the message
of a president of the United States who is in-
clining toward free trade. (Applause.) Itis
the message of a man who, if timidly, vet
clearly, sets his face toward freedom. If not
a thoroughgoing free trade message, it is yet
an anti-protection message. It is something
more than a mere recommendation for the
reduction of taxes in order to get rid of the
surplus. It is an argugient against the
svstem that has produced the sur-
for the sake of

xation.. Mr. Cleveland is as yet a
m:m-afraid-of—hishorses (laughter), but this
message gives hope that when his horses get
fairly started they will carry him much
further than he now thiuks of going. (Laugh-
ter and applause.) If, from ocur standpoint,
its language is halting in its conclusions, in-
adequate, it yet seems bold and almost thor-
oughgoing when we think of the timidity and
stupidity of the party that Mr. Cleveland has
oot to lead. (Laughter and applause.)

Iam glad of the messaze. Iam glad of it
because I recognize in it a great step in ad-
vance for a man in President Cleveland’s po-
sition to take—a step that even, though it
may be. as Professor Scott says, only a
coming to the threshold, is still a coming to
the threshoid of our pxmcnples. And I am
still more glad of it because of the great
work in the way of agitation that it is going

- to do—nay, that it is already beginning to do.

(Applause.) Itis bringing up the discussion
of the tariff question on the line of underly-
dng principles. Mr. Cleveland seems to dis-
claim the intent to do this, and says: “Our
progress  toward a wise conclusion will
wt be improved by dwelling upon the
theories of protection and free trade and
vet, though in timorous way, that is precisely
what he does in his message, and that is pre-
cisely what the discussion his message hus
aroused is causing the popular mind to do.
It is this that gives the message its power for
e@ood. The only possible way in which the
American people can progress to a wise con-
clusion upon the subject of the tariff is by a
discussion of the theories of protection and
free trade. (Applause.) Aud the hopeful
thing is, as we sce already in the press and
in common talk, the discussion of the
theories of protection and of free trade that
is now coming up. There is nothing, as I
have believed for years and written over and
over again—there is nothing that in my
opinion will so conduce to the education of
the American people in our direction as such
a discussion, (Applause.) For a discussion
-f the theories of protection and free trade is
a discussion of theories which it is necessary
for tiie people to understand before a wise
conclusion on the labor question can be
reached. (Applause.) Iam here to-night in
response to an mvitation to speak upon the
question of free trade or protection—of the
principles of the united labor party. 1
agree most thoroughly with what Profes-
sor Scott has said, thai there is nothing
thut cuan permanently improve the condi-
tion of the working masses of a country so
long as their natural rights in the land are
denied.  (Applause.) I believe free trade
would be an enormous improvement that
would very greatly add to the production of
wealth. But the railroad, and the telegraph,
and a thousand and one iaventions which have
been utilized within our own time have
been improvements which have added
enonmmously to the production of wealth. But
thevy have not abolished poverty, nor im-
proved the condition of the mere laborer.
Nor yet would freedomn of international ex-
change. So long asone set of men own the
land of a country and another set of men
have pothing but their power to labor, no
matier what improvements we may male,
whether they be mechanical or political, the
constant tendency must be to the crowding
of the wages of the mere laborer down to the
point that will give but a bare living., (Ap-
p].ms J)

As bevween a protective tariff and a reve-
nue turiff 1 care nothing: as between a pro-
tective tarifl and no tariit at all, if we could

~stop there, I would care nothing. But for
the underlying principles I care a great deal;
aud, in the beginning of the discussion of
these principles I recognize a great advance.
The road toward free trade is the road that
leads to freedom—not merely to freedom in
trade but to freedom in all things. This may
not be recognized by many of the men who
are now willing to travel it a little ways,
thinkine that they will then stop, but it is,
nevertheless, true. Most of the men who now
even ¢o so far as to call themselves free
traders are in reality not free traders at all;
they are mere revenue reformers. Free trade
carried to its logical conclusion—full free
trade—true free trade—will bring us to where
we of the united labor party want to go—to
the abolition not merely of all taxes
upon imports, but to the abolition of
all taxes upon industry or the products
of indusiry, and hence to the raising of
all public revenues from land values. (Ap-
plause.) If we got so far as to look to land
values for sm,h public revenues as were
needed it would be but a step further to look
upon the “unearned” value of land, what
cconomists call rent, as something that should

ect poor bxeadaud the bloody |

be tuken as near as may be for public benefit,

and, indeed, this is required by the theory of
free trade pushed to its logical conclusion.
For if free trade is good it is because free
production is good, and production cannot be
tully free uuntil the speculation and fore-
stulling which shuts up from labor the
natuml opportunities of production is pre-
vented. (Applause.)

As to which, the theory of free trade or the
theory of protection, consorts best with the
prineiples of which the united labor party s
the political exponent and this society has
been the representative of the religious side,
there can be no question. What is our theory?
We believe that poverty is an utterly un-
natural thing. (A voice, “So it is,” and ap-
plause.) We believe that poverty does not
come by reason of the laws of God, but from
human enactments which in contravention of
His will limit the freedom of men to avail
themsclves of His bounty. We believe in the
fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of
man. (Applause.) We believe that the
remedy for low wages and poverty is not
charity, nor beneficence, nor protectxon, but
justice and liberty. (Appiause.) We stand
upon the priuciple enunciated in the Declara-
tion of Independence: ““We hold these truths
to be self evident, that all men are created
equal and are endowed by their creator with
certain inalicnable rights, among which are
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.”
Aund, as expressed in the platform ef the
united labor party, we do not propose that
the state shall attempt to control producticn
and distribution or in anyv wise interfere with
the freedem of the individual to use his lubor
or capital in any way that may seein proper
to him and that will not interfere with the
cqual rights of others. {Applause.)

What, now, is the protective theory? I care,
as I said, very little indeed about the protee-
tive system, but I care an enormous deal
about the protective idea. (Appiause.) For,
what is that protective idea, that protecrive
theory? It is that labor is a poor, wenk thing
that must constantly be protected. Ivis thut
the only way to securc pationpl prosperity,
the only way to get good wages for those
whom the convention of republican ciubs that
has just adjourned call “our work people”
and *‘our working people™ is to put up tarifis
around cur coasts and along our boundary
lines and to employ a lot of mento seize aud
to search and to spy and to inform aud to tax
everybody who comes across that boundary
line with any goods. It is that the Aimxghty
has so made the world and so made man that
under natural conditions—that is to say un
der conditions of freedom—Ilabor would
starve, and that the only way in which the
wisdom of legislatures and parliaments can
avoid the sad results of this oversight of
God is to impose tariffs and levy tines and de-
mand oaths and employ seizers and searchers
and spies and informers to prevent the people
of each country from ruining themselves by
trading with the people of other couatries.
Does that consort with our principles? (Ap-
piause.) ‘

Mr. George went on to point out how the
idea that nations must protect themselves by
tariffls from the trade of other nations con-
travened the idea of the brotherhood of man
and the teaching of Christianity that strife is
wrong, that war is evil and that we can cnly
fully attain our best interests by secking the
interests of all. He dwelt upen the absurdity
of the notion that a nation of sixty miilion
people on a continent so rich as ours required
“protection” from smaller nations, and upon
the inconsistency of admitting trade between
our
tween our nation and foreign nuations was
bad, and in this made refereuce to Mr.
Blaine's Paris interview. The reference to
Mr. Blaine brought out {aint applcuse followed
by hisses, then louder applausc and cheers fol-
lowed by great hissing.  Mr. George re-
sponded by a hope that Mr. Blaine would not
be hissed, as he was doing a good work ia his
way by stimulating the dlscuss.on of the taritf
question, and, by his thoroughgoing advocacy
of the tariff, showing its absurdity. There is
no consistency whatever, Mr. Georze con-
tended, in the protective theory. The whole
protective scheme is merely one for the ad-
vancement of selfish interests at the general
cost, and the so-called reasons by which it is
defended are only excuses. Where one would
iot do protectionists are at no loss to find
another. In this country, where the standard
of wages 1s high, protectionists insist that a
tariff is neceded to protect our high labor; but
in countries where the standard of wages is
low the protectionists want a tarift all the
sume, though they do not say that it is for
the protection of their low wages. He showed
that the political divisions of the world into
countries and nations were mere arbitrary
divisions, constantly changing, and insisted
that, if our states had remained as they
originally were, sovereign and independent,
protectivnists of New York would now be
clamoring for a tariff to keep out the products
of the pauper labor of New Jersey.

If the real reason of protection were to
protect labor by a tarifl, said Mr. George, it
assuredly wouid not be a tariff on commodi-
ties, it would rather be a tariff on labor.
(Renewed applause). “Our work people,” as
the repubiican clubs condescend to call them,
“our worik people” that these protectionists
are so-anxious to protect, what do they sell?
They sell labor und they buy commodities,
and these people propose to protect them by
keeping out commodities, but they are per-
fectly willing to let in labor. (Great ap-
plause).

And protectionist practice is as inconsistent,
as protectionist theory. Here for instance is
Mr. Blaine. Mr. Blaine in Paris dictates an
interview in which he tells us that as a matter
of patriotism, a matter of duty, we all onght
to impose upon ourselves a tariff that wil}
compel us to sleep under blankets made in
America of American wool. What kind of
blaukets is Mr. Blaine at this moment sleeping
under? (Applause and laughter.) He soes
over to Europe, taking with him means
that according to the protective theory ought

to be expended in enriching Ame rican mdus-

try (laughter, “hear, hewr?” and applause),
and he actually sleeps under blankets made
of foreign wool by foreign labor: he eats
bread made by those pauper bukers of Paris,
and drinks wine that would not be let into
this country ualess it first paid a high pro-
tective duty. And when Mr. Blcum, comes
back, unless he is a very different kind of a
protectxomst from any protectionist I ever
suw—and I have seen-a good many of them—
he will come back with his trunk stufted full
of foreign goods. (Great laughter and ap-
plause.) :

Now, if we are going to have protection let
us have all round protection; let us have
square and fair protection. Let the rich man
be as much subject to iv as the poor man. 1If
we who have to stay at home because we
have not money cnough .to go abroad are
forced to piy two prices for all of the foreign
products that we want vo use, why, let us put
a heavy duty on the Amemcaus that go
abroad to spend their money there. {Great
applause.)

Proiection! Who are we protecting our-
selves against! Protectiouists would pr obably
answer, we are protecung ourselves against
foreigners, who want to deluge us w mh their
goods. But, as a matter of fact, are there
any foreigners who want to deluge us with
their ooods unless they get back something
from us in return? 1If there are not, how could
such exchange injure our mdustrv lt there
are, oughi that to be such a bad thing¢ Christ-
was time is approaching, and if any of you

‘bridge at Niagarn,

-arious states to be good while trade be—

want to deluge me with goods, or overwhelm
me with two or three suits of clothes or some
boxes of cigars, go ahead! (Laughter.) I
don’t want to be protected. (Applause and
laughter.) Aund whv should a nation?

Protection means to prevent, to defend.
What is it that our tariff prevents? Well, it
prcvcnt> trade. Whois it that is trying to

rade that we must prevent? It isu’t, cer-
taiuly, only the foreigners. Two people have
to agree before there can be any
trade just as two people have to disa-
aree before there can be any quarrel
And  what, as a  matter of
is it that brings goods over the sca to us?
It is our own demand for them. It is be-
cause we want them. (Applause.) Asa mat-
ter of fact, international trade is not con-
ducted by the manufacturers of goods
sending them to another country to
be sold at a venture. The iron,
tire woolen goods, the wines, the things
of all sorts that come to us from foreign ports
come in pursiance of orders sent from here.
(Applause). Aund the cause of these orders
does not lie with the importer, nor with the
wholesiale dealers, nor yet with the retail
dealers, but with auch people as you er I who
come into the stores and ask for such and
such things. Thus protection is not a
proteeting  of us against foreign ene-
mics, it is a protecting of us against
ourselves, & preventing us from doing what
we want to'do.  (Applause.) 1, for one, don’t
want any of that kind of protection. And 1
don’t think the American people, it they are
true to the principles upon which the republic
was founded, if they are true to the Ameri-
can spivit, really want any of that kind of
proteetion.

“What we want is the full liberty to do what
we may deem right, so long as we do not in-
terfere with the equal liberty of others, Life,
liberty and the pursuit of huppiness, these
are inalienable rights. But if in the pursuit
of happiness an American walks across the
and sees there a shawl
that he would

into
smug-

or a cocub or. something
like (o have,” he cannot bring it
his own hoxm, without either
gling it - or paying one-third or one-
half  the value of it as.  a fine.
Is nct that an interference with the inalien-
abie right of the man and the citizen? (Ap-
plause.) To earry out the protective theory
to its logical conclusion—a nation means
nothing but an arbitrary association, the
family 1s the real unit—to carry out the pro-
tective theory to its logical cenclusion we
should not stop until every family was pro-
tected from every other family (applause) so
that they might tlly employ their own labor
in satisfying the demands of thnu‘ own mar-
ket.

The very same impulse that leads to trade
between individuals leads to trade between
nations. Some men can do things better than
other men. The man who confines himself to
doinz one thing or one series of thingsae-
quires skill and power in that direction. And
the sanmie number of men working at different
thizgs and “exchunging their labor will
produce many times the aggregate amount
of all those things that each individual
or each family would if they were to attempt
to do everything for themselves. So it is
with nationz.  Aud that the creater has not
intended this world to be marked off by lines
of protective tariffs is shown by the fact that
the natural powers of the earth differ in

dilferent. places, so that some things can be

purchased with greater advantage in one
p‘dcc and other things in another piace. By
producing the things that they can produce
to the most advantage and freely exchanging
with others, all peoples can get very mm,h
more of all:'the things they want than if, re-
fusing to trade with each other, they were to
attempt to supply  their own wants.
pl.ulsn ) And thé demand that finds expres-
sion in the trade between countries is simply
the desire to get th(, largest Amount of the
things that we all - necd uth the least c\er
tion.

selves from trading as we want to, are doing
what we do to our enemies' in time. of war.
You remember during the war of secession
we kept a fleet in front of Charleston harbor,
and prevented ships  from bringing “__in
goods. We
tonians. {(Laughter aund applause.) As o
matter of sheer protection, what difference
would it make whether a line of custom
houses along the coast took one-third or one-
half of the value of the goods landed from
foreign ports or a hostile fleet lay outside
and did the swne thing? (Laughter.) Yet
according to the protective theory that would
be to improve the prosperity-of the country,
that would be to increase wages—the only
way to preveat our labor from falling to a
pauperish condition.

It is just as nnpmhmt either to a mation or
an individual to be ableto buy as to be able
to sell. What would happen to an icdividual
if he were {ully protected? Here is Mr. Red-
path (applause) on this platform—a man who
in the term *boycott” has given a new word
to the English ianguage. )_Ir. Redpath cun
tell you what it was .that iluse patriotic
Irishmen did to Captain Boyeott. They simply
protected him. (Luaughter.) That was all
They fully and completely protected bis
home mariet. They would not let any
sell bim any mitk. They would not let, any
one sell him any bread. They would not let
any one sell him a horse or hire him a wagon.
They would not allow him to trade with any-
body around him, so that he fully and com-
pletely enjoyed his own home market. Bug
so far from being made very prosperous

through that process he liked it so little that
he got upand left the country. What the
Ivish land leaguers did to Captam Boycott is
just preciseiy w hat we-are in degrce doing to
ourselves by these protective tariffs. We are
really, so far us they e\Lend boycotting our-
sclves. {Applause.)

And the plew ou which this is urded is that
it is for the suke of the American laborer, the
American workman.  Well, now,; just think
of it.
isivd Itis bl!lll)l\' this:
pum_d upon  certain. class of goods the pro-

tective QhJLcu is to - make it more difficult to

bring those goods into ‘the couuu'y and there-
fore - to  ‘raise - the - price  of

coods that are manufactured  here  (ap-

pl.msc), thus - cuabling the manufacturer to

cet o larger profit. Applduse) Weli, now,
dm,s the Lu,b of the manafacturer getting a
larger pxom bring with it any surety thiit his
laborers are r‘umu‘ Lo get hmhgr wagesk
(Cries of “No! \u Tand applause.) Do man-
ufacturers muke it their rule to ruaise waces
as fast as their profits are raised? If so “’hat
is the use of labor organizations!?

One day, before the car drivers had organ--

ized, asI was riding on a Brooklyn car talk-
ing with a driver, e was complaining of
his hard times aud the low wages and the
long hours.  Isaid to him: “Weuld it not be
a good thing if-the legislature were to pass
a law enabling the company to raise the fure

from five cents to six cents, so that they
could raise vour wages?? He looked a$ me
for @ moment us iU to see whut sort of
a crank I wus (laughter), and then
he suaid — with an - expression rather
more forcible than polite: “They
wages il they got aunother cent! . Not much!
(Ap')l.xuae) They would: raise their divi-

dends (applause) bui. they would. not. ruise -

our wages, unm uhe_\, were CUmpcllcd to. (Ap

fact,

“and,

‘upon the building of houses, upon the open-
(Ap-.

~ , L “thxs end on the direct line set forthi -
We, in protcctnm' ourselves avamut our- e A

selves, in putting this tariff ‘to. prevent our- -

were  protecting  the (,h'u'lec—‘

"aimis to arouse thought, to excite discussion.

(Applause.)’

one-

‘labor, what is really the question that lxes at
the bottom of the tariff question. :
The protective etlocc of a tariff, what |

“When a duty is im- “the robbery of sonie for-the benetit of other

‘But w hatever its effects may be, they are in-

blnhldl"

- the discussion of the t’mif quesuon mus

‘power Lo Tubor being oblized to sue und

raise our:
avant to keep foreigners from domfr our work

w urk

plause.) Whether you made the fare six
cents or sixty cents they would not raise our
wages 5o long as there are thousands of men
standing around ready to take our places at
the prices they are now paying.” Is not that
so? Is not there in that the whole philosophy
of the wage question? (Cries of “ycs” and
applause.)

There are, of all the workingmen in the
United States, ranked in the census as labor-
ers of any kind, some seventcen millions.
Those that are engaged in the protected in-
dustries do not amount to more than one-
sixth of that number.
that the tariff increased the profit of protect-
ed employers, how would it be possible to
raise the wages of this small num-
ber of men, while leaving the great
mass of laborers in the same condition as
before. (Applause.) Wages are fixed by the
competion for employms=nt, and uatil that is
lessened wagescannot beraised. (Appiause).
Such raising of wages as has occurred in the’
protected industries has been accomplished
by the strong hand of the labor associations
shutting out competition. (Applause.) And, |
as a matter of fact, look over this country.
Protection raises wages, doesit? Look at the
protected cotton mills of  New  Eng-
land, where, according to the official
report, wages are so low - that child-
ren must go to work to support the fami:
ly. (Applause.) Go into protected Pennsyl-
vania and see the condition of those protected
coal miners. (Great applause.) Go into the
iron district and see the condition of the pro-
tected iron miners. Protected! Heavens
and earth, have mot the protectionists had |
their way now for years and years! Have
not they been piling up duty upon duty until
we now have w protective tariil’ such as was
never dreamed of in the days of Carey and
Clay? And vet, is it not true that in our
country to-day men and women are working

for wages that will only keep. soul and body -

together. (Applause.)

No; w h'lt we want to 1mprove the condltmn'
of the wovking classes, what we want to give
labor its fair and its full earnings, is not pro-
tection, it is freedom (applause), not charity,
but justice. (Applause.) Now, I do not sayv
that any settlement of the tdl‘lff question wxll
permauently raise wages. ButI do say that
any thorough discussion of the tariff question
wili help the masses to see what will raise
wages. What we want to get rid
of, most of all, is the idea so
ccmmon among our people, that pov-
erty can be cured by benevolence (ap-
plausc), that the condition of the working-
men can be improved by paternalism. And I
hail this discussion that is beginnine as a’
great means of accomplishing that. I-have
looked for it and long hoped for it. Under
the present condition of affuirs that discus-
sion cannot go on very far without ieading
many men to see what free trade fully mieans.
(Applause.) It may begin simply by a con-
troversy that has for. appuarent issue
only the difference between a protective
tariff and a revenue tariff, but as it
goes on—for I am glad to say the
protectionists will fight hard—people will
begin to see that a revenue tariff is just as
illogical, aye, even more iilogical than a pro-
tective tariff. And as thev advance they
will come to believe in sweeping away all
duties and having no tariff at all. (Ap-
plause.)  And theu, going on, they will see
that the very same reasons that ‘con-
demn tariffs as- restrictions upon trade,
~therefore, restrictions ~ upon pro-
duction, also  condemn the levvmcr of
taxes  apon  things = produced \\'1thi[1_
the country; the very same reason that e
should free trade from restrictions condemns
taxes upon improvements, condemns taXes

ing of farms, upon the crection of mua-
chmerv And it will be only a short step
further to see that for free production the
natural elements also muss be free. (»&n- :
plause.) i

And while we are S"l Lvm«‘fo 'xdence to

Syracuse platform, we may’ ‘congratulate our-:

easier. It will -io much to

It at least brings up.

ical economy, questlons of labor and of capi-
tal, and of work and of wages and of
thé -incidence of  taxation, - X\’hzm“f‘f“'e
want is  discussion;  what = we need is
light.. And I am inclined to believe
that as much has been 2ccomplished
by the bringing of this great question into
political discussion as we could Lave accom-
plished if our most sanguine hopes had been
fulfilled in the Iast election. (Applause.) " Or,
as we said then and have said repeatedly,

what we care for is not so much how men
vote as how they think. (Applause.) Our

And now thought is being aroused and dis-
cussion is bemcr excited aud it must; cgoon and
on and on.

It will clear away misun derstandiugs,
prejudices, misapprehensions that now blind
men to the truth we would show to them. It
will make it easier for the principles that we
stand for to find entrauce into t.heu' minds:

I believe that we have very largely con-
tributed to bringing up this discussion. (Ap-
plause.) We have shown that there were
men who did dare to advocate free trade in
its fullness.  (Applause.) We have .done
something to dissipate the belief among poli-.
ticians that every workingman was so foolish
as to believe that a protcctxve tariff was
putting something in his pocket. ‘

And this tariff question cannot now be dxs-
cussed in the United States in any half way
manner. (Applause,}) It cannot be a mere dis-
pute between protective tariff men and.
revenue_tariff men, a mere question as to
whether we shall have a little bw‘her tariffor
a little lower tariff. There are eaough men
now who kiow what is really the trouble wi th :

Protection is simply robber v—-{a.pphusc)——-

.

significy wnt as compared wit
roobm v which compels men:
use of xmtuml opportunities.
bhonld abuhml ptotectlou,

hat System cu

; miixdt*it
ct muob do .m} pernhmeut - But iis
things now stund in the Ui (
that the labor question is forct

attention, now that we are here: (appldu

"oad :

further than the tariff.:

What does lie at the bottom of t;hrs notion |
of protection; \\ha.t uocs connnend it to the |
4 condition of things |
Shry ‘\\huh work usclt seems a  privilege; |

workiug  men,. 1S this

that is. to say a coudition. of things:
br oun-ht aboub by the monopoly of the n‘xtuml
opportunities 'w ithout which Iabur canunot be
exerted. - (Applause.) We have become ha-
bituated -to "look  upon work as a boon.
The - opportunities  for labor  being shut
up, the man who lhas mercly the

get o from - some other hu—*i
peruusaxuu to- toil,
asa good thxuv and to-

to strive ‘Lo
man creature
think of workin itsel

and to keep in our own: (_ountr_y our- own
The mere’ rcvemu,r e 'ormer HE!

Now, evea supposing

~direction of Mr. R. W. Harrison.

Iministers may say in
- poverty and oppression;
thy refuge, and underneath are the everlas
ing arms.”

“We have
“Case thly Stated,”and thatthey havedﬂue

fall. -

‘ Worcester,

| WORCESTER, }

otates n wobe :
» DOW | passed:

& wide cu'cula.mon not oniy
‘throughout the country, -

learns to |
‘edges-ther eceipt of  for the Metziynn fund:

tariff question. But we can. - And as tlm;
tariff question is discussed, it is to that poing
that we can direct men’s mmds and therefore

I say let it zo on; let us do wha.t we can to |
hasten it! Let us be for fy re2dom always and
in all things, for even partial freedom Mmay
kelp us to a greater *rebdom. (Great a
plause.) : e

The Christn.us Nighs Meeting.

After the conclusion of Mr. George’s speech
the chairman announced that on next Sunday,
Christmas night, Dr. McGlynn would deliver ;
_the address ‘in the academy. There were'
loud calls for Dr. McGlynn from all partsof -
the house, and he finally arose and said: |

Dr. Mc(‘lvnu’s Remarks.

- Dr. McGlyan, after referring brxeﬂy to Mr.
George’s remarks, turned to the consideratiog
.of the Christmas mcrhs meeting. Hesaid:

The discourse of next Sunday evening may
in some sense be an appropriate corollary of - k
the great discourse that we have listened to
thh so much delight this evening. We can
‘'see how Christmas day means in wondrous |
fuliness that perfect form of ‘exchauge, not
merely of produets, of nnnufacturt,s, but of
‘thoughts, of affections, of charities and of
~justice between all the people of the world,
‘that shall make this earthly habitation them
kingdom of heaven on earth. (Applause.) -

~This society of ours, it has often been said,
has for its object Iar%lv chiefly, to present
“to the world the rehmons aspect- of the self-
same truths which lt. is the object of the
united labor party to presenn to the world
under their social,
aspects. It is nartlcuhrly ra.txf\ ing for us
to find that in the world of polmcs so much
is doing, no doubt under the ruling of  a
special provulence of God, to prepare the
world for the preaching of the gospel.

The speaker then briefly showed how,in
‘the providence of - Gud the crimes and mis- -
‘takes of earthly leaders were ofien made to .
serve the cause of truth, and drew a glowinz
picture of the time when men sha.li md.eed.‘
live according to the precepts of Christ, in
charity and love with each’ other, and in obe-
dience to God. |

" Tremendous applause fo‘!owed. Dr. Me-
G—lvnn s words; and the exercises closed with
singing of “The Cross of the New Lrusade"f

by the choir™

Attentmn, Cmcinnati' :
vacn'v.s:rx, O.—The —mftx-poverty socxeuv et

Elks’ ball, 200 Vine street, at 3§ o’clock,‘om
Christmas afternoon. Among the speakers -
will be the Rev. E. P. Foster, Dr. A. S, Hough-
‘ton and Dr. David De Beck. Others will also
contribute to the interest of the programme,
the choral portion of which will be under the
; We deemit
most appropriate that on Christmas day we
should voice in spirit and melody the song
which the angels sang at Bethlehem of j
Peace on earth, good will toward men,
©  Hosana in the highest. S
Christ exhorted His disciples, “Search the
scriptures; for in them ye think ye have
eternal life, and thev are they which testlfv“
of me.” So with all reverence we exhort the
people to mquu’e mto fhxs lwmv movt,ment.

and hohness, both for t;he hfe that is and th.xt: ‘
is to come. See if it.does notbear witness to -
the true God in hastening the time when his -
1 trm:h to the victims of

SThe eternal Gad i

This is the gospel. It is Goc
spell and under that holy spell let us come

togt,ther in a .deeper; richer, kindlier fellow-

ship than this pro-poverty world has yet per-
mitted us to enjoy. C.H.F

K.entuckrms, Attenuon'
l\nwpom' Ky. ——B.e"zders of THE STA.\’D&RD

in Kentucky, as well-as all others imnterested
‘in the single tax reform, are requestedto com-~
‘ ._numc'xtc with the underswned -

selves that this tariff chscussxon has come to 1
“make our work
“cnlighten the dense ignorance. w.nch now
" rests over the masses ot the peoph, upon all
_economic questions. :
‘the discussion of the great principles of polic-

“ e have organized land and !abor club ¥
2 2 and we propose to do some tall ﬁwum.,,,,, not

j onlv in our own city but throughout the state
‘of Lentucm . What we most necd is ammuni-

tion in the form of tracts to fire at the enemy.
already fired a. number of Rmcf’”

some effective work is plain to us from the

‘way the people are becoming mt;erest;ed in

this great principle of truth 'md justice. Wili -

seud an order shortly. for more tracts.

Jos. L. SCHRAER,
Secret“u’y Land and labur club No. 2, :},H
Southgate street, Newport, Ky.

Orgnmzattonw in Brooklyn.

The Twenty—thxrd ward association, umted
labor party, met at 133 MLDoneufrh street on

‘Sunday afternoon, December 18, The foIIm

ing officers were elected:: President, '\I‘qur
A. R. Culhoun: vice president; W 'xlhet C'u'r’
secret’xry‘ and treasurer, T. B. Prestou. The

following delc“ates to the tfenera.l countv

"co'nmlttu. were elwted to serve from Janu- -

ary 1: Gaybert Barnes, Charles Sibley Muy,

William B. Staut Lmstave Becher 'md George

H. Pamsden.

The New B.oclu:lle Lnnd und I.ubor (‘luh.
NEw ROCHFLLE. N.Y.—A meebmv of the
laud and labor club of \ew Rochene Wis:
held December 15 at the residence of Dr.
Huntington. “he fulluwmw officers were..

.chosen. for the conunn’ year: President, Dr.

Huntington; secretarv, William J. Sﬁxtun.
treasurer, Dr. H. L. Foote.: We hope to do
some splendid work in this town b«.tore ne.\u

| W J SExtox, Secretary.

‘Tbe Seveutccnth ‘Ansembly l)isn'lc: (h'g:mi-

tion.
NEw YoOrx CiTy.—The united labnr party
of the Seventeenth assemhy‘“chsu*n.t “nll

meet at 47 Ninth ‘avenue on
cember 22, at S p. m.  The

‘cers for the ensuing
the spet,ml business f
wrbers are ;pecx mllvﬁ

CMLF

Dlass.,‘,: Belie
Candi

meeting of Lanc

W orLeer, Mas

13, the followin

Iwwh ul

lIr. J nhn A Hoaaettler' of (‘.\mal Dov er, 0.,
i has puhhshad in pamphlet forrm the text
remarkably able speech on “the land:

tion” delivered by him at the Kmo'hts of Liabor
-celebration in Canal Dover on July 4 last.
We trust Mr. Hostettler's speech wiil have

‘in Ohw buu‘ 1

‘ 'l‘he Dr. Mct.lyuu Fuud. ;
The pubhslu,r of TRE STANDARD ackuowl-

§$2 from ‘ammer, Jammer, ’ammer; $L irom
Wm. H. Grove, of Sa.lcm, Mauss.

Leva.smm and

dare t

‘economic. and polmca.l‘ :

Cmcmnam will be inaugurated by a meeting at
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QUERIES AND ANSWERS.

Ce Suliciency of the Single Tax.
D C. Hasbrouck, of Peekskill, N. Y.,
wo.ﬂd like to see a demonstration ﬂwt the

taxes raised under the single tax system,

‘*‘remembering the resultant decrease in the
value of land,” would be amply suflicient
to meet all the possible wants of our gov-
~ernment.  Mr. Hasbrouck himself appears
to be satisfied, but wants proof to submit
to others.

This is the latest form in which oppo-
sition to the single tax is manifested.
Formerly it was objected that the reve-
nues would be so enormous as to make
government even more corrupt than it is.
But Professor Harris. in a magazine essay
which was completely answerved in these
columuns some months ago, made a compu-
tation from which he concluded that land
values would be insufficient; and since his
alleged discovery it has been quite popular
with adversaries of the single tax.

To meet this objection it is by no means
necessary 1o prove that it is not well
founded in fact. Even if it prove true
that land values would not yield sufficient
for the necessary expeases of government,
that is no reason why we should take
labor products for public use before ex-
liausting land values. If the single tax is
economically wise and moraliy right it
should be adopted and labor products
freed from taxation. When it becomes
necessary 1o tax labor products in order to
eke out the legitimate revenues of govern-
ment it will be time enough to determine
whether such an emergency justifies the
confiscation for public use of laborers’
earnings.

- No trustworthy data exist for proving
that land values would be sufficient for
public use. None can exist. An exteasive
«ollection of statistics might show what

 the single tax would yvield on present val-

uss, but no one can teli how much the
tax would shrink those values. A fair
basis for estimate was furnished however
by Mr. Croasdale in his Sailor's Snug Har-
bor tract. Taking the Snug harbor farm
as an average of land values bejow Forty-
second street, and it is a low average as
every one knews who is familiar with the
property, JMr. Croasdale thinks that

- £1645,660,900 would be a moderate estimate

of the annual ground rents of New York
uw
Hnn of New York city is only about one-

 third of that amouat, it is evident that the

ground rents of that city, even after ullow-
Ing for shrinkage uand for federal revenues,
avould be amnple for the present expeuses
waich New Yorkers contribute to govern-
mment.  As of New York so of the rest of
the country. 1 most cases it will be
found upon investigation that as tuaxes in-
crease ground rents increase; not that thie

“increase of either causes the increase of

ihe other, bur that the same conditions
thut make government expenses higher
make land more valuable.

“An Apostle,” who was interested in
converting a Chicago friend to the anti-
poverty faith, sent some tracts to him; but
the Chicago friend was as adamant and
objections
ol the “chestnut™ order which our corre-
spondent wishes us to answer.

The Chicago man thinks the primal
cause of poverty ignorance rather than in-
It is in fact ignorance and in-
Justice. If it were not for the ignorance of
the masses the injustice could not continue
an bhour in a couatry where manhood
suffrage prevails.

But the kind of ignorauce to whichI
refer is different fzom what the Chicago
man has in mind. I mean ignorance uf
the distinctiox between justice and in-
Justice, and ignorance of natural economie
law. He means ignorance of reading,
writing, arithmetic and such, for he says:
“The history of immigration to this country
from other lands, where the population is
dense and educational facilities limited,
shows how soon these people have cast off
their mantle of darkuess, when in so many
thousand of cases they have become pros-
perous und enlightened citizens.” It is
sirange that any inteliigent American,
who may be supposed to have been
born without the mantle, should be
$0 bewildered. Our educational facili-
ties are less limited now than they
were forty years ago, and yet the
immigrant of forty yvears ago had far
better opportunities of becoming pros-
perous than has the immigrant of to-day.
Besides, educational facilities are not
limited in all the countries from which our
immigration flows. And does not our
Chicago man know that education without
opportunity to utilize it produces the most
galling form of poverty; while opportunity
witi:out education at least offers a living?

The Chicago man will find in his own
city an instance that ought to strike him
dumb with his nonsense about ignorance
as the primal cause of poverty. Some
Years ago a Germaa, now residing in Chi-
cago—let us call him Limburger—came to
this country, and without casting off his
mantle of darkness, for he cannot be said
even now to have an education, went into
the Jumber busiress, He had no capital;
he needed none, except an ax. Up in the
forests of Michigan he went, and floated
timber down a stream 1o a mill below.
After a time, by his industry, he had ac-
cumulated enough capital ‘o erect a mill
of his own, aud then another, and another.
Up to this point hie was a useful immigrant,
who by his labor and skill proved what a
poor and ignorant man can do with an ax
in a country where forests are free. But
from this point he made of himself a social
parasite. In company with others he
bought up forest lands, and now he is a
millionaire. His millions, however, have
Rnot come from his labor, but from the mo-
nopoly of forest land which he acquired.
‘What opportunity is there now for an im-
niigrant like Limburger to do what Lim-
burger did? To one the forests were free,
and though he bhad no capital he could
utilize his lubor on the bounties of nature;
the other, if he would cut timber in the
forests of Michigan, must beg the privilege
of Limburger, and as Lxmburn'er makes
money by selling such pnmleges, the beg-
&ar must be prepared to pay either with
cash i = jpee or by a discount on his

€arnings, lusnot. lack of educd.uon that 1‘ benelit was aud it is nuy; \\hy: Wage; ‘

Therdorc‘ and inasmuch as the tax

males our people poor. it is lack of ov)por-
tunity to work.

The same Cliicago objector notlces tha.t
“actual suffering from poverty exists
mainly in large cities, and is rarely seen
in the country.” That might be because
in the country, where people know each
other, actual suffering is often prevented by
neighborly good will, a factor in the prob-
lem that is not present in centers of popu-
lation. But the most important reason
for the greater prevalence of poverty in
cities tlmu in country places is the saine
reason that accounts for the remarkable
fact that there are more headaches in cities
than in country places—there are more
heads to ache.

Finally, sayvs the Chicago critic, “‘there
are thousands of acres owned by the gov-
ernment which may be had for settlement
at 81.25 per acre,” and “several southern
states ofler land free.” And then with an
air of simplicity quite foreign to the
typical Chicago nian, he “wants to know
why the poor do not seek their way
out of the slums and into the
sunshine of country hormes?’ 'There are
several reasons, but a few will do.
Not all the deunizeuns of the slums know of
these opportunities; fewer stiil are able to
avail themselves of such opportunities,
and the opportunities are not worth as
much as they cost. The only possible
benelit of settling on any of these lands is
the chanc . of geiting rich by an increase
of land values due to increase of pop-
ulation. The reward of labor is not per-
ceptibly better there than in New York
citv. 1f it were people would go-liere for
worl.

To the suggestion of the Chicago man
that the Anti-poverty society ought to
«ise the means to send these people out to
the lauds to which he refers, I have no
right 10 answer for the society, but
answering for one of its members I should
say that it is no part of the business of
that sociely to work up “‘hooms” in west-
ern and southern real estate.

The Banks and Moné}'.

H. V. H. asks the meaning of that
clause of the Syracuse platform which de-
mands that the government issue ali money
without the intervention of banks; and
wants to know whether it is proposed to
have the government issue  the money to
itself and then circulate it by paying na-
tional expenses, or -to issue it to all who
furnish adequate security. I cannot un-
dertake to speak for the parly to any
greater extent than it has spoken for it-
self. It does not define foir wiwt pur-
poses government should issue woney,
but only declares that whatever money
is msue,d, irrespective  of the purpose
of issue, shall he issued directly by
the government without the infervention
of banks, thus preposing to abolish banks
of issue. '

He also asks how the people will gain
if the banks are abolished; whether the
sharcholder gets something for nothing,
or a return equivalent to what he
can  secure by applving capital in
the direction of natural forces. Na-
tional bunk notes ave
United States bonds deposited at Washing-
ton, on which the banks draw inferest at
the rate of not less than three per cent; as
there are in round numbers $:350,000,000 na-
tional bank notes of which ihe banks
have the use for loaning purpose, their
bouds are to that extent for all practical
purposes paid by the government, which
gives currency to their notes by its puaran-
tees; nevertheless, thev receive fuli inter-
est ou their bouds. This is equivalent to
a public tax of $10,500,000 annually, which
could be saved by issuing the notes with-
out the intervention of banks. Although
the banks individually make very litde by
this, to the extent of what they make they
get somerhing for nothing. It is ‘on what
thcy lend for commercial purposes that
they get a return eguivalent on the aver-
age, plus an indefinite monopoly protit, to
what could be secured by applying the
same amount of capital directly to produc-
tive uses,

Free Trade.

R. L. of New York, who huas read in
“Progress and Poverty” that tliough
methods of taxation are improved, the la-
boring man is no better off, is curious 1o
know if free trade coexisting with our
present land laws, would not oppress la-
bor, and whether it is not absolutely neces-
sary that land value taxation should bhe
adopted before any other changes are
made i our institutions. The question is
frequently asked by men who see the bene-
fits of making land commmon property, bul
do not freely understand the single tax.

The taril is a burden on lubor, as every
other tax on labor products is. It increases
the price of commoditics, and thereby
contracts opportunities to work, The con-

tract his demands; that makes production
less profitable, and it falls oif, and that in-
volves less labor, which throws men out
of work, who, being themselves con-
sumers, contract their demands, and thus
perpetuate the downward tendency of pro-
duction and consumption. To ubolish, or
to reduce, such a tax, even under pres-
ent land laws, is to benefit labor; for
by redurcing prices it enables the consumer
to mncrease his demands, and that in-
creases production, which in turn im-
proves wages. But it is true that this
benefit, land being monopolized, would be
only temporary. Higher wages attract
workers from low wage countries; higher
production excites the cupidity of land
owners; and increased consumption is evi-
dence of ability to pay higher rent. So
the benefit at first enjoyed by laborers
would be ultimately transferred to land
owners.

1f, therefore, the tariff were reduced or
abolished labor would be the gainer oniy
for a time; but it would be a step in the
right direction, and an object lesson of the
beneﬁcent possibilities involved in absolute
free trade.

1t is just and beneficial that labor prod-
ucts should be exempt from taxation, and
the more complete the exemption the more
perfectly justice is observed and the bene-
fits enjoyed. As reduction goes on this
will come to be more and more clearly un-
derstood by the masses of people; and then,
when the temporary character of the bene-
fit is noficed. arises the inquivy, Why? The

~wilderness in

secured Dby

‘to the learned preachery a

sumer is forced by the higher price to con-

rose as the tariff fell, but when the tariff
had settled at a point, they fell aguin;
why? If the tariff be still further reduced,
they rise only to fall ugain when the re-
duction ceases; why? Let thiose questions
once be asked by the people and the pri-
vate ownership of land is doomed.

A Carpenter in the Wilderness.

Here comes a carpenter from Berlin,
Wisconsin, whose letter interests me in-
tensely, principally bLecause he thinks he
has “seen the cat,” when in fact he hasn’t
quite seen it. He has, as he says, done
his share of hard work, and yet for forty
years has kept abreast with questions of
reform. Heis very anxious for the suc-
cess of our crusade at the eurliest possible
moment, but recognizes the rule that radi-
cal reforms are not accomplished in a day
nor without much hard labor and endur-
ance. ltis indeed as he says that ¢be-
tween Egypt and Canaan is always the
wilderness,” But what think you does he
suggest to relieve the bhardships and
mouotony of the journey? Why, he would
tax personal property as well as land
values. Not thut he believes in it, for he
does not; but because Lie wants to ‘get to
Canaan a little way at a time.” Surely he
did not take time to think before wriling;
if he had he would have seen that he is not
proposing to *‘get to Canaan a little way
at a time,” but to turn back toward Egypt.

And why would he turn back toward
Egovpt? Because he wants to? No, but be-
cause he has lost his bearings. He objects
to the claim that “whutu’u‘ a man earns
with his labor of brain or muscle should
be free from all taxes,” because ‘‘one man
may have a clear and active brain and be
able to see the future with much of cer-
tainty, while another with muscle and a
little brain capacity labors honestly and
faithfally, but is made a stepping stone to
lift the first into euse and luxury.” He
thinks the first onnht not to be free of
taxes. DBuat does hc think the tirst ought
to be permitted to make a stepping stone
of the second? And does he think that tax-
g the first on what he gets from the second
will interfere with the stepping stone act?
Why, Mr. Carpenter, you are in the
more senses than one.
When we say that whatever a man earns
with his labor of brain or muscle shiould
be frec of taxes we mean what he ewrns,
not what he gets by using some one for a
stepping stone. If vou abolish taxeson
lubor products and tax land up to its full
value nobodv will ‘be able to make step-
ping stones of other people, and couse-
quently there will be no personal property
to tax except what the owner has earned,.

Turn back, Mr. Carpenter, turn back!
Let us camp in the wilderness for forty
years, or forty times forty if need be; but
when we do move let us move toward
Canaan. Aund meantime let us set up no
Egvptian idols to please those of the multi-
tude who may still feel the influence of
Egyptian superstition. Loms . PosrT.

Wise aud Foohsh.

- San l-xancisg_o Weekly Star.

There was a man in our town,
And be wus wond rous wise;

He stepped upon u piece of grrouud
And held it for a rise.

And when he saw the people come,
He said, “Its very plain,

I must buy lots and lots of land,
To hold for further gaiun.”

There was another man in town,
Who was not wondrous wise;

He stepped intow wagon shop,
Aud there his trade he plies.

And when the people swelled the town
Hevsaw it very piluin, ‘

That lots went up and wages down;
Yet did he not complaiu.

But overworked and bent and gray
He sluved with ali his might,

And to bis boys would always say,
“Whatever is, is right!?

Rev. Dr. Parker Repudiates the Doctrine of
Private Owrership of Land.

ALLENDALE, N. J.—I was one of the many
clergymen who attended the farewell lecture
of the Rev. Dr. Parker, given at Chickering
hall on the 9th inst. The subject, “Wm. E.
Gladstone,” was a great one, and the preach-
er's treatment of it most muasterly. He is
persona!lv well acquainted with the ex-pre-
mier of Eagland, und drew for lus audience a
series of living photogravhs, so that we
seemred to be in the presence of the greatest
statesman aswe wereactually in the presence
f one of the greatest preachers of the age.
At the close of the lecture every auditor was
enthusiastic, and Dr. Parker, notwiths tanding
his mishaps with the memorial committee,
Zoes bome crowned with American laurels.
As one who, yeuars ago, listened many times
vord of personal
tribute may not be inappropriate. Dr. Par-
ker is not-heard at his best in the first sermon
you listen to. His munucrisms are strange
and an apparent pomposity and self-con-
sciousness are somewhat repelling.

Ee is, however, an orator whouse power over
you increuses every time you hear him, and
you never leave his church without feeling
yourself a stronger and & better man from the
mental and spiritual food of which you have
partaken.

Had Dr. Parker remained with us America
would have been a great gainer and England
a large loser. A mau who for eighteen years
has preached thrice weekly to one of the best
congregatious in London, aud who numbers
regularly at his Thursday noon services more
mivisters of the gospel~than does any other
living preacher, is not one to be despised or
lightly esteemed. Had American churches
kuown his worth he would have received,
doubtless, many calls. 1 mention these
things to show the popuiarity of the man and
to give weight to souie of his utterances which,
singularly, were omitted in most of the re-
ports of his Gladstone lecture, given by what
you call “the pro-poverty press.”

Suid Dr. Farker, speaking of the aristocracy
and democracy of Engicnd:

“It is difficult for us to enter into the
thoughts aud feelings of an aristocrat. He is
trained up so differently from ourselves. From
infancy he is led vo believe that the Jand be-
longs exclusively to him und to his class.
The fact is, the higher truth is, that the land
belongs to uo one, or rather it belongs to all;
it belungs to the people. ‘The earth is the
Lord’s and the fullness thercof,’” and he has
given it for the benelit of the human race, for
the benefit of bamanity .t large. Humanity
is greater than any one element in it.

“Soon the son of man will come and hu-
manity shall then urge and receive its full
rights.”

Such an utterance placcs the great London
preacher and leader of thought squarely on
record as a beiiever in the new political econ-
omy and an advocate of ‘the equal rights of
all to the natural resvurces of the earth. -

LAND, LABOR AND TAXA-|
TION.

Bv Professor Richard T. Ely. Ph.D., Jehns,
Hopkins University,
The Independent. .

Henry George is the logical successor of
John Stuart Mill in the development of the
theory of land taxation. Mill desired, as we
have seen, to appropriate the future unearned
increment of land values, Lat Henry George
takes a loug step in advance and says: “Let
us take the entire unearned increment of
land values, past and present;’ in other
words, let the public take all that has been
created by the efforts of the general public
as opposed to what individuals have in their
individual capacitv created for themselves.
Henry Gecrgze holds that the entire economic
rent of land, both in city and country, right-
fully belongs to the people and should by
them be taken for their own beneiit, that is,
for public purposes.

Now let us see what he proposes to ac-
complish by this appropriation of rent by tlie
public. First, he holds that -the proceeds
should be used to defray the expenses of
government, thus taking the burden of tax-
ation off from current industry whereby it
would be greatly stimulated. Now I musy
surrender a part of what 1 produce to the
public in taxes; but after the introduction of
the tax on tand values, exclusive of improve-
ments, 1 could keep the entire fruits of my
toil. *“What we propose,” thus reads the
platform of the united labor party (the
Henry George party), “is not the disturbing
of any man in his holding or title, but by abol-
ishing all taxes on industry or its products,
to leave to the producer tire full fruits of his
exertions, and by the taxation of land value,
exclusive of improvements, to devote to the
common use and benetit those values which,
arising not (rom the exerrion of the indi-
vidual, but from the growth of society, belong
justly to the community as a whole.”

2. He belives that a surplus would re-
tnain which could be used for public purposes,
such as providing better training for the
young both in mind and body, providing
more public parks and play grounds, estab-
lisbing more free publie libraries, purchasing
street car lines and running them without
charge, aselevatorsin oflice buildings are run,
purchasing steam railways and telegraph
lines and operating them for the public bene-
tit, and for doing other thiugs of like nature
which improve the race of men and offer
them greater facilities for gaining a hveli-
hood aud promoting their own welfare. Itis
to be noticed that he proposes to leave every
one tomake the most of his opportunities.
The basis of his proposed reformed economic
society still remains individualism as opposed
to socialism.

3. Henry George holds that his proposed
reform would open up unused natural oppor-
tunities of vust magnitude, aud would com-
pel men to work for a liviug who now are en-
abled to live like parasites upon the toil of
others. Were his system of taxation ia force,
no one could grow rich by withholding land
from the manhet for its entire annual value
would be taken by the community. While
then existing titles would not be disturbed, it
would be necessarv for ail hoiders of land
cither to improve it, or to surrender it to
others. ,

4. It is iuterestiog to notice & return of
Henry George to the view entertained by
eighteenth century philosophers of nature.
Like them he holds that provision has been
made 1 the natural order of things for the
bappiness and welfare of every human being.
Like them he holds that iniquitous human

" contrivances have so far defeated the benefi-

cent purposes of nature, and that they are re-
sponsible for crime and poverty. While rent
is not exactly due to the bounty of nature, in
it we cau sece how the creator provided in ad-
vance for the growing needs of this great,
rapidly growing human family.

As population grows, its needs for common
public purpose continually increase, but rent
likewise increases, because the demands of
men upon land augmeut. Cities expand in
area and density, an increasing proportion of
men seck a home in cities, aod ground rents
rise. It likewise becomes necessary to culti-
vate less fertile lands or to go further for
food, s0 that the rent from well situated and
at the suine time feritle agricultural lunds
also increases. Improved meaus of communi-
cation und transportation and agricultural
improvements, whereby more produce may
be derived fromm an acre, can ouly re-
tard the movement of reut temporarily,
but cannot hinder its permaneut augumen-
tation. Thus it is that rent, if tuken by
the public, grows of itself spontaneously,
automatically as it were, in proportion to the
growth of pubiic needs.

Suppoese we put away all considerations of
right and justice and endeavor to understand
oetter Henry George's theory by trying to
give ourseives an idea of how it would ac-
tually work in a city like Baltimore. As
already explamed we huave a permanent
ground rens system in Baitimore, and a fair
crruund reut is simply an aunaal charge for
the land. These grouud rents are now paid-
to private purties. What will be the effect
on the c¢ity of Baltimore if these rents
should be confiscated by the municipality?

As tax commissioner of thecity { have had
sote opportunitics for gathering inforination,
and I have given the subject some thought.
While I cun offer, at present, no estimate of
the total annual economic rent of lund in Bal-
timere, I feel confident thut it is sufficient to
defray all municipal expenses, all Baltimore’s
share of state expenses and to leave a surpius
for public improvements, such as parks, bet-
ter school facilities, including splendid op-
portupities for industrial training, the pur-
chase of street car lines, and the reduction of
fare to two or three cents—not, however, free
transportation, such as Heunry George pro-
poses. Now, if we should introduce the single
land tax in Baitimore equal to the unnual
rental value of the land, is it ncet manifest
that it would be an Immense advantage to
the industry of the city? Manufactures and
commerce would be iree from all taxation,
which ocught to ussure the superiority of Bal-
timore over every other American city in
both respects, Any man in coming to Balti-
more would kunow that however much he
might extend his business he would not be
obliged to pay any tribute to the public on
the fruits of bis enterprise. He would be
obliged to pay annually the annual value of
the land he occupied, but that would be all.
Lev us suppose I am doing business on Balti-
more streetin a building which 1 own, bap
on leased land for which I now pay a fellow
citizen $1,000 per annum. If the single
land tax is introduced, what change will
be eltected in rmy situation? As before, 1
still pay $1,000 per anuum ground reat, but to
the city aud net to my fellow citizen. Now,
after paying greund rent, I must still pay
taxes on the ground, on the building and on
my business, and the larger my business the
greater the amount of the tax. After the in-
troduction of the Henry. George reform, all
taxes would cease, but my fellow-citizen
would lose every cent of his annual income
of $1,G00.

It is nonsense to talk as some do as if all

improvemeats would stop if the rent of land |

were confiscated. They go on in Baltimore
now. Why should they cease if it should
becume necessary to pay ground renttd a
public body? I would prefer to do it because

it would relieve tne of other burdens. Some.

say that more improvements are now affected
on account of our ground rent system. A
workingman, for example, can own his own
house with a smull outlay because he is not
obliged to buy the land. He pays for his
house, and so loug as he pays his annual
ground rent no one can ever disturb him. It
is absurd to talk about the impossibility of
one’s planting a tree and eating .the fruit of
it, of bailding a house and living in it in
security, should the state coutiscate rents.
Baltimorcans now pay rents and enjoy the
benefits of their improvements as other pec-
ple do. ‘

When we come to the moral aspects of ‘the
proposed reform, there can be no doubt that
it must at first shock the conscience of every
honest man. Itis proposedto take all of o
certain species of property without a cent of
coinpensation.
very simple one. The earth is the gift of the
creator to the whole of the human race.
God made it, not man. How dare any one
fence off a portion of the earth's surface and
say, this is mine?
from the Almighty. - This is imnpossible; and
it is held that all titles to iaind are uull and
void because they assume that some human
being at some time had an exclusive richt to
a portion of the earth’s surfuce. Henry
George and his frieuds believe, cn the con-
trury, that the title is vested by the Al-
mighty in the human race and is inalienabie.
Their argumeant is chieuy one of natural law,
but the Mosaic legislation and various pas-
sages in the Old Testament are occasionally
adduced as additional proof. “The lund shall
not be sold forever; for the land is mae; for
Ye are strangers and sojourners with me.”
This was the comwmand of the Lord to the
children of Israel; and the psalmist exclaims:
“The earth is the Lord’s, aud the tu*lnesa
thereof.”

I do not feel at all inclined to criticise the
attitude of those who put the claims of hu-
manity above the claims of a single indi-
vidual. The whole is more than a part. We
hold all that we have by a secondary and de-
rivative title. The firsy title is a higher one.
No Christian can dispate this without deny-
ing the fundamental principles of his relizion;
and I believe it is valid as underlying legal
principles, to which constitutions and laws
should be made to conform. Property is but
a means to a. end—the welflare of the race,
the well being of God’s children. When it is
proposed to alter the laws of property in any
way, some shallow person is sure to repeat to
us the commandment, **Thou shalt not steal;”
as if that stood forever in the way of change.
“Thou shalt not steal.” Very true, mv {riend.
But God equally said:  “Thou shalt not mur-
der.” Yet we send men to buttle and certain
death in war. We compel thein to oo and
lay down life for us. The truth is this:
neither ethics nor law can recognize such a
thing as aun absolute and unconditional tile
to life or property iu ary private individual.
1t never huas existed, and it never will exist.

Yet when I have granted all this, I am uz-
able to agree with the ethics of the contisc:
tion; or, if you will, the appropriation of
reut.

The land of the Uuited States belou"s first
of all to the peop!° of the United Stuies.
Now the question arises, How shall we make
the best possible use of it? Up to the present
time we, the American people, have supposed
that the bestthing we ecould éo with our com-
mon possession was to divide it up into sinall
varcels and dispose of both the right of prop-
erty and the right of possession in it to pri-
vate individuals. This is still the opinion of
the vast majority of the American people.
We have invited and still invite all the world
to come tous, and on compliance with com-
mon prescribed conditions to acquire land.
Many of our own people and many from
abroad have in response acquired the richt
of property in land in good faith. This bas
not been a matter of generosity on the part
us, the American people. We have thought
that we in this manner conferred the greutest
benefit on ourselves; thatin this manner cur
common heritage would yield us a larger re-
turn than ia any other way, and I do not be-
lieve it willever appeal to the conscience of
the American people to break faith with those
who have acquired -landed property under
laws which we have voluntarily imposed on
ourselves. We hear the emancipation of
slavery quoted as a precedent, but this was a
radically different case. Siavery came in the
course of time to be morally offensive to the
American people. It wasa thing odious in
itself, and all contracts based:-on slavery were
declared null and void because they were be-
lieved to be founded on a thing iniguitous in
itself. Ferdinand Lassalle wrote a work,
“System of Acquired Rights,” which, in spite
of its radicalism, was declared by lecal lumi-
naries to be one of the most remarkablc legal
treatises of the past two bhundred years.
Lasalle laid down this prineiple in his book:
All contracts contzin a silent clause, and
must contain such a clause:  **This contract.is
valid so long as it implies nothing condemued
by the moral sease of the commuuoity. Then
it becomes null and void.” - Now such a clause
might conie in force in the case of slavery, or
even in the case of the liquor traffic.  Bat
it will be a long time before it appeals to the
moral sense of a modern nation as something
wrong in itself to bold property in a thing, in
land: The question involved is one of utility.
How shall we derive the greatest benefit from
our’land? And if we have all made a mis-
take, should one party to the transaction
alone bear the entire cost of the cominon
blunder?

The case of ths soldxer mwht perhaps be
cited. He must lay down his life. Why
should not landlords lay down their titles for
the common goodf If it were really neces-
sary they ought to doit. But is-it not neces

sury; consequently it is a needless hardship;

consequeatly cruelty and injustice. We have

aot yet decided that private property in land
is not, after all, the best thing, If we do
so decide, any burdens which that decision
may entall can and should be distributed ac-

- cording to some equitable rule among all the

people.

The New Treasurer of the Anti-Poverty
soclety.

Benjamin Urner, treasurer of the Antx-pov-
erty society since its organization, has re-
signed his office, and Mr. E. J. Shriver has
been chosen treasurer in his stead.

_Mr. Urner’s resignation was prompzed by
the feeling that he could not properiy spare
from his business affairs the time neccessary
for due attention to the large correapondenc

of the treasurer’s uffice.
Communicatious for the tre.;snrer should

hereafter be directed to room 30, Cuoper

union, New York.

‘ A Woman’s Opinien.
NEw York CitY.~I am op sposed to nom-
inating a candidate for presxdent. It seems
to me that Mr. Cleveland is only waiting to
be re-elected to carry his free trade.ideas
much farther than he has yet pushed them.
Should he prove to be only a partial free
trader he may at leasv effect envugh in the
way of showing people the benelits of free
trade to make the wa} easy for usin 1802 -
JOAMA. Roc,mr..

The justification offered is a

Let him show his title deed |

|

grante

~and used,

' to lauach his boat,

s judice,

- policy.

A PRACTICAL {LLUSTRATION.

Bay SHorz, L. L.—A very effective meth
od of showing the evils of slavery, much m
vogtie in anti-siavery days, was the contrast-
ing of the workings of the two systems of
labor, free and sluve, as they were 'seen in
two different states, separated only by ariver,
as in the case of Ohio and K«_nwci:y.

The south side of Louz islznd preseats a

similar opportunity of couwusum‘ the work-

ing of the two sy stt.ms of wmmon and pri-
vaie property in land. g
‘The tev ritory of Lun" island was or:ﬂ'maliy
ed by patents from the crown Lo certain
individuals having influence at court or by
purchase, some of which grants wera con-
tirmed by subsequent colonial governors, and
some were repurchased from the Iudians, whae
lived upon'it.  Most of these grunts extended
from the sound to the oceun, aud conscquently
included the bay that intervenss between the
south shore of the island and the oater beach,
a narrow strip of sand sepuruting the bay
from the oceaun.

With one or two exceptmns these grants
have not been held to cover or convey any
rizht to the waters of the bay or to its bartom,
if covered by water. As a consequence, the
bay and its natural products bave been held
as they were, by the Indians
who lived on its margin when this coun-
try was discovered. Every person, at
least every person residing in the town
which claims  jurisdiction over it, is frea
znd  take from its
waters its natural products without any re-
strictions except such as are binding upon ali,
and enforced by the town for the good of alk
1f any revenuc is derived from renting por-
tions of its bottom or for the privilege of
cutting grass on its islands, that revenue goes
into the treasury of the town, not into any
private pockets.

Here, then, is anlexampie of natural oppor-
tunities, which by some good fortune escaped
the clutches of monopoly, and are bow, as

- they have ever been, free to all who choose

to use them. The general result of this is,
thut nowhere in the United Stutes isthere less
suffering, less poverty, and more independ-
-ence than in those towns bordering on the
Great South bay. Here there are no strikes,
no lockouts, no bezgars and no poor, exceps
from misfortune or vice. In timesof financiak
depression and business stagpation, when
want of employment converts skilled work-
men and wealth producers into - homeless
tramps, the towns of Loag island bordering
on the bay do not feel the “bardness of the
times” as it is felt elsewhere. And why? Be-
cause natural epportunities are never closed
tu any one.  When a muan can do nothing elsea

~or find nothing else to do, the bay, with its
- inexhaustible store of wild fowl, shell and
other fish is open to him at all times withoug

the permission . of any one and without
the unecessity of payving- some one for the
privilege. ~ Hundreds of men in all tha
towns bordering on the bay do now, as their
auncestors have doue for generations, “‘follow
the buy® for a livelihood, and from the earne
ings of which many are enabled to own their
homes, but which is becoming more and more
difficult to do, because of the monopoly of
the land near the shore; which natuaral eppor-
tanities from their enhanccd value (being
held from use for speculative purposes) are
no longer accessible to any but the rich,
Grants conferred by somne king or governor,
Jong since turned to dust, and who bad no
more right to give away the land of Long
isinud to the then existing generation, than
he had to convey territory in the moon, much
less to deprive the men of succeeding gener-
atious of a natural right, enable a few to

- hold the iand from thme who could use it,

awuitiu;: the coming of -the wealtby, who, be-

wuse of its advantages near the sea, will
give for it a sun which the baytm.n can never
hope to possess.

Now, supposing the. sallle system had ob-
tained on the water as on the laed, how
different might not the condition of the bay-
men have been to-day! Instead of ownership
by the town, there would bhave been many
private ownerships or landlords. No man
could then have launched his boat upon tha
bay without somebody’s permission. On
every bushel of shellfish he brought to shore,
aud on every ‘‘take” of fish, he would be re-
quired to pay a tax, just as the barons of thae
Rhine used to exact a toll of all wbo sailed
past their castles, the former tax being no
more justifiable than the latter. As a result
of that system, we should have seen palatial
residences (modern castles) in every town
erected by the descendauts of the original
grantees out of the rents levied on. the indus-
try of the baymen, who, from a condition of
independence and comfort would becoms
dt.pl,!ldellb and poor in proportion as their
landlords became rich.  Or it might happen,
as it has happened in Scotland and Ireland,
where whole counties have been depopulated
because it became more profitable to let the
land for game preserves for the pleasure of
“my lord” than for legitimate industry.

Who can doubt that if the bay was in
private hands to-day it would not be long be-
fore it would lapse into the possession of tha

~Goulds and Vanderbilts, and be used by them

exclusively for pleasure.
The baymen's occupation would then, like
Otliello’s, ‘‘be goune,” and with the loss of

" those natural opportunities would commence

a fiercer strumrle for thxteuce than they-or
their ancestors have ever felt before, which
would result, eitherin emitrmtiou oragradual
reductien to the condition of the peassnt on
the coast of Ireland; who in addition to the

. ground rent of thezr poor holdings are cern:

pclied to pay for the wex weed cast up by the
waves, which is used. to fertiiize the barren
land.

. If then the system of common praperty as
'zppln.gl to the Greut South bay, is so equita-
bie und just, and has been socouducive to the
general welfare of all classes, why would nog
thie principle when applied to land be equally
promotive of the best interests of all? and is
it-not a fact, patent to all not blinded by pre=
that the same evils that we h wwesheown
w ouu,l mcv.mu{y buave resulted
the bay private property have
the application of that pri

If then common proprt
its application to the
worked so bensficent!
principle to the lund

“It is never too late
standing the unequal d
seijuent on the presen
tax? as advocuted b3
will, by taxing only i
restore unuwd Iand to
justice to any.

: mduaxiy
o v*xuhout i
© GH h. Etmwv

~enument Can be Built us 3lost Effectually |
fa bv‘\.uxuu" a Full Ticket.

TOLLDO, O.—Any cortroversy in rerard to.
phcm’r a candidate iu tie fic.d !’i ba 0} ‘
is hurtful. Our dusy s plan asay
Sentiment is w we want to bulld
up; and that can be done most ¢ ﬁ'f:u:ua ;y by

placing a full ticket tn the teld.

When We Meet the Enemy, They Are Gars,

BrADFORD, Pa.—\Wehave orzanized afand

and labor club ia. this nmwapmm of’ ‘.:he ml y
regions, and are full of e

- COurt olnpusmwn‘ :

bave, buh
Ourbt o
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'l-lfl‘ﬂl!l OF THE
PARTY.

TNITED LABOK

s “Adepted at Sgracuse August 19, 1887,

. We, the delecates of the united labor party of New
Work, in state copvention assembled, hereby reassert,
"as the fundamental platform of the party, and the
msis on wlhich we ask the co-cperation of citizens
®f other states, the following declaration of prin-
Hples acdopted on September 3, 1856, by the convention
& spade and labor asscciations of the city of New
Yook, that resuited in the formation of the uunited labor

. “Holding thot the corruptions of government and the
mpoverishment.of labor result from pegloct of the self-
avident truihis proclaimed by the founders of this re-
stblic that =ajl men are created equal and are
sadowed by thejr Creator with upalienable rights, we
simar 1ve abolition of A system which compels men to
Pax their fellew crestures tor the use of God’s gifts to
all, and pormits o monopolizers .to deprive labor of
matural oppertunities for euiployvment, thus filling the
1and with iramps.and pnupers and bringing about an
monaturalcoepelitionavhich tends 1o reduce wages to
starvation raves and tomake the wealth producer the
Industriai=lave of those awhio grow rich by his zoil.
“Hoiding, moreovier, that thic advamages ansing from
social srowih and Improvement: bdeng ro-scciety at
large e aima t.xoubu}mon of the systemawhich makes
such beneficent inventions as the railroad and tele-
graph o means forthe: ap;‘rewqon of the people and the
aggrand;zewent. of an. aristeeracy “of wealth and
wer.  Wedeolure ﬁle 1 purpose of governnent to
the nmaintenance ‘6f s ~sacred i zhu-of property
which civestocvery one o porLuity 1o employ his labor,
and securitvilar e shall enjov 1ts fruns: toprevent the
srong romcppressing the Weak, and the unscrupulous
from 1cbiing 1he honest: and 1e do for e cqual benetit

efalisuch tuings as «au be betterdone by organized soci-+}-

/LY than by izdis Idu.‘ﬂs; and weaim at the abolition ul’
alllaws wlach edve to sy chiss of citizens advantages,”
gither judicial, tinancial; mndustrial or political, that
Aremot equaily shuvei by ail others.”

Wecall upon ad who seek the «emauclpamun of. Iabor.\

and wio would make the Amvrxc:m union and its com-
ponent siates democratic. commonweaitls of really
freeand muvpo.m!em «it mene, 10 vmorenl! minor differs

party on tlis broad plat; form of natural richts ana
amusa] justice, Wedio not aim av securing any forcea
aquality in ﬂmm~nubnton of wealth. We do not pro-
Ppose thatthe stnte” m.'m aﬂempt 10 comrol production,
mmlnct u:atrxbw 1o,n. orin am' wue mt,errex*e N uh the

ANV Wiy X .n *n'z *Cf:'n *vm“cr o0 him- :md that will
Botinterfore with the: equ.ﬂ zighits of others. Nordo
W Ppropose 1Lat ihe siate cLail Lake: possession of
od and cither work it er remt it out. What
We Propose is mot the disturbing of “any man in
Ws holiing or title, but by abolisting all taxes on indus-
try.or its products, 10 Ieave ‘1o the ‘producer the full
fruils of kis exertion and by the taxation of land values,
exclusive of xmpruh_mems 10 “devese 10 the common
mse and benciit Thuse! v'ﬂucs, 'ahh-ix, arising not from
theoxeriiovn of ti.aindnmu:ﬂ “But from u:e growth of
society, belong jusilr1o the commurity as a whole, This
Ancreased tazxation of md' ot :ccording 1o 1s area, but
.cccrdin‘gtousuxuo VS '.hx.cre ieving 1he working
_ Jarmer and «snmlif?;’é owxner of the undue bur-
‘ “them, - ‘make it unproﬁta~

'un. and’ Thus throw open

Jue e..,plo\ xent - of labor

'lthtb& humn <

eompuon e W un!a Iurﬁxcnp“umum 1he common w eal
amd farther secure ;hc equ:ﬂ rigis isof a]].b) pl'u,mg un-
der puljic ton‘m" uc : 1S

monopolies: W x\um :'neﬂm' in.miu'p.uities supply
t.heiran..cxbxmxns - nbk \.r:u firhtard hext: we would
have the general fov cmmem Jdssueall money, without
the intervention of bunks; sve would add apustal tele-
&raph system L..d postal 3UY ‘ings bunks 10 the postal
service, and Yould assume public ¢conirol and owner-
Mpof‘:xmd iron’ mdds 1\1: ek hiave bew.ue the high-
’l‘tsm’ moders comineree,

Wiile declaring thie !oxae;:o'ng 10 be the fund..mentm
principtes ani aims of gthe unncd iabor. ;urn -and
‘whileconscious thay no. reform can give ..nm-uux and
permanent redel 1o labor 1i:ay does net involve the
ie"ni recogpiticnot vq‘.dl ﬂ-'ws to mnm ral Cppurmui-
zies, We nevesthe lc:ws, °s xne‘z.:um of reiief from some
®f the eviicfeers of ,;"nm.mg Alose righis, favor such
Mgislationas may e zdm -LJ see tlie hours . of labor,
Lo prevent th«mm':.m L'ont ut <chi! dren -of tender vey
%0 avoid lhﬁumnwnn(mwof: com'h,t Jabor with honest
mdustry, 10 sécure th initsry inspection of tene-
ments, 1aclorics ;zm} anines,” :md 1o pub‘ an ead to the
abuse of .conspirney laws."

We desire.also 10 So aamp’lm ‘the p"ccpdure of our
fourts and mm..usix e txpense iof Jegal proceedings,
that the poorimay e a)‘nccd on:m cauality w ith the rich
andthe lung um.ns mlmh now ‘result in scandalous
miscarriages of Jus’xme may be g)re"emed.

And stuceihe m}'m 15 me only: muns by which in our
mepublic the rodves of poli 1-cal and ~ot :.ﬂ grievances is
%0 besought, €N
lheadopuun o whnti

Ballot au] i vcl vr 0! ; ,md:d.m», for pubhc ollice

fyon ‘!l.‘hr: }a-:;ny € now - imposed mwpon them,
‘ :md mquud.uum. du away with

’x_'acuca.l iseri

scrupulous, and l('b&"'n ‘Lhe pc:‘mczous mﬁl.cnu. of

Jponey iz politics, :

Insupport of these aims we solicit the co-cprration
of all parriotic cmzvns svho, sick of the degradation of
politics, desire Ly constitutional methods 1o @stablish
gustice, 1o proserse ubun. 10 extend the spirit of
grateraity, aud 1o elev: ate_ Lumanigy.

THE AMERICAN MERCHANT ‘\L\lll\'l'l.
The proteciive tariff men are worried
avout it. They generally are; but this
wear they are more energetically worried
than ever. The situation is so opportune,
the circumstances so helpfully combined,
"that if ever anything is to be done for the
building up of that American merchant
smarine we hear so much about, it must be
done now or never.

Here we are, with an immense and
steadiiy growing surplus in the treasury
which must somchow be got rid of orit
will ultimately absorb all the money in the
country. Asevervixyroin political economy
knows, the proper way to reduce that sur-
plus is not to lighten the Iload of taxation
&nd so encourage the wicked anarchists and
paupers of Europe, Asia, North and South
America, Africa, and Australia to trade
with us. Not by any manner of means.
The only way to protect Americans from
the competition of foreign laborers is to
bring the foreign luborers here, where they
can—that is where they will—pshaw! Mr.,

Bhineaudﬂxe Tribuné have gone into the

subject fully, and there’s no need to explain
it here. What we were going to say is that
the proper thing to do with the surplus is
to spend it in developing some infant in-
dustry.

Now, do you see how things are work-
ing together? Here'’s the infant industry
of having an American merchant marine
—a mewling and a puking infant, very
rickety and Dbitterly crying for the pap of
protection. And here's an enormous sur-
plus requiring to be spent. Devote that
surplus, or a big slice of it, at least, to the

‘development of that infant industry, and

the result cannot fail to be an American
merchant marine such as neither England
nor any other country could produce for
twice the money.

Do you doubt it? Come now, just con-
sider the evidence. Here is Admiral
Porter, a man who has been to sea. He
tells us that from 1830 to 1885 the British
government expended £248,500,000 in sub-
sidizing steamship lines, and says we
ought to spend at least $10,000,000 a year
in the same way, or, say, $350,000,000
within the same space of time. And here
is the Tribune, which is very often all at
sea, pats the admiral on the back and in-
dorses every word he says. And there
isn’t a ship builder on the Delaware who
doesn’t know that the assurance of $10,-
000,000 yearly subsidies for foreign trading
steamships would fill his yard with
American laborers from Scotland eager
to go to work at reasonable wages. The
whole thing is very simple. An American
merchant marvine comes high, but it’s only
a question of money after all, and if
810,000,000 a vear won't pay for it why
£20,000,000 or $30.000,000 certainly will,
And think of the jov of having it—a genuine
American merchant marine, buiit by pro-
tected American laborers from Great Brit-
ain, out of iron made by protected American
laborers from Hungary; burning coal mined
by protected American laborers from some
other European country, and spreading
sails of cotton duck made by protected
American laborers from Canada. To pos-
sess such a vigorous, lively, shouting, kick-
ing infant industry as that would be a
boon indeed!

Only—only—what the deuce are we go-
ing to do with the infant industry after
we've got it? It's all very fine to build
ships, and a glorious thing t§ see ships fly-

ing the American flag: but suppose you

vou haven’t got anything for your
ships to do—el? Ships are meant to carry
goods, and we have made it a penal

{ offense to bring goods to the United States.
ences aud joinawithius in m Fanizing A great national ‘

We fine the people who do it, and cast
them into prison if they try to evade the
fine. 1t is as though having made prolii-

bition the law of the lund, we were tryving

to encourage the infant industry of making
brandy bottles—the two things won't work
together, so to speak. Aud then those un-
principled English and French and Ger-
mans and Italians have got their ships
already—plenty of them—aund have an
unholy desire to keep them running. What
if thev o in for proteetion, too, and nurse
their mercantile marines a little? Suppose
that England, to speak profaneiy, sees our
$10,000,000 vearly subsidies, and goes
$£10,600,000 better? She is capable of it;
the Cobden club can make her do any-
thing. What shall we do then? Differ-
ential duties, of course, could be resorted
to, but even at that game two players can
amuse themselves = Truly, things are very
much mixed.

However, there are few - questions so
knotty that theyv can’t be solved someh ow,
and perhaps we can find 2 way out of this
difficulty that shall be at once simple,
feasible and satisfuctory to Adimiral Porter
and the Tribune. At all events it can do
no harm to try.

“Whatis it the admiral and the Tribune
want?  Clearly, not more trade with
foreign countries. That would be to be-
tray the sacred principie of protection and
to admit that it is right to buyin the
cheapest market and sell in the dearest,
What they really wish is that such trade as
unfortunately is carried on with foreion
countries shouid be done in vessels builtin
tlie United States and flyinge the American
flag. How simple do the most perplexing
questions become when subjected to logical
analyvsis.

Well, since that is all they want, the
protectionist champions can get it easily
enough, aud in a much less risky way than
by building a lot of ships for which there
will be no employvment. Let the United
States set apart $10,000,000 or £20,000,000
—whatever they please—to be expended
vearly in shipbuilding. Then arrange with
some of the foreign steamship lines—those
unprincipled foreigners will do anything
for monev—to transfer their offices to this
side of the Atlantic, burning their ships be-
hind them, and become American . corpo-
rations, on condition that we give them a
certain number of brand new vessels free,
gratis, for nothing, every year, and pay for
the burned steamers in cash besides. Ten
or twenty million dollars judiciously ex-
pended in this manner every year would,
within a generation, sweep every foreign

flug from the sea, transfer the whole.
~shipbuilding

trade of the world to
our shores, use up dead loads of
American coal and wood .and iron, and
make things hum generally. In time
ship building would become a lost art out-
side of the United States, and when that
happy day should arrive we could hold a
grand final review of the American
merchant marine, burn or blow up the
whole business, and thus, since without
ships there could be no ocean trade, we
could carry out the noble principle of sea-
board protection to its fullest extent by
irrevocably cutting adrift from the rest of
the world and thereafter going it alone.

Europe would dissolve into an undis.

covered country; the corrupting gold of
the Cobden club would cease to grease the
unpatriotic American palm and we should
live happy ever af.er.

And really it wouldn’t c&st so very
much after all. . Admiral Porter and the
Tribune had better think it over.,

——

THE PANIC OF THE RICH.

There are a great many well meaning-

people in this country who are permitting
foolish fears to malke them false, not only
to their own true interests, but to their
natural tendencies and honest convictions.
They view the steady growth of monopoly
with increasing alarm, but they do nothing
to prevent it. They hate boss government
and ring rule, yet they take part in con-
tests that have no other real object than a
decision as to which of two hostile bands
of predatory politicians shall have the
privilege of preying on the public. They
believe in democratic institutions and feel
their hearts stirred now and then by tie
old time passion for liberty, and yet shut
their eyes to the steady growth of a public
sentiment among the friends of monopoly
in favor of a ‘strong government” that
will depend on force alone for the main-
tenance of public order. Why is this?
Simply because men have shut their eyes
to the causes of the existing conditions,
and now that angry thousands are venting
their discontent in foreign cries for social-
ism or anarchy, Americans in frantic
fright forget their Americanism and look
for a remedy to a despotism as distinctly
foreign to the spirit of our institutions as
socialism or anarchy.

The abandonment of faith in the
natural forces of democratic government
for the righting of social wrongs is already
making the talk of reform more difficult.
We can all see that the rotten borough
system was the great obstacle to all reform
in England, an obstacle that required
threuts of revolution to force its removal;
vet what is New York city to-day but a
rotten borough, the choice of whose repre-
sentatives in the state and federal govern-
ments is dictated, despite universal
suffrage, by
look for support and
modern money kings
power move subtle
than  that of  the

who  wield a
~and

great nobles

and land owners who 5011@(1 the English

boroughs as their prey and dictated the
choice of their representatives? The s

systemm in England are active to-day in

establishing the power of the mouneyv king |

and the boodle boss in New York. Agita-
tion against economic ~oppression is no
new thing. Labor troubles murked the
whole Tudor pericd in English history.
Riots against tiie robbery of the barouns
and tradesmen who were
under the sanction of a parlinment of
landlords, in inclosing the common lands,
were of frequent occurrence. Green, in
his *“History of the English People,” savs:

Throughout the time of the Tudors the dis-
content of the lubor class bound the wewlthier
classes to the crowi.
social danger which Jay at the root of the
Tuder despotism.  For . the proprietary
classes the repression of the poor was a ues-
tion of life and death, Employer and pro-
prictor were ready.to surrender freedom into
the hands of the one power which could pre-

serve them from social anarchy.
the sclfish panie of the iundowners that™Eny-

land owed the Statute of laborers und its ier--
1t was to the:

rible keritage of pauperisin.
selfish paunic of both landowner and niercivant
that she owed the despotism of the monarchy.

Has not this history repeated itself right
under our eyes here in the city of New
York? Itis to the selfish panic of the land
owner and the merchant that we owe the
establishment of boss rule in this ¢ity on a
firmer foundation than it has had since the
overthrow of Tweed. It was the senseless
panic that marked the Hewitt campiign
that gave the bosses who -zominated
Hewitt the courage to nominate Fellows
this year, and to carry his election by the
most sweeping and audacious bribery ever
seen even in this city. 1tis to the sense-
less panic among the class that forms such
institutions as the » Chicugo union league
that we owe such treasonable propositions
as that of Congressman Adams te endow
the president of the United States with the
power of a czar and to overthrow by a
single enactment the rights of free speech,
free press, habeas corpus and triul
by jury. The discontent of lubor
that in the times of the Tudors bound the
wealthier classes to the crown is to-day
causing the wealthier classes in America
to turn toward the methods of despotism
as the proper ones for this democratic
country, and emplover and proprietor ave
nearly as ready as they then were to sur-
render {reedom into the hands of the one

power that promises to preserve them

from social anarchy.. [The first thought
among such people is one ol repression,
not reform. They do not seek the causes
of social discontent with a view of remnov-
ing them and thus establishing: social con-
tent and domestic tranquillity, but they
rather contrive how they can best club
into submission or terrify by arms a seeth-
ing mass of men rendered all the more
dangerous by the remembrance that they
were ence freemen.

However profitable this condition of
affairs may be to political bosses, however
natural it may be under influences that
are constauntly agerandizing the political
power and social importance of a plu-
tocracy, it is shocking and alarming to
every patriotic American who believes in
the principles of democracy, and it threat-
ens intolerable evils to those who have
been most aflected by these panics—the
so-called middle class. Under a despotism
or a condition of anarchy there are two
classes alone that can escape rob-
bery—those so rich ihat they have
power to defend themselves and those so
poor that they have nothing to lose, - Wil

bosses and boodlers who .
direction to

dangerous.

sume.
forces that established the rotten borough

then enguged,

It was in truth this.

It was to

traits they

our business men still continue to imagine
that their interests are on the side of the
all-devouring trust or the side of the
people? Wili they return to reason and
democracy or permit the wrath of a few
madmen to still scare them into the camp
of the mounopolist, the boss, and eventu-

ally that of the military despot? Thisis a
serious question, on the answer to which
depends the hope of a peaceful removal
of difficulties thus far easily within lawful
settlement at the ballot box.

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT.

Another effort will be made at the pres-
ent session of coangress to have an inter-
national copyright law enacted. Of
course international copyright ought to be
established. Simple honesty requires that
authors, as well as all others, shall receive
the full reward of their labor. The great
difficulty encountered in getting congress
to act only demonstrates how liftle real

respect there is, after all, for the most

sacred right of property. That which a
man actually produces by his heador hand
is his as against the whole world, and the
reported lailures of congress to do any-
thinz to secure simple justice to American
authors show in aludicrous light the falsity
of the congressional pretense to great
solicitude for the “‘protection of American
lubor.”

Why is it that a legislative body making
such professions refuses to one of the most
honorable and useful classes of workers

Lie simplest and most obvious justice? One
answer has already been suggested, and
that is that the politicians have no sin-
cere regard for the rights of labor and that
thcir demonstmtions of pretended reﬂ'ard

or retain the \'otos of the nillions
of workingmen. The authors, on the
other hand, are a small class without po-
litical influence.
themselves Jargely responsible.  They af-
fect  conservatism. They have a good
enough opinion of their own import-
ance, but this too generally “expends
itsell in claims for social- ‘recognition
at the hands of = their :
inferiors. - They do not seek to malke for

themselves a place in the popular regard

that would mulke it unwise for politicians
to negléct their just demands. In demo-

cratic- America, with the lm‘gest,‘reuding

public in the world, there are few promi-

nent writers of fiction who do not seek the:

favor, flatter the pride and concllmte the
prejudice of those who cherish aristocratic
notions or ape aristocratic ways. When

‘an American novelist introduces a work
©ingman into his story he almost alwa
manages, by contrast or otherwise, to place
him in a posntloq,nmre or less ludicrous or |

awkward and to mar any sign of sympathy
with such a character by some mark of

condescension,

According to our fiction w rlters the one
road to suu,ess for a man born poor is

through monm mdl\me:, and for a woman:

it is through «. rich marriage. Doubtless
the {loud of Lmrhxh novels precipitated

-upon our- country through the failure of

our Ltws to protect English authors from

“robbery by \menc an- publishers has had
1ts influence in creating a demand among
fiction readers for a sentiment to which an
“American writer who would succeed must
pay some deference; but most of our novel
writers need little encouragement in ‘this

‘However noble may be the
atiribute to the honest farmer
or the intelligent mechanic who figures in

direction.

a story, they always manage to indicate
‘that sueh a character can never qute get
rid of signs of his humbler origin that

more or less perturb those aristocratic
descendants of the dishonest adventurers
and honest ¢ zbbanq growers who now con-
stitute what is called Society in New York.
Pervhaps onc ol the best results of alaw
that would assure to our authors their just
rights would b(, the growth of a body of
writers more Amer ican and more sdf-
respecting.

- But no f: lu]t\ or frailties can ;)usi‘y sub-
ject any Lody of mento robbery. . In- this
prmvoutmousl\' ~ «protected” country one
body of men is subjected to a disastrous
competition, not with the products of
“pauper. labor,” but with stolen goods,
and in order’ that this plunder may con-
tinue v
shall be similarly robbed by the people of
other countries. I an American citizen,
dwelling, of his own motion, in the re-

motest province of Turkey, were robbed

of ten dollars, and all redress refused by
the local authorities, the “outrage” would
be denounced by the press, and it would
become the subject of grave diplomatic
negotiaticns that might lead to war; but
we take our ablest authors living here, at
home, under the protection of our laws,
and practically say to, the world: “Here
are our best brains; vou are welcome to
rob them as you please,
square the account by robbing your au-
thors.” Thus is an infamous treaty for re-
ciprocity in robbery actually forced on
foreign states by our own
willful dishonesty.

That the tariff should loom up as an ob-
stacle to the righting of this wrong is quite
natural.  That is o way the tarift huas. It-
self an uanatural system, founded wupon
exploded errors, und persisted in through
the greed of a few and the delusion of
many, the tariff is a kind of boil on the
body politic that is sure to hit against
something whichever way we atiempt to
move. But the tariff, after all, presents
no effectual barrier to the establishment
of international copyright. Let the silli-
est of tarifls keep English books out and
it will offer no reason why the authors of
such works may not have the legal right
to sell to American  publishers the
exclusive- right  to  the publication
of such works in this country. The pre-

tended fear that this would deprive our

Tor this last they are

intellectual’

.reconstruded states.”

_There are in the article other allusions to
‘the “intelligent and properiy-owning citi-

throughout the-article is that

we consent that our own citizens

and we will

government’s

people of cheap literature is simply an
expression of a desire on the part
of our publishers for the power to beat
down the demands of foreign authors by
threatening to steal their wares if they do
not sell them cheaply enough. Has, then,
the lack of foreign competition prevented
the establishment of cheap newspapers in
this country? The desire to furnish the
American people with cheap literature
plays no part in the matter. The only
thought of those making the pretense isto
obtain by theft cheap raw material for a
book factory, which is run for the purpose,
not of enlightening the American people
but for making money out of them. The
only people who still profess to believe in
benevolence as a molive power in manu-
fure are the protecnomsts.

Of course the desire of the book manue-
facturers to obtain cheap raw material is
a legitimate ong, and if this question is to
be discussed with an utter disregard of all
moral considerations that desire will con-
tinue to be gratified. Thetwo obstacles to
the establishment'of international copy-
right are the interested desire of a few men
to continue stealing because it pays and
the indifference of the many to a dishon-
esty by which they personally profit. It
is with this reform as it is with all others
that have a solid foundation in justice:
the appeal must not be made to the selfish-
ness of men, but to their conscience.. It is
time to stop tinkering and dickering and
to begin preaching with: fire and vigor the
old commandment—“Thou shalt not
steal!” ‘

IS DEMOCRACY A FAILURE?

The New York Times rebukes those re-
publicans who are still ““trying desperately
to make an issue of the alleged sup-
pression of the republican vote in the
southern states,” and while admitting its

~own belief in such suppression it tells the

agitators with brusque frankness that the

~northern people care nothing about the

matter and that they “are entirely willing
to leave the election in southern states to.
the people of those states,” suppression or
no suppression. It assigns as a reason for
this feeling the lack of faith in the efficacy
of federal interference. If this be true it
merely goes to show that the republicans

‘have learned from experience that there

ave certain natural limitations to the
federal power: that can only ‘be over-
stepped in time of war; but it 'is very
questionable if thisis the real reason for

50 great a. change of opinion as that

marked by the Times s article.

The writer: goes on to declare that negro
suffrage worked badly at first in the south
and arrayed the negroes ‘f‘against the peo-

ple who had the Lue*est interest in the

good order and ﬂ'ood government of the
Theseare evidently
the rich people of the south, and the Times
declares that in at least three states ‘‘the
nen who paid the taxes and had the intel-
licence and character o maintain decent
government” recovered their control of
government by violénce and outr‘lwe. “By
one means or another,” it  continues,
“the negro vote was to a large
extent bupm'essu? - and there ' is no
question that in several states 1t has
since been kept down so far as was

necessary to. enable the. native south-

erners who owned property, who ,paid‘
taxes, and who controlled intell igent pub-
lic sentiment in their st-xtes. to direct the
management of their public interests.”

zens” of the south, and the assumption
intelligence
aud the ownership of iw(“)pe;rt}-' ave equally
monopolized by a-single class: and th.tt a
class which has @ right to rule.

Whether it ouvht to be true or not it

nevertheless is true thatin the long run -
the property ow ning class will have its way
in the t*O\'erumeut of any community the
majority of whom are
‘of relative mtenhgcm.e need not “be con-

poor. - The'question

sidered, for the vichvcan always ha,ve plentv
of brains and. thus control “hat we c:aﬂ

public sentiment. o
The interesting:thing about the flzmes

article is the complete abandonment of the

old Iashioned ideas of democracy, mdlm.ted ‘
by the fact that such an article can be |
printed in a 1«:‘1(1111”' now spaper without

exciting surprise or arousing any other
than a merely partisan controversy.

if it be true that a comparatively small

property owning class has a natural richt

to control public affairs, Jefferson was mis-
taken, the Declaration of lndopcndenﬂe is
a piece of sophistry; and democratic gov-
ernment is only practicable w hen modified
by shotguns in the south and by bribery
and threats of non-emplm‘ment in the
north. -
of the class now potentizl in business and

politics tln‘ounhout the countx'v 13 becom-

ing daily more anparout

There is on the other hand a growing.
sentiment of unrest and db“‘ust a‘monw all
who really believe in democratic institu-
tions.

to what that something is.  Many of them
willfully shut their eyes. to the only thing
that can put an end to the tendency that
enables rich men to rule. I%is poverty,
not ignoravce, that makes volers submis-
sive. Tgnorance does not make men hum-
ble; it makes them conceited. It is
dependence, not fear, that enables
the rich man to carry his
lowers to- the polls as the  old baron
took his retainers into battle. It is as

true in politics as it is in war that “the

rich man’s wealth is his strong city; the
destruction of the pooris their poverty.”
The onlv salvation for rcpubhcm Institu-
tions is the abolition. of the system that
makes the many dependent on the few
for the opportunity to earn a living. Until

L‘tills,l_b remedied the men who own prop-

“Men f'med to c‘;tch xtc. meamn

“Yet

That this isthe growing conv 1
lction ~And bid the poor, uppresqed laak up and hear

They begin to see that something |
~must be done, but they are not agreed as'{

~fol-

erty will continue to dzrect the manage.\
ment of public affairs, and they will take‘
whatever measures are necessary to en.
able them to continue such control or to
recover it if it is tempommly wrested
trom them.

If it is true that “the price of wool hag |
always been higher under a low than 3
high tariff,” as Robert P. Porter, the proe
tectionist  high- priest, told the Common.
wealth club, why should wool raisers wa.nt;{
wool protected? They would make mor‘e“
if it were free. Is it possible that the pros
tective theory turns greed into benevo.
lence? Do men who charge high prices
for wool when there is no tariff generously
reduce pmces when a tariff enables them
to raise prices? There must be some
such harmonizing principle in the tariff
theory, for the effect, it seems, is not con-
fined to wool. ‘“What is true of wool,® °
says Mr. Porter, ‘“‘applies with equal forca
to the other articles proposed for the free
list.” Then we must believe, after all this
talk about keeping cheap goods out of the
country by a tariff, that the effect of the
tariff is to make goods. cheap. Here's a
pretty kettle of fish. Cheap goods make
cheap labor, say the protectionists whena -
they are skirmishing for the votes ;
of “‘our work people.” But the hicherthe
tariff the cheaper the goods, is their plea
in after dinner discourses. Now, whatis
the obvious inference? Why, that high
tariffs make low wages! Thinking people

will no doubt say the inference is sound

enough, however shaky the reasoning may
be which leads to it. |

Not long ago the pastor of a handsome,
newly erected church in New York gave
thanks for the providential manner in
which the building fund had been created.
Several years before, an old man “Ixo;

owned vacaut land up town made a pres-

ent to a church. socxety of. a few lots.of
slight value. During all the years that =
passed between then and the erection of
the church the congregation ‘worshiped -
in a small wooden structure; but they did
not let go of the land. At last, though,
they set apamt part of the Izmd for :
a church site, and selhn«r the re-
mainder for $175,000, used the pro-
ceeds to build with. This was a very fo

“tunate state of ‘lifllll'S for that churt,

society; but when you think of it, who
bullt the church, the omgmal donor of the
land, the church aocu,t}, or:the people of

New York, whose presence gave such great

value to the land that was sold'-'

‘ Those mtereated in the eﬂort to ha.\
Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost preach recrul:u'}_\

in New York on Sunday mornings are
anxious that the subscriptions shall ba

completed within the next week in order

that a hall or theater proportioned to the

amount of such <ubscr1pt10n shall be
“hired early in the new year.

Such sub-
scriptions muy be sent to Wm. T. Croas-
dale, 721 Broadw ay, and we hope that thev i
will be sufficient to enable us to announc

the completion of the prepa.ra.txons in our

next number.

Maurice Thompson, an mc'e‘-mons
tributor to the Inclependent hasw;;

‘cov ered the cause of ana.rchv m .
~United States.

It is the absence of
natxonal copyright!

A CHRISTMAS CAROL.

| Oh, sweet and clear the carol ranﬂ' down

from the Syrian heaven,

‘The sweetest song of hope and cheer to mor-

tals everjziven.
“Peace and cruod will,” where warrmw h
_had beld rude sway so long. L
Oh well might o nffels come from hea.ve \
~sing t hat (,hn:tma.s Sonff :

&aam the music 0[ t;he sonn' v'as hea,r b

‘ .hanmu voice—

‘("hmst spahe, in our humamtzv to make m«uh

kind rejoice,

“TLove God with all thy heart. and <oui

semsh fear sen‘fx.w

passed a.way smce ‘
the song hmd btth

-its. \yordc they‘snu re—
Those heavenly words in their dulted hearts :
no bmthu Iove awoke. = -

Bun now we hear iv’ ”?rmcrmﬂ' forth in accent;s -
oud 'md c!e‘m e
“Bemuse vour Father loveth }'ou,‘ ‘
- your brothers here;? .
‘The words He spake so long ag
eastern sea, ‘ ‘
Ring o’er the wuh. Atlant now, fmm c’usuaut
(mhlce T :

Their clarion call, from church a.ud hall, rings
on the busy street; .

They fa{l on sad, down trodden hearts, like
music rich and sweet;

They ring 2 knell to aeinsh greed mth menace
stem and strong,

that heuveniy‘bonfr'

‘The st'u's shmc brxrrhb though ciark the m*’hi’n

. for v;;tchmn- eves to see; -
Arxd nhe awhem of the new crusa.de the‘

ffor ths A«n.tha Munier's comnh-

‘ mentary concert in-the Academy of Mualc on

Sunday evening, Junuary 15, are now for sale

and: m'ty be obtamed at- THE STAN ARD of-
fice, © General admission tickets are fifty
cents. A portionof the bouse wili be reserved
abt a slightly extra charge. A number of
popular artists have volunteered  their
services for the occasion, and a very enjoy-
able entertainment is promised. Miss Mu-
nier's unceasing labors in behalf of the cause
entitle her to the heartiest encouragement
and support. wmch an overﬂowmrr house can
give,

ch(‘lrnn Catholies,
Last }nd'ty's meeting of the McGly nmtea

| of St. Stephen’s parish, was held in Inter-

national hall as usual. The speakers were
John McMackin, Mr. Smith and Mr. Caffrey
of Greenpoint, all favorites with the parish-
ioners.  Chairman Feeney announced that
there had been added to the doctor’s personal

: fund during the v'eeh an.d a.t the meetmg §122.

even whxl;ef e
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SHAALL WE NOMINATE?

Edward 3. Skriver Says Ne, and (3ives His
Reassns—Devetion te Principie, That Re-
unes te Promete the Principi,e Except in
ne Way i Mere Fetick Wae ruhip.

31 Croasdale’s thougetful s7,rticle on our
weolicy for 1888 has certainly falfilled its de-
lared purpose by arousing discussion, and
o confident do I feel that he and Mr. Post
re right that I cannot ref rain from adding
my mite. At least it is ba:~dly fair to charge
em with faltering in the cause or to doubt
st Lhe sole question wir h them or any other
{ our earnest meun is what is the best method
1o secure tie triumph of our principles. We
all working toward the same end, and no
il‘.cknﬂx ed traditions of how best to build up
party, no mere sentiment of liking to
fstand up and be c<:ounted,” should be al-
G «wved to biock the w:ay to success. Devotion
sprineiple is a most, excellent thing, but de-
~otion o priaciple that refuses to promote
< principle exce Pt in one admittedly in-
effectual wav is m sre fetich worship.
: 1 can thorougaly sympathize with those
srcnwho are eager to maintain, out of sheer
cve for houest ypolitical action, a party of
high principle, with a lofty and definite aim;
I«Jr since the mcral death of the republican
jearty, I have myself fairly hungered for the
,vknse of an worganization that I could con-
scicntiously support. Yet, did I believe that
the best way to restore the people their heri-
agzeof the land was to abandon political
:fion, it would seem to me my duty to
1 uive what, afterall, is only a strong desire
I sy personal gratification. But the ques-
s not whether or no we shall abandon
r party organization, but how to make it
<ffective to fulfill its destiny.
¢ notion that the presidential contest is
nly one worth our consideration is simply
adition, dating bacl: to tha time when

agrern

§RFFeE

neb \'1“11 Lo ‘LhOSL who have not
cand to make them do so we
cs their uttention. And that we

d"ld L.hev do not deserve to suc-
e5 would have had a better
success with different methods.
,:,d themselves into the national
‘Lere tlh, 'rood sense ui the pcople

winging individual states to an indorse-
. gwent of their doctrines, and thus relieving at
~ Jeast a portion of the country from what
' ¥ dvem u curse.
Jike manner, we have no concern with
pxcb‘dwcv excepy in so far as the veto
mex' is concerned.  Qurs is not an issue ‘
giast cun be advaznced or retarded by ad-
mpnistratien. It is the laws that we must
~mwmend: the laws of the states as regards
3¢ eal taxation, the laws of the nation as re-
__gards the tariff and the mternal revente.
- Pernaps herc is the rub with some of vour
@ rrespondents who hiave opposed the plan
©f contining our tight. to the congressional dis-
_gricws. They have not scen the cat. His claws
oY Ids tail have began to appear to them, but
wut the whole image. They have grasped
i2¢ central truth as to taxing land values,
bug they canunot rid then‘se"'e~ of the super-
swtion that the protective system guards
American labor. Theoremcally they must
d.dmit that we cannot reach the single
tux without alsolishing the tariff, and vet
wractically they do not favor free trade.
For one I cannot consistently condemn such
Jalf believers, forI too was a disciple of “Pro-
£ress aud Poverty™ before I had fairly learned
o be a free trader. But if there are any
such they are no more ready to go on with us
-vel than were the voters who fell away on
the €th of November. The protective tariflf
“‘protects’ neither trade, maunufactures mnor
3abor; it isonly a means of augmenting the
evils of landlordism. Its abolitionis au essen-
t1al part of our work, and we, less than any
other set of men, can aiford to compromise
mny pars of our doctrine. The very men who
ure most eager to fight for principle, regard-
less o1 the outcome, sliould recoguize this, {
and should know that it is only in congress
that we can carry on this pari of the agita-
gion; that the half a dozen congressmen whom
we can certainly elect will do more ten times
over for this branch of the cause than all the
propaganda that wonld be gained by a few
dundred thousand votes for an impossible
«<andidate for presideat scattered all over the
Union.

If it is mere agitation that we seek and not
mecessarily the election of any of our candi-
dates—and the agitation is undambtedly the
most important part—the congrassional plan
©f action is the better. Which will best make
the public think of what we advocate—a
vote for president so small as notto be a
factor, or & dozen districts closely con-
tested! We pearly elected Mr. George in
3886 and we aroused in a moment a tremen-
dous discussion. Our county ticket was a
hopeless third in 1887, and our state ticket an
even less important factor, and much of the
discussion outside our own ranks bas died
away. ‘Next year we must again bring our-
selves to the front in the public mind; we
must strengthen the doubting ones in the
faith and awaken the unbelievers to find out
what we want, and to do this we must make
running tichts as nearly even ones; we must
make a series of brilliant sorties, rather than
perform our own funeral march.

It is by no means necessary that we should
Indorse either of the candidates for president;
& is not even desirable. Qur mien may vote
as they please oa that; far better still not vote
at all, and thus emphasize their indifference
%o the meaningless politics of the day. In
1879 ther¢ was a movement in New Yorlk
which was popularly dubbed the ‘Young
Bcratchers.” They were jmuch laughed at,
but they. revolutionized the pohtxcs of New
York, and, through her, the Union. They
were republicans who refused to vote for the
staiwart candidate, Cornell, and yet would
Bot indorse Lucius Robinson, to whom Tilden
£ave the democratic nomination. OQOuly
Kelly's bolt saved Cornell from defeat, and

enjoy- mext Vear the republican convention dared
ss Mu- not choose cither Blaine or Grant, because
> Canss there was a conscience vote in New York
zemenb state that would have dcfeated either. That
ise CaB Was a good example for us to follow, not for
' , the sake of holding u balunce of power, but
%o notify the politicians aud the people thag

. there is one bod y of men in America who do
ynnites &ot care to trifle with the question of who shail
- Inter- appoint Postmasters, because they have better
s wWers and more serious work to do. And, to my
Cuffrey thinking, vur national convention should dis-

tinctiy meconmmend this course of action in re-
&ard 1o 1le presidency: sbould instruct the

%

! may be that the most effective means (of

% “distribute”

gress; should adopt a declaration of princi-
ples on which every district should stand, and
select a new name for the party.

EDWARD J. SERIVER.

Take Pesitien in Front e1 the Enemy, But
Pen’t Fight Unless Compelled to.
WASHINGTON, D. C.—I agree with you that
‘‘when existing parties begin to divide upon
(cur) principle, even if the difference between
them is comparatively a small one, then it

bringing that priaciple into politics) is to
utilize their fizht and to devote the energy
that might be expended in a separate move-
ment to urgmg them on.”

What I advise is this: Let us, the radical
free traders, extend our organization as a
Separate party into the national sphere and
make it as efficient as possible not only in that
sphere, but likewise in those of the congres-
sional and state legislative “districts.” Hav-
ing done this let us—acting always as a sep-
arate and organized party—formally promise
and actually give the party’s vote as such to
that one if any of the candldates for the
given office whose platfortn and personal at-
titude upon our issue are distinctly a nearer
approach to our own platform and attitude
upoa the subject than are those of the candi-
dates opposed to him. Just in provortion as
our propaganda, by lectures, tallks, traets,
etc., succeeds in making the party’s vote
worth bidding for, just in that proportion
will candldates and parties bid more and
more against each other to secure that vote.
It is plam that we may thus come to bea
“balance of power” ha,vmcr the ““casting vote”
In elections and conscqueutly influencing
legislation even while still far too small a
party to succeed in electing a separate candi-
date of our own over thosc of both of the two
old parties. If indeed it were true that our
recruits ave all (or nearly ail) to come from
oue party exclusively, then our poiicy might
be to defeat that party out of existence by
running as a third party and so cause its
mcmbers to choose between the other of the
old parties and our own. But if, as is more
likely, the recruits are to come from the one
party aboun asmuech as from the other, then
untii we have actually grown enough to rival
both of tlu, old parties—our participation in
elections will simply reduce the towal vote of
each of thouse old parties without muking it
less certain than it is now that one or thp
cther of them must succeed, or exerting any
more influence upon legmlduon than if our
people had died or emigrated instead of
coming iuto our ranks. Let the national con-
vention meect and nominate candidates for
president and vice presideunt, to run only if the
national committee shall decide—about Qcto-
ber 1, 1888, say—that neither of ®he old par-
ties ha~ by its candidate, platform and cam-
paign made v worth our while to assist it
against the other. And sv in every cougres-
sionaul and state legislative district.

As to the expense and ditliculty of a national
campuien I, for one, do not see thut our party
either need, or can, or should do either more
or less "L.unpalgumg 7 than itis bennd to do
in any event, to wit: all the preaching, and
lecturing, and meeting, and talking, and book
and tract distributing which its members can
possibly afford todo. The regular “machine”
methods of “‘campaigning” we should have
nothing to do with. As for the ballots, every
mother’s son of us can write hbis own and
it to himseli !

I mysell am a democrat, and fullv hope
that the democratic party will (by ﬂrmdual
steps) get so much nearer, at each elecmon, to
our principles than its adversary as to make
it clearly our wisest plan toassistit to victory
over what will then be more and more cleariy
scen to be the party of monopoly and re-
action. A Rapicar Fuer TRADER.

Believes the State Legislative Districes
Mark the Liue of Least L2esistance.

MascoNTaH, llls.—The very general interest
felt by adherents to the single tax doctrine
all over the country in the future policy and
methods of the party founded upon it, espe-
cially with reference to the course to be pur-
sued in next year’s national campaign, must
serve as my reason for offering some sug-
gestions 1n anticipation of a call for a national
convention.

In the first place the name chosen for the
party which is soon to become a factor iu
national politics should give a clew to the
fuudamental doctrine that the laud of
country belongs to the people of that country.
and that it belongs to the present gencration
of peopic quite as much as to any preceding
generation from whom existing titles have
in great piurt been derived. T he Jetfersonian
land reform party is a name which would
give this clew, and which would, in its legi-
timate appeal to sentiment, derive in my
judgmeunt far more strength from all classes
and all sections of our comimoa country than
could the title of free soilers. As a matter
of fact, is not the new party the only truly
Jeffersoniun party now sececking recognition
from the people? Are not its cardinul doe-
trines necessary and logical deductions from
that sublime declaration by Jeiferson of the
inherent and malienablerightsof man ¢ Many
scores of thousands of voters would be
prompted to investigate the principltes ad-
vocated by Jetlersonian land reformers, who
would look askance at the free soilers, and
decline for a decade to investizate the aoc-
trines of the united laborers.

But of vet more practical importance is the
plan of campuign. Every legitimate means
of exciting attention and provoking discus-
sion should be utilized to thiec utinost. Then
shall we cencentrate our strength upon a con-
gressional campaign, and lay especial stress
upon free trade as being of equul moment
with the basic doctrine of the single tux on
land values? That would bLe to divert atten-
tion and discussion from the fundamental re-
form proposed to another which is dependent
on it and which is of secondary importance.
That would be to abandon our presenf van-
tage ground and to attack the works of the
combined armies of both the old parties at u
point doubly fortified by custom aund preju-
dice. We would gain votes, no doubt, but
would fail to gain many thousands that are
legitimately ours. Lt us rather coticeiltrate
upon the point of least resisiunce, at the sane
time keeping up a fire all along the skirmisi
line. I am discussing simply a quesiion of
political expedicncy, and on that ground I
think it would be a serious error to confine
our efforts to the ciection of cougressmen, or,
indeed, to muke more than a perfunctory
ficht in that direction with the hope of pos-
si.bly seeuring the balance of power in the
lower housc. \

But, aside from e\pulu,nq y SUppose w. mi-

jority in congress to-day were in favor of
the single tux on land values, and there-
fore nccessarily of free- tmd«, also. - Yet

their hands would be tied as to legislation
Jooking to the single tax uniii suel time as
the legislatures of three-fourths of the siates
shall have ratitied un amendment to the eon-
stitution, proposed by a two-thirds majority
of both houses of congress.  The constitution
gives cougress the right to “lay and coliect
tu‘;us” aswellas “duties, imposts and excises,”
but requires that “*no capitation or other di-
rect tax shall be laid, uuless in proportion to
the census:” aud that “direct taxes snpall be
apportioned among thie several states secord-
ing to their respective numbers.”  Under this
provision of the coustitution it would seem

{ land in proportion to values, but only in pro-
|
{

of
would be to print sufficient bullots and get

political speakers

portion tothe population within the boundaries
ot

of the various states; and it is at least very
improbable that in auy two states the ratio
eXisting between population and land values
would be -the same, ¢r even approximately
the same. The extremest divergence would
-probably be found in comparing the respective
land vulues and populations of Nevada and
New York. A national tax on land values
then must under the present constitution
vield the same sum ver capita of revenue
from Nevada as from New York or Penunsyl-
vania. But this would evidently be a tax
on population, and not on land values. And
while land values are derived froin popula-
tion there is no fixed and unvarying ratio be-
tween the two. :
It scems vo me that the most. promising
field for political effort in gaining adherents
to the single tax docirine is in state legisla-
tive districts. At any rate, it scems clear
that nothing could be accomplished, even
with a two-thirds majority in both houses of
congress, unless such majority is bucked up
and sustained by the legislatures of threc-
fourths of the states. Undoubtedly the state
legislative districts constitute the point of
least resistance in the enemies’ line, and
furnish us at the same time the best tield for
compact organization and concentration of
attack. But while the thickest of the fight
must be there, and there defeat sustained and
victory won, let the skirmish line deploy
across the whole field, striking « blow and fir-
ing a shot wherever opportunity offers. Agi-
tation, discussion, reiteration at all times and
everywhere, must keep the subject before the
people, and a national victory may yet be
won in 1892, Boyp Corxyick, M. D.

Themas B. Preston Thinks a Nomination
Not On Iy Expedient But Necessary.

Brookryy, N. Y.—Since you iuvite com-
ments on the expediency of a presidential
campaign, permit me to say a few words as
to why it is not only expedient but necessary.

The reniedy proposed for the abolition of
poverty, the taking of the full rental value of
land in taxation, is applicable to all times
and all countries. It is oune of those reforms
which, like Christiunity or the abolition of
slavery, are furthered by the very opposition
they excite.  The broader the field into which
they are introduced the greater-will be the
opposition, the more discussion w ‘il be ex-
cited and the sooner will the final tritmph of
our principles be brought about. 1Itis only
through political action these reforms can be
secured. The universality of our principles
demands that they should be introduced into
as wide @ tield as possible. In fact the world
is our jield. : ]

We will bave to reiy upon: our friends in
other ceuntries to earry on the fight in their
own lands, each according to the pol‘itical
opportunities which their systems of govern-
ment afford. They are beginning it alreudy.
Witness the decision of the Br msh trade con-
gress to enter politics as an indepeudent
parey, our caudidates in the recent Glasgow
elections and the splendid work of the Aunti-
poverty society of Toronto. Shallwe offer to
them an example of hesitation and begin to
discuss questions of prudence or ecounomy?
The nature of our principles demands a presi-
dential caunpaigu.

This should also be entered mto for the pur-
posc of spreading a kunowledge of the truths
in which we believe and notv for any good the
general government could do us. I doubtif
it could work out our reforms. Suppose the
tight were concentrated on congressmen, as
Mr. Post and Mr. Cronsdale seem to advocate.
Suppose, moreover, that we were completely
successful and elu:tt.d a president and every
member of congress und converted every
senator. What could thev du to introduce
lund value taxaticn? They could enforece it
in the territories as long as thev'remaited
territories and in the District of Columbia.
To coneentrate on congressmen would be to
concentrate on the District of Columbia for
the application of our world wide principles.

The result of such a contest would also in-
evitably be to make the taritf acd free trade
question the main issue. Now the free trade
question is not the land question by any
means. Let us first get the taxation of land
to its full rental value and then the tariff will
be sure to go. Indeed, in my opinion, 1t
would be inadvisable to make the tarift a
leading issue, or the railroad question either
for that matter. The land question is our one
sure principle. Let us stick to that and mauake
no compromise whatever. The more plunks
we udd to the platform the more difticult it
will be to get voters to uuite on then.

Aplc.,xdcnual campuign would bringe the
land question into every town und hamiet in
the United States.  We would be sure to make
some couverts—say only a hundred voters® in
cuch state. They would form a nucleus for
statle organizations in the future.

Agzuu, many voters like to deposit a ballot
in each box. tnowr ward in Brooklyn, to my
own knowledye, we lost several votes simply
vecuuse no ward office.ss were nominated and
we could not give the voters a full set of
ballots. ‘ A

Il no presidential campaign is undertaken
the hundreds of thousands of men who have
become dissutisfied with the old parties will
cather around the greenbackers, cr the pro-
hibitionists, or soine minor. fuction, to the
ignoring of the only remedy that can save
our cwmmmon from destruction. ,

Another reason wayg the prcsldex.u.xl cam-
paign should be entered into is because the
rank and tile of the party, the members of
the land and labor clubs and anti-poverty
societics, will insist upon a campaign whether
our leaders like it or not.  Thev will go into
the fizht as an organized mob, cvenif they
have to wrile their ballots, us some have
binted. Do the isoluted county tickets-put up
in Pennsylvania and Texuas ab the last eleetion
convey no lesson? They show o demand on
the part of tiie rank and file which should
not, cannot, be ignored.

The truth is, 2Mr. George has vitalized a
priuciple and made a living issue embodied in
the minds of thousands of men who will lose
ro opportunity to advance it at every cost:
and Mr. George aud all the party leaders
coinbined could no more stop the movement,
even if they were so inclined, than they could
set back the planets in their courses.

A presidential campaion is necessary to ex-
tend our membersiip. It is possibie withous
nominating .any  presidential candidate.
Electoral tickets could be put up in euach
stute, and those who voted thus would give
an example of voting for principle which
would be not ridiculous but sublime. But to
neminaie presidential - candidates would be,
course, the best plau. The -chief thing

them in the hauds of the voters. That could
be dene even without u active campuign by

and the expense would not

be very great. We should ot least have the

.xdx"mt.uw ol lrmowing how many men we
coulid count oun. to su.)pox'l our prmcmles
through adversity or prosperity to the deuth,

trusting to others to cuarry on
then.
Those of us w ho

the fight after

like myself, were con-

verted six years ago by the reading of
“Progress and Poverty™ in its tirst San Fran-

cisco edition, und throughb all these vears
have been watching the progress of our puu-
ciples in Great Britain and Aiaerica with the-

 the

-to - the' discussion.

bued with the doctrive of land value taxation
that it is tous a part of our lives, as neces-
sary as our heart's blood; and our advocacy
of the principle can only cease with the
ceasing of our heart’s pulsations. We can
never retreat. Let us never yield an inch,
but from this time forward carry on the
tight; politically by nomiuations for every
office and organizations in every election
district; economically by assisting in business

making our relatives, friends and acquaint-
ances interested in the question; and gener-
ally by doing whatever our hand finds to do
that will advance the cause of justice.
THOMAS B. PrE SSTON.

Tlnixll:s.\\'c Must Have OQur ()wn‘ Candidate
tor Presideat and Vote tor Him.

PEILADELPHIA, Pu.—The present peril of the
united labor party 1s such that a heavy sense

believe to be the right and only sure path for
us to walk in.

Organization or no orgunization, meney or
no money, we must have our own candidate
for president and vote for him; our own plat-
formn and stick toit. Let the voters in each
voting division, where we have voters, print
their own ballots (or write them), if the party
has not money to do it. Our position is such
now that any other course would be retreat
and disaster.

It is very true, “the question whether o
great reform can be best promoted by inde-
pendent pelitical action is not eapable of an
unvarying auswer,” but we have adopted po-
litical action, and the quesuon is no longer
open to us.

To muke the issue in the coming campaign
the democratic party. We would guin-noth-
dm ision of the democrats. We would be but
a cat’s paw to pull the democratic chestuuts
out of the fire. :

We surely know that any free trade plank
which may enter the democratic piatforn
will be but a bid for our vote or some other
yrote.
the reform we propose,” butit is not the re-
form itself. It we separate and take up with
this part of our platform, we drop: the rest
(and ‘most import ‘mt; part) of it out of &w}u
We will be knewn us free traders and noth-
ing more.  And we will be unable -to expluin
this away. L\p]dll'ltix)llb count for nothing
in. poiitics: the history of mauny cumpaigns
proves this. A winning political battle must
‘be' ‘so..conducted that e\plan‘xhlous are not
called for. If we want all of our platiorm:. it
will not do to be saushul even temporurily,
with less.

"The position:of the united labor p.u'ty upon
the tariff question is unmistakuble; “all tax-
ation shall be upon land values, nothing else
shall ‘be taxed.” 1In a cuampa xgu‘ Avith the
single issue of the tariff, free trade e"u-:tnd‘
will be discussed, ““without bringi ner np th
-ecentomic prineiples in our })Ltlﬁ)lul i fee l

feelings in the breasts of our members must
be considered.. Yeu in New York have most-
ly been democrats, we in Philadelphia have
mestly been republicans; upon the old  issues
of the parties there may be some feelings
left. The great leaders-of the-united labor
party have democratic traditions; should
they declare for the democratic candidates
their action is liable to be misunderstood.
We have come together under at least an im-
plied piedgze to abandon all other parties.
Muintaining our own principles intact and
voting for our own candidates cannot cause
disseusions among ourselves, but supporting
cither of the old parties, any different or half
wiy measures, may. Jonx DoLuax, Jr.

Believes in Nailing the Colers to the. Mast.

VINCENXES, Ind.—Shall we put into the
field a full ticket in 18887 I have put.this
question to many of the friends of the move-
ment in this and other parts of this stute
since November S. : ‘

From those who stand in the bright sunlight.
of this glorious movement the universal an-
swer is, “Yes, by all means.” From those
just emerging fl'om darkness into liznt, who
feel there is o “’l’Cdt wrong somcnh"r in our.
social system, but do not as yet fully compre-
hend the blessinos that. would flow from the
single t.a:\,-—thc answer comes:  “Auything
for a change; we  cannot wake matters
worse.” My judgment is this: - Allthose who
have fully mastered “Progress and Poverty?
will ficht it ¢ut on this lise i it takes o life-
time.  They can vever turn buck.  Thosce who
see as by moonlight, would, by aid of a cam-
pztif:n, b2 brought isto the full sunight.
While millions of the oppressed who are rine
for any change thas pxomiws lcuvt:v.'ould‘
hear the truth, thousands of them would see
the lizht und cheer fully anc up the eross of.
a new crusade.

Inaction begets inaction.” If wa f:l“ to put:
into the field a national ticket in 88 many o
Peter will go a tishing, and thousiands of those
who now sec as through u- eluss darkiy,

would return rr'un to “the: tlesh pots - of
Egypt. Millions will think the movement
dead. Politicians will sneeringly say, I

told vou so.”

"~T.et us nail our colors to the
the name of God.and humanity,
Noax H: L.x'h. :

‘mast-head in

Wangs a Presidmni:l! Ticker, - and
sooner it is Put Up the Better.
Kaxsas CiTy, Mo.—What is the matter with
those fellows who arve talking of aiving up‘
our pational ticket for nexs vear! Is thug the
way to encourage the thousands of earnest
workers who are bammering away night and
day for thismighty enuse? To Ve discouraged.
over last fall's vote would be as silly as
though a furmer having {::Lthcred his harvest
and »aut it out again in the. spring without
cleaning should expect the chaif to return as
great a yield as tho grain.
We wans a ticket next fall and want it bad,
aund the sooner it is put up the better. We
waunt discussion; and by putting up a nationa
ticket we can have discussion. We should
have a congressional ticket in every district,
and it will be found when the returns are in
that we will bave sced enough to plant the
whcle United States in the text campaign and
reap the whole crop. A. R. GOEDECKE.
If Ne United Laber Candidate is \omm ied
0ld Prohibitionists Can do Better than
to Vote for Either Demecral or Ropubli-
Ccitile
SpieEDSVILLE, N. Y.—The president’s mes-
sage and the Blaine interview have involved
even the agriculturisis of this little com-
munity in the general  commetion: We have
tariff question constautly popping up
w ‘er two or three of us are gathered to-
gether, and vou may be sure we: crusaders
are not siow to put in our little contribution
We let everybody know
that if heis not theroughly conversant with -
the tariff question—that is, if he is not an in-
tellectual blotting sheet for the New York
Tribune—we can put bim ona track of a work
that will give him the true inwardness of the
whoie question. This is good news to many.

Sthe
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dzstnm o pus np sound free traders for con-

utterly xmpoasmlc to levy a national tax on ‘

most intense interest, have become so im-

Please send me ten copies of ‘‘Protection or

relations those who thiuk with us; socially by

of duty urgesme to give my voice for what I

{rce trade or protection implies our aid to

ing but the hatred of the republicans and the

Free trade muy be “in thc (ureurluu of

ceriain that our platform will be cn‘uircr\' 101‘
gotten, except the freetrade pari.
There is another powmt; the \moldermo'

icnorant of the movement.

Unanimots expression’ of
thut T find in

“been so well said i in last weck's

Free Trade? for-inclosed postal:note for
£3.50. | |

Mr. Croasdale’s letter; followed by Mr.
Post’s to the same effect, was & good deal of
a damper on us at firs st—uot that we felt the
slightest doubt of the sincere devotion to our
cause of those two wentlemen, but we could
not cipher out, and caunot to this day, how we
could cast more votes for congressmen than
we can cast for a presidential candidate un-
less we traded, and if we resorted to that
most “objectionable and unsavory method

- {which we wouldn’t) how about the moral in-

fluence of our vote?
ask us.to vote for
even as & matter of “dicker.”
prohxbguomsts aud can do better!

Ld.o. B. Rm NSEVELL.

But don't- let anybody
a republican or democrat,
We-are old

“nnm n Chance to, Shoot Siraizht at the.

Mark.
.-\LMA, Wis.—1 have great rvspect‘for the
opinions of Louis F. Post and Mr. Croasdale,
but they are wrong, it seems to me, in dis-

couraging the idea ofa national couference
< D : L

and ticket for’sS. Viewed trom where they
are located the situation may appear to re-

quire only a- congressional campuign, but I

can't see it. ~To throw away such an oppor-
tunity to muke propazanda for our cause
looks to me worse than folly. I for onewant
a chance to shoot straizht .1t the mark, and
so do our friends whom I have consulted.
Granted the prohibitionists are foolish in put-
ting a national tickey in the field; of course
such a cirlmhow as that caunot expect the
patronage-of the people who are wuiting pa-

tiently for us to come along with the “gx eat-

the menageric that con-
hon and the wild kangaroo.”
Tueo. Bmmum.

est show on earth,”
tains the “hv

Bufinlo Votcrs bchcve in l{mmin" a Can-
diziate. ’

BI."' "ALO, N. Y.—I have talked with 620 of
the men who voted right at lust election, and
they are unanimous that we should put-up a
candidate for president, and not either dis-
franchise ourselves or ict ourselves be forced
to vote for a corrupt party.
standard bearer and on tovictoryv! I who
cast my first vote foirthe united labor party,
never wand to cast it for any other until our
eunds are uccomplished. '\Icanf :ie‘ send:me
fifta biank pc*h.wub ior tie Australian syse
tem of voting. r

Our. auti- poverty ‘a«;(-ieL\* held its forrth
meeting. on Def'ember 10 and w'v.c well at-
tended, in spite of wes v'cnthe Mr. Barton
Ross rcad an ablic paper on free trade. We

are bringing in fresh recruits as e\'cr" meet-

Buif‘xlo is enlisted tor the war.
[ O3 O \\ HITTEMORE.

XD("

Vants a Pl'(-%nleuunl Ticiket—Nuccess Can
Ouly Con.c by Mieady; Persistent Etfort.

NeEw Yoerk CITy.—We

by all means. 1f the united Jabor party had:
as good: dn Qrgan.,:,ztmu as the px’ohn.utlon“
party have in every hamlet, which they have
gaired by steadily pcrsnsu.ub effort, we, with
cur broader, truer and better cause, could
sweep the state. I would work and vote for
the cause of truth
the oniy one.
my distriet fromearly” morn till the elose,
and by thut effert T got nine votes, and I call
that future success, us the people here were
1 never felt more
encouraged than now; for-vears I have been
looking forward to the time when the first
dawn of God’s love and jusiice should make
its appearauce. L. D. Ho»us,

Philadelphians Want a National Cenvene
tion and o Natiosuul Tickert,

PHILADELPHIA, Pa.—At ‘the regular meet-
-iugof the Henry George club of Philudelphia,

held Dec. 11, the following resolutions were
adopted and the sceretary was instrueted to
send a copy of them to THE Sraxparp for

pubiication:

Kesoived. That the Henry chr*re ciub of
Pluhtdu phia invites all- persons in Penusyl-
anin ourkulu of Philudelphia who are in aym-
p.uhv with our aims to bee “otne cor respounding
members of the club.  This class of mcmbcl’
ure not-required - to pay any dues. . It is  the
aim of the club to consolidate our forces in
Pennsylvania.
‘Resolved, ‘That iy is the opinion of the
Henry - George club of Phiiadelphin ‘that a
national convention should be heldt as early
it 1888 as possible aml nationatl ticket bb
nommucd
: ~A.H. S{'EPHB.\'S(').\’, Secretnrv.

Wants to Stand bp nnd be Connted.
BI;()OI\L\I\’, No Y.—I rezret exceediucly
tiat Messrs. Post and Croasdale have given
their voices against 'uw‘px'esi;lcntinl nowming-

Liong and that cven Heary George secems Lo
avor their fdeas but' L hope that the almost

{ @ eontrary opinion

correspondents of THE
STANDARD may prevail on them to ¢h: e
their minds. - Ifeel that L can add vothing
the shape of argumiens to what has ‘m'«,.tdy
Staxp
muauy correspondents. I oniy w ishuto adad my
name to  the list of  those: who  desire to
stand up next year and be counted in favar of
a presidential candidute standing squsrely on
the S',t acuse plutform. - MILLER A, SMiTH

the

l\-v

CGur Werk Must be Ednuuion"ll‘for Yc'n‘w’

1o Come, But We Um.h: to Buyu o (.mdx-~
date Next Year all e Snane.
MORRISTOWX. sugoest ‘J:xd‘ge Ma-
‘of San Irancisco us the presiduxc..d
cundi(iatc ot our party. ‘ _

‘he influence of Mr. Henrvy chr"e in the
movement will be much stronger - if hr‘ i5 1ot
a candidate. H=isalready can’\'m:r as much’
as any man can carry. For some vears to
come our object must be educativnal. We
must teach the voters how to staud up for
certain defimte, moraly specific principles,
and thus break the cohesion of the old parties
whuse only aim is to poison the mieds of the
masses with fallacies, and thus rivet thc.
own chains with their.owa baliots.

JOSE GROS.

-
. 0.1

guire

Wants the Svracuse Platferm Puare and.

~Simule, ‘'and a Coenvention in Philadels
phia.
BavLTidorg, Md.—T weuld like to suggest

that in case of the call for a nutional conven-
tion beiang issued-the convention simply in-

dorse the Syracuse platform  verbatim.
This action should be vuken, not ouly asa
matter of principle,
my. Philadelpbia, on accomut of ‘its geo-
s Lpluc tl position and zlso for its beiugr the
Sl’.lullf"hold of enemies—the bot bed (f the
humbuv of protection—would ‘be my favorite
place for holding the' convention.  The au-
dacity of the idea would be its best adver—
nsement. ‘ ‘
Agrees With Rev. iugh 0. Pentecost.
MIDDLETOWYN, Pa.—Since reading Hugh O.
Pentecost’s views in the last STA¥DARD I am
more than ever confirmed in iny opinion that
we should srun o candidate next vear.  We
have twenty-five readers of THE STANDARD in
this sinall village and hope soon to have a
land and labor club.  Our Lm«rma of Labor
are strongly in fa\'O"‘ of the reform you advo-
cate.” : Wx. Beck.

Up: with o |

ought: to place a-
candidate for pr es1dc'tb in the field nexu fall

and justice if I was |
I stood alene at the polls in

e it e P g
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but because of its econo- |

STRAWS WHICH SHOW THE WIND.

Check land speculation by taxing land toits
full rental value. Put the question, Is land
bpeculamuu an evili—to the sixty millions of
people i the United States, and fifty nnlhons
of them wli{ answer an emphatie yes. That
being true, and the remedy at hand, whv
should it not be applh_u at om.e*-—-—[Vmcennes,
Ind. \ew :

 What is mwhuer than o monopoly? Itis
the power ¢i the people—the power to de-
stroy 'uuuupulv eretofore only the poor
workin Zmen have to any extent felt the grip
~of the giant. All the people now feel his
clutehes, and are getting reudy to nhmw oft
the yoke.—[C ‘mrtaumu.

Under instractions of the people - the gov-
ernment bhas the right to take possession of
the coal. mines. It. will bave to be done
sooner or later, for we bave about reached
that point where the government will have to
take possession of the conl lunds or the coal
burons will take possession of the govern-
ment ana freeze ;ile peeple out —-[Sﬁ. Paul
Globe.

In all our. eﬁ'm'ts to subdue pauperism, iz~
noragnce and vice, to aid the feeble, to lift the
fallen, to restore thie e rrmg, to relieve the
oppr«'ssed we need to look far deeper than
the surfece iacts or the nctual evils we would
banish. =~ “*What is the sourece?” should be our
constant jipuuiry: and against that, when we
have found it, should our chief efforts be di~
rected. —{Pl-zladuhmm Ledger.

Dr\m!\unne» is not the cause of the poverty
of ~ workingworaen, for the women do not
drink. Idleness is not its. cause, for no one
works more hours and more diligently than
they. Thrift is abwiuteiy ucavoidable on
their meager carnings.  Thasis dispelled the
illusion of suine papers that temperance, toil
and thrift wiil produce abundance. They ars
not remedics for poverty whea employment
1s not to be had, or oaly to be had at starva-
tion \\'acreb.——[Bmchwu cville (Pa.) Recor d.

We hope iu n few days to place before the
people of Minuenpolis “the experience of all
the principal cities in the country . in dealing
with this probiems of street lighting, and we
believe we shalt be able to demonstrate so
econeclusively to” the people of Minneapolis
that the proper solution of _the question is for
the city to manufacture its own licht that
they will reauire of the eity gov ernment that
that, systeur. be z:‘.awm.d.t,ed hm‘@.-—[&hnn&
apolis Evening Juurtm..

It is propused to adopt the wqtem of ballot~
ing which has been usedk with aread Success in
Lu;:hml under which t!.mc would be no
scelicitation of voters by ¢ ..mhd.mh and their
friends, no opporitunity to exercise coercion
.ol nnmu!.ut,uu. uo. chanee to briue to bearthe
moral pressure which is always exerted when
men are allowed: to mt!ueuw others at the
polis and foilow them to the  ballot box.
».;l'm > is umch Lu Do s.m! Iu hwur ut some

-suc'u e.ef'tiuu re u i by
i REIers Jouro: e

We do not talaal m nal d!,‘.'l Jton of the la.nd
but we o ann at the stile tecoming the sole
awner h\: the simple device of taxation. And
we woud tay smad! Farms jusg the sawme, ac-
cording to the grovid vilee—the unitproved

‘alue—as l.n‘"e ones. - Which means that if a

‘man bad an oacre of land worth a pound &
yeur he would be taxed i pound o year, and
i be had a square ball wile ef ity ‘milutments
‘worth fifty thousand pounds a year he would
‘be taxed ht v thousaud pounds a vear.—
[Lithgow, New h_nuh W inies, ‘Enternrise.

L have Before me last week’s Co-operative
News, und [ tind that atlenss vie society pays
its metubers seventeen and one-half per cent.
¢ Do not,- sir, think that I am underrating the
What I ask is, . how
does.it help the uwuemploved? It helps them
in eplovinent, but duvs it erceate employ-
twent? What is wanted is productive work,
aud what I mean by this i1s sowmething pro-
duced which is not produc_ed, and which ¢ oursht
to be, from our own iand. 'Currespondcm.a
Loudou Echo,

President € lovchnd’q message on one thing
has stirred the . count ,v“md obtained .LL~
tention: thy ‘hout theworld. What to de
with the surplus. and bow to diminish the
revenue are questunh uniknown elsewheres

Cvalie of e v-OpL‘l‘dtlU 1.

It is amusing” 10 rend the party orgaps:
“dnll? “sr-np;d," plagiarized,” “rumoua,"

“short  sighted,” - “impradent,” | ‘“‘absurd,”?
“magnificent,” “stutcsm.m like,™ “phxla-

"ab‘f‘ b soren L ” "Bhﬁ
All ngree that lt fur-
INew Xm‘k Christian Ad-

sophrcall”™ praetieut,”
note for: election.?

nishes an-“issue.'—!

vocate.

So bright o m-ntlmruu as Mr. Chauncey M.

f Dcpcw is talking about a balance of tradein
Lits favor us wudmu ¢ evidence of a coun-
try’s prosperity. . This “balance of trade” de

lusion ‘ms bvuxcfﬁ_cu\.clv iinstriated i this

A man starts xum BuH-in: goods for

‘He sells them. wedv zxntatteously

~after lu: wrets there, and he buyvs other goods

irom the proceeds so shrewdly, that be brine:sy
home goods to tite value of 3100,000. He

centers: th i ]muse
Balee
Buat s
goods, and nlu“' H
of trade in t..m ‘
That is, the wore indiv
the country lose in bra
thericher ‘the L'ml‘m\' j
i I)L‘ a f.ni.wv moves L

Result..
550, 000.

‘lhcn th«, balauca
sty is 350,000,

~ Wi compose

\' lth foreiguers.

(Mlld thera

i mere ab-
ut of it?—

‘ c:mumh te
\“ennuah to
sq‘uensly

et mur
face
‘there s

whio, ho
take wive

‘ ‘w or vocas
rticular
ar talend
“"ca’nnub

s.nut!n
Ctormaadie b
lock into.
hitisey, .
HE AR
—The

J. D. Batiex i ‘
I teel iike '1\" c\pu'muceu
California; 'S ‘vu.l kuuw, an
carpeuter, and. culi (.'un‘.m:u'd:ituc p e\-a.lhu"
wares. CWhen Lan '1\ -‘l her ariy hhraa
years ugoe, [ found peaters and
workers of .n! ci:‘wws th.u there was work
for. - Result; I did net endy workiand
,(.ould noy g (,t, much whe ..d At onetime going
out in the country to work, for 250 day, I
teok rnv old -blaniket xl 1o evok and
sleptin the gravary: [ wasalso so tired when
niyht came that I could sieep anywere. I
h'we a friend here who Is celting filty ceats
more oo tha duyv thanhe ya,xr. and -
his i.mdlf tm ad mm.u, > 2 better

sta hements
wzulun Cab-
-es are o little

You \w[l see m the pubu i
of high wuges being puid
form.t. It is at t} ‘
~botter hers
“live by th~

buve ad

olits, etc. »
than waﬂ'es,

n_“hu dm no
livein luxury
I was. }w

53 p:,x‘ 'mmt.h ‘
have no bad luch !‘
out halthe thi
“wecan pull:

cuxne Lhu )

revevses
o5 over then
3 w,up s easy
one: knows
pa%ednhmugh‘
tld uc :

m the iast
thus of niyselt



http://pronii.se
http://speculuti.ni
http://exerci.se
http://PhiliMlclphr.ui*
http://_Wh-.it

okt g Ao 8 A N O st b8 e i as o

6

THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, DE.CEMBER 24, 1887,

ANTI-POVERTYS CASE IN
AUSTRALIA.

The following is an address delivered in
Ashfield, a suburb of Sydney, New South
Wales, on October 31, by Edward W. Foxall,
before a large audience. The chair was oc-
cupied by Hon. Francis Abigail, minister of
mines, and among those on the platform were
Mr.:Schey, M. P., and the Rev. John Aull:

A CALL TO ACTION.

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Geatlemen:—
Wien, to describe mwy emotions in addressing
you to-night, I employ the words of perhaps
the most gilted orator that New South Wales
bas yet produc.,u—-D.m:el BHenry Deinchy—I
sincerely trust that I shall not be suspected
of affectation. Speaking on the hustings at
Goulburp in 1857, whither be had gone to con-
test an election in comp!iance with an earnest
Fequisition, Deinchy, in lumenting that he had
mnct more time 1o fit himself for the great
work he bad undertaken, made use ot the
following memorable and eluquent phrase:
“But uhcn the beacon fires arc reddeuning the
hitls at mxdm,ht and the sbarp tuck of the
drum and the fierce. taunting invitation of the
trumpet are abroad, that is not the time for
the reeruit to cry that his drill is incomplete.”

The tocsin has sounded, and the roll of the
drum has been beard giving the signal for a
straggle of graver sigaificance and more
momentous nuport than that in which Deinchy
engaged, and though fully conscious of the
inocompieteness of my drill, methinks I can
detect signs amony the ranks of the enemy

that no such considerations of modesty keep

them from the frav.

Devoutly could I have wished, for the sake
©of the noble cause of which I shall try to
speak, that this task had been esszyed by
some one whouse mname—whose position—
would bhave given to the question more of
that intense interest which belongs to it by
matural righi—that the matter had been
taken up by some one whose name would
bave attracted the attention of the press to
¢ae extent of sccuring for it that publicity for
which all true advocates of reform bhunger
and thirs

\'everwe}ces, { speak to-night with feelings
©of the profoundesy assurance. An assurance
based aot onlyou the couviction that the
principies Tuphold are founded on the bed
rock of eierual truth. but also on the know-
ledzo—first hopd—that th=se principles are
st this moment making headway with almost
perediblie rapidity in that nursery of reforms,
Anieriea, and that they already number
nmouy their adherents in Australia many of
ovr brighres: intellects uad truess hearts

i sunpose there are few people inthe British
empire av the present day who possess the
Peculiar combinavion of felly and courace
which would now be necessiry for a jubie
adrocate of the justitution of chatiel slavery.
The progress of meodern thoeughs and the
spread of educutisn, tegether witha better
comnrehe.l ion of the v s’a,i rrincipiesibkar un-
ﬂerlm tie {,-r‘zsir"u;,v upon "'.uf'h. #S G
dea,t umt fmul .mfmm* its dcath Llow 1
the tum= is withia the memory of many of
my audience whes ¢éhattel slavery wanted
not for aule, seloq»xcuf and coenscienticus ad-
vocates in the pres-, in ;;arnamcut and—
Eow surnuge 'iL ‘Bow sounds!—in the pulpit.
A fot of this motare, “Yrite though its re-
<ital mar seem,” is va lezlye for my present
purpose as a proof of several things, It
proves the faliibility <f p u‘.ar‘mu\ upon
est:“bhxmd cussoms, and me mere mention of

t should therefore (yp;,u men’s minds to the
temperah: da:gascxﬂn of all paralie! subjects.
It proves ihe existence of a strong, humane
sentimcat agalust injustice, wl'erever it is
theroughly recognized =s such; a sentiment
wh’lc)., though slow uI percepiion, is seldom,
ii ever, appealed voin vain. The bistory of
the abolition movement is.full of lessons upon
waich we would do especiaiiy weil 1o ponder,
for iv requires no wizard to foretell that we
'/re now.on the sreof a strugele in all essen-
tial yespecrs similar to it, and in the course of
which the cume sentimeny will be earnestly
and forcibiy appenled to, with in the end—
however ivng that ecd may be delayed—the
same inevitable uud grand result

SLAVERY XOT YET ABOLISHED.

The troub.e is that siavery bas uot been
aboiished. The abolitionists were but fight-
ing a chimera, and the victory which ;hu
gained was only over a shdd«,w, while the
substauce still xhavw in wil its bhorrid vicious-
mess.

‘The bencfit that the abolition movement
has accompiished is at present only seati-
ameatal.  1.erusnot, therefore, despisc it, for
it has c¢peued the wuy 1o a rez] benefit. The
evilsol chatiel saxyerybcing fnow admitted,
3 1here be still i our social sysiem an iusii-
gtution whose efects can be pro\xd to be
identicai wwith these of chattel slavery, with
the dcmcnxzmuc.; of thatidenti ahtv such
#u iosiiiution must stand cundemm_d by
every mind thut is capuble of erasping the

athematical axism, that “things which are
equal 16 the sawe thing are equal to one an-
other.”

T'6 the task of dcmsa.stratmv thag such an
dnstitation does exist at the preseat time in
the civilized uations ef the world, that not
only is its exmemu fraught with incaiculable
misery sad sufferiug now, but that its con
tinaance must inevitably lead to unthinkable
disaster and the finul overthrow of our
boasted cwvilizzition, to such a task has Al
Henry George, the subject of these remarks,
devoted the untiring eaergies of a wigantic
intellect and a nobie, philaniby opic soul.
Nor has he been conient tu puse with meta-
phorical sack cloth or his loins and ashes on
khis head as u dismal harbineer of woe. Like
a true physician, he bas diagnosticated the
discase under which our civilization groans
and suffers, but he has also prescribed the
remedy.

I donot propose to give any details, inter-
esuag though they might be, of the personal
Eistory and experiences of Mr. George, bat

_ #hail contine myscif to the counsideration of

the great questions upon which he has written
@vd is still writing, and of the priuciples
which have become ; identified twith his name.

These prmcxplea are, in reality, only one;
tut as it as become the common practice—a
Ppractice which shows how little the maan’s
works are vead and understood by those who
oppose hini—to counsider them as two, { shall,
for convenicnce sake, make the popular
division, and call themm by two names, viz.,
Land wationalization and free trade. The
attempted separation of these into two prin-
<iples, involving as it does such anomalies as
protectionists who believe in land national-
Zation, and {ree traders who denounce it, is
>neof the most curious and interesting iuci-
dents which occur in the study of the subject.
I shall refer to these ancmalies later on.

NEW SOUTH WALES HAS ITS POVERTY.

The fall title of the text book of land na-
ticnalization is “Progress and Poverty—an
inquiry iuto the cause of industrial depres-
sibus and of iucrease of want with the in-
crease of wealih.” [ think that the title re-

veals no absurdity. I think that we, at least,
in Srduey, N. S. Wales, cannot say that the
mqmr,s does not interest us in cousequence of
our immunity from poverty and industrial
depressicns. I am rather of opition ‘that at
the present tine a hasty observer would be
more mclined 1o dispute our progress than

personallv interested in this inquiry’ Is it
not a question with which the world’s best
men are perpetually wrestling, and from
which so wany turn disheartened, scured and
despairing, because of the darkness in which
it is enshrouded, and of the dismal bopeless
ness toward \vlucn it seems to lead? Thereis
a balefu! siguiticance in the fact that hitherto
“political economy” bas been known among
students and scholars as the ‘dismal sci-
ence.” Bui how could it be otherwise when
its professors have taken as their fundamental
fact an error whose unrecognized blasphemy
has filled Christendom with intidels? Disnial,
indeed, when it taught that the creator had
so bungled his work as to people this planet
ona prmcnple which would justify, if indeed
it did not necessitate, canunibalism!

A PROTEST AGAINST INJUSTICE.

A hundred years ago the war of American
indepeudence and the French revolution had
set people thinking to whom the exercise was
something of a novelty. The privileged
classes bad bad before them in France a
spectacle of wbat certuin circumstauces—
though exactly what circumstances they were
perbaps unable to tell—wmight bring to pass
in their own land. Monarchs had seen a
frantic rabble, when menaced by other mon-
archies, burl 1n defiance at their fect the head
of a king. The aristocracy and so ciiled no-
bility bad seen hundreds of their equals in
bloud and lineage doomed to unnameable in-
diguoity aud death. Priests, parsons, bishops
bad seen churches wrecked, the clergy de-
spoiled, degraded and destroyed amid a car-
nage as unexpected by them as it was frightful.
In otber words, a protest—diabolical, cruel,
sepseless, ignorant and suicidal, if you will,
but still a protest—an emphatic and bloody
protest, had been entered by the French peo-
ple against the injustice of their lot. And al-
though the exiremes into which the revolu-
tionists plunged, and the awful excesses
which they commtted alienated the sympa-
thies of thousands in other lands who would
otherwise have applauded and perhaps aided
and imitated them, there was a widespread
feeling among European pations, and not
weakest in the British isles, that something
was wrong. What was that sometiing?

Among the nuincrous apnd couflicting the-
ories that were propounded in explanation of
the problem was one which possessed a great
fascinativn and attractiveness for the wealthy
aud excreised a very soothing influence upon
tite elusses *“who, wielding the power of
wealth, largely dominated thought.” I allude
to the “Essay on Population® by Thonmas
Robert Malthus, a clergyman of the church
of Eungland, \\luch was published in 1798 (a
year memorable in Irish annals). The main
features of this essay huve become familiur to
all students of political econumy under the
name of the “Maitbusian theory,” and such
deep hold has this theory taken on later ecown-
omists and so deeply rocted is the idea in
pepuiar thought, that its principles are held
aed ge douby promaigrted by many who
never heard of Maithus oy his theorye. The
theory, briefly stated, is that popniution has
a tenaency Lo inerease faster than the mcuns
of subsistence, und thut distress and poverty
therefore arise from natural causes aud are
irrethediuble eviis. In otlier words, the re-
sponsibiiity for the evils which exXist in the
world and to remedy which every Christuin
at ieast provuses to sirive, is shifted from
mau to the Creator.

A DOCTRINE COMFORTING TO THE SELFISH.

. Now the eageruess with which this docirine
was adopted, the wondrous power that it has
wieided, and its singuiar eoffects upon differ-
eutiy constituted individuais and societies,
together with the remarkable logical weulk-
ness and arithniztical inaceuracy of the doc-
trine itseif, ure a study upon which, forming
as it does bat cae braunch of my subject, I can-
not linger for lonz. Bug as the demolition of
Malthus is the foundation upon which Henry
Gecerge’s whole saperstructure rests, and as
if Malthus be not demolished then is Geerge's
preaching vain ana my faith is aiso vain,
some furthes reference to the doctrine may
be permitted.

The strength of the Malthusian doctrine is
in this, “That it parries the demand for re-
form and shelters seifishness from question
and from couscicnce by the interposition of an
inevitable necessity.” It interferes with no
vesied interest and calls for the exercise of
no self denial mor the puatting forih of one
single effort toward remedy.

“The tendency of population,” says Malthus,
“is todeable itsell at least every twenty-five
years, thus increasing in a geometrical ratio,
while the subsistence that ean be obtained
from laud uader circumstunces the maost fuv-

orable to human industry, cculd not possibly
be made to increuse faster than in an arith-
metica! ratie, or by an additico every twenty-
five years of a quuntity equal to what it at
presceui produces. The necessary eficets of
these rwo different rates of increase when
brougit together,” he goes on to say, “wili
be very striking,” and he brings them tu-
gether by subposing iy popalation of England
to be, at the time of his writing, eleven mil}-
ions, aud the product equal Lo the easy sup-
port of such a number; at the end of a hun-
dred years the popualation would be 176,000,000,
and the meauns of subsistence only equal to
the supvort of 55,000,000, leaving a population
of 121,000,000 totally unprovided for. Or, tuk-
ing the whole earth instead of the one enua-
iry, emigration would of course be excluded;
and suppesing the present population equal to
1,000.000,000,009, the human speecies would in-
crcase as the numbers 1, 2, 4, §, 16, 32, 61, 123,
256, aud subsistence as 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9.
In two centuries the population would be to
the meauns of subsistence as 236 to 9; in three
centuries as 4,006 to 13, and in 2,000 years the
difference would be almost incaleulable,
“Such a resuit,” Mr. George remarks, “:s of
course prevented by the physical fuct that no
more people can exist than can find subsist
ence, and hence Malthus’s conclusion is that
this tendency wust be held back either by
moral restraint upon the reproductive faculty,
which he styles the ‘preventive check,” or by
the various causes which ircrease mortality—
such as vice and misery—which he culls the
‘positive check.’ Thisis the ‘amous Malthu-
sian doctriue.”

Now, if this be true, of what avail is indi
vidual effort towardsthe alleviation of human
distress? If the time must come when assist-
ance will be impossible, why build hospitals,
benevolent asylums, deaf and dumb and blind
asylumns, and, above all, foundling hospitals?
W hy make infanticide a crime, when it is writ
on high that the infant may, or some remote
descendant of his must, perish for want? Why
execrate the memory of Herod, whose edict
for the slaughter of the innocents must, if
Malthus be right, be making our very life con-
ditions to-day infinitely easier for us than had
those children lived and multiplied? Why
mourn over the Bulli disaster, or the ‘“Ly-ee-
moon” wreck? Why pray or sing “Give to us
peace in our time, O Lord,” when peace but
serves to hasten a condition of affairs more
horrible than the cruelest war? Thereis abso-
lutely no reason why any individual effort
should be made if this doctrine be true.
Benevolence or charity, instead of being the
robust virtues we are wont to counsider them,
are weaknesses—amiable weakness, if you
will, but siill weaknesses—with which na-
ture has no sympathy. And thereforel re-
peat, in the words of Mr. George, that the
strength of this abominable doctrine is in the
fact ‘that it parries the demand for reform,
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from conscience by the imposition of an in-

evitable necessity.”
MALTHUS AND SUBSISTENCE.

Viewed in this light—and I hold that the
position is uua:s.ulable—-—l feel sure that there
is uo kind heart which does not instinctively
revolt both from the doctrine itself and from
the unnameable, nunatural, though no doubt
well mLentmued means which have been
frequently s ugqc»tpd by way of postponing
the spectacle of an overcrowed and starving
world. These meaus would not only deserve,
but demand cousideration if the doctrine
itself withstood the tests to which Mr. George
subjects it. Iu the first place, a moment’s re-
flection will sutfice to show auy one that the
statement that population has a tendeucy to
inerease faster than subsistence is utterly
erronevus and misleading. Population we
understand to signify the sum total of the
buman inhabitants of the world. Subsistence
comprises the vegetable and animal king-
doms from which wmau's food is drawn, and
may also include all the natural forces which
man can utilize in supplving bis wants. Two
questious also will be necessary to suggest a
complete negative of Malthus's main proposi-
tion, leaving out his fanciful arithmetical and
geonietrical rativs: First, does the human
race increase faster than the animal kingdom
apon which it feeds? and second, does it in-
crease faster than the vegetable kingdom?

As regards the first question:

- Hurk new to me, and silence keep,

Aud we will tulk about the sheep.
I choose sheep because figures are at hand
regarding them, because the homely sheep
comes upon our table so frequently, in so
mauny shapes and forms, from the stately
joing to the modest hash, that we easily recog-
nize it as a popular means of subsistence, and
may without ditliculty discover something
concerning it. If we take the last tifty or
sixty veuars of the growth of population in
Australasia, I think we are doing fair justice
to Malthus by not selecting a place or a time
in which the natural increuse did not have a
fair show. 1 leave it to your imagination t¢
suggest how much the present populazion
owes to immigrants and their descendants
since, say, 1820. The pupulation of Austral-
asia in 1820 was 84,400, and in 1883 1t was
3,091,887, In 180 the uumbu of sheep in Au-
stratasia was about 22,120, and in 1553 there
were peariy 80,000,000. Now, since 1820,
there bave been no mmigrant sheep worth
spealking of, beyond a few of chuice brands
fuor stud purpuses; while, froin various causes,
men and woemen have been focking here all
the time. Thea we have been Lunbiuuully
killing and eatingour sheep. While, notwith-
standing our proud pre-eminence in the mat-
ter of capital punishhment, aud the praisc-
woerthy efforts of seme of our judges, the
number of people that have beer staughtered

inAustralasia is not worth considering in this

relution.  During this time, too, sonle millions
oi sheep have died from drowzht and tlood,
and still these enormous figures stund forth
to ridicule Malthus's preposterous ratios, 1
could multiply lilustraticns by reference to
cattle, poultry, fizh, rabbits aud other ani-
mals, but  think it is bardly necessary.

As to the vegetable kingdom, the strength
of its reproductive force is even more mar-
velous. These things show clearly that, let
human beings lucrease to the full extent of
their reproductive power, the increuase of
population cun never exceed subsistence.

For the full consideration of this most in-
teresting branch of thequestion, timce compels
me to refer you to the work which I huve
been laurgely quoting and paruphrasing—1
mean “Progress and Poverty”—in which it is
exhaustively treated.  But before passing on
{ shall remark that, whiie Mr. George admits
that animal and vegetable life do tead, vuder
circumstances su improbable that we need not
allude to them, to press aguinst the imits ol
space, it is a false analory to assert that this
proves the same tendeucy in human life.
Make man an animal only, and the analogy
wiil hoid guod; but I'do not thiuk 1 am ad-
dress.ng an audience who consider them-
selves no better than the beasts that perish.

MAN THE UNSATISFIED ANIMAL.

“Manp,” says Mr. George, “is tne only ani-
mal that is never satisfied. The ox of to-day
aspires to no more than did the ox when man
first yoked him. Of all that nature ofters
them, be it ever so abundant, all living beings,
save man, can only tuke and only care for
enouch to supply wants that are definite and
fixed. It is not so with man. He has his
animal wants, as has the beast; but when
these are satisiied the man and the beas.
part company. The beast never goes further:
he man has but set his foot ou the first step
of an infivite progression, a progression upon
which the beast ncver euters. Is not the guil
too wide for the analogy to span! Give more
food, open fuller conditions of life, and the
vezetable or aunimal can but multiply—the
man will develop. In the one the expansive
force can but extend existence in new num-
bers; in the other it will inevitably tend to

extend cmqem,e in bigner forms and wider
POV ers,’

We must now leave Malthus—the scarer of
humanity and the slanderer of God—und hit
famous theory; his arithmetical and geomet-
rical rativs, ““The theory is as unfounded,”
<ays Mr. George, “if not as grotesque, as an
wussumption we can imagine Adam might have
made had he been of an arithmetical wurn of
mind, and tizured on the growth of his first
baby from the rate of itsearlv months. From
the taet that at birth it welched ten pounds,
und eight months after twenty pounds, he
might have ciphiered out a result quite as
strikking as that of Mr. Malthus, viz: that by
the time it got tu be ten yearsold it would beas
heavy as an ox, at twelve as heavy as an
clephant, and at thirty would weigh no less
than 175,716,339,548 tons?

The question may now arise: “How did it
happen that Mr. George discovered to be false
what so many capable men before him be-
lieved to be true? how came it to be reserved
for him to accomplish this feat, and what led
him to the discovery ¢

The reply is simpie and convineing, The
man addressed himself to the solution of the
probiem without any pre-conceived notions,
and with an utter and entire absence of pre-
judice. The secret of his success is found at
the conclusion of his introductory chapter,
where he says: “I propose to beg no ques-
tion, to shrink from no conclusion, but to
follow truth wherever it mav lead. Upon us
is the responsibility of seeking the law, forin
the very heart of our civilization to-day
women faint and little children moan. But
what that law may prove to be is not our
affair. 1f the conclusions that we reach run
counter to our prejudices let us not flinch; if
they chuallenge institutions that have long
been deemed wise and natural, let us not turn
back.”

WAGES EVERYWHERE TEND TO A MINIMUM.

Iun this spirit of fearless independence, then,
he approaches the first question, aod asks,
“Why, in spite of increase of productive
power do wages tend to a minimum which
will give but a bare living? That this ten-
dem,y exists I think I need not stay to prove.
It is recognized by workmen themselves,
who keep it in check somewhat by the forma-
tion of trades univns and organizaticas for
the mainteuance of wages; but this expedient
does not do away with the difficulty. It re-
appears in another form, by the increase in
the pumbers of the unemployed, caused by
the stoppage of works which the high rate of
rages make uni¢tounerative 0 the employ-
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‘The idea that what is called the “wage

ers of labor. bome employers then agitate
for protection; that ' is, they ask that the gen-
eral public shall cont.ribute toward the protit
which the interference of trades organiza-
tions has prevented the natural tendency of
wages from supplying them with. The teu-
dency of wages to a mnimnum is admitted by
the chief expononts of political economy,
and they eundeavor to explain it thus: The
wage fund, they say, is the amocunt of capi-
tal avaxlable for produvtwn at any given
time, and as the increase’ in the number of
laborers tends naturally to follow and over-
take any increase of capital, then tendeuncy
of wages must constantly be to the lowest
amount on which laborers will consent to
live. Now this idea is the starting point and
one of the .chief strongholids of protection.

fund,” thatis, the sum to be distributed in
any community, is a fixed sum, leads on to
the idea that the competition of ‘foreign
labor” must still further subdtvide it

In the clearest and most lucid manner Mr.
George demounstrates in his work ‘‘that wages
instead of being drawn from capital arein
reality drawn {rom the product of the labor
for which they are paid.” (This portion of
the inquiry, it is but right to mention, is con-
fined to productive labor. Ubproductive
labor is dealt with upon its own demerits else-
where.) Time will not permit me to {oliow
Mr. George right through his explanation of
this proposition, which has never been gain-
said by one single antagonist; but let me
quote a few of the doctrines which are based
upon the assumption that wages are drawn
fromn capital, all of which fall to the ground
with the disproof of this assumption, and then
say whether it be not worthy of careful and
earnest study:

DOCTRINES DISPROVED.

The doctrine that industry is limited by
capital.

That capital must be accumulated before
labor is employed and that labor cannot be
employed except as ¢apital is accamulated.

The doctrine that every increase of capital
cives or is capable of giving additional em-
ployment to industry.

The doctrine that the conversion of cireu-
lating capital into fixed capital tessens the
fund applicable to the maintenance of labor.

The doctrine that more laborers can be em-
ployed at low wages than at high.

The doctrine thnt cupital apphed to agri-
culture will maintain more laburers t,ha.nxf
applied to manufactures.

The doctrine that profits are high or low as
wages are low or high or that they depend
upon the cost of the subsistence of laborers,
togetber with such paradoxes as that a de-
mand for commodities is not a demand for
jabor, or that certain commodities may be iu-
creased in cost by a reduction in wages or
diminished in cost by an increase in wages.

This may seem an extensive list of dectrines
to be dispused of by the disproof of one theory.
But error is like a iree. There are several
ways of removing it. You may, if you choose,
eet a long ladder and begin by loppitg off the
highest branches, or you may set tc work to
cut it down av the roots. If I may continue
ihe ficure, I should say that, so far as the tree
of error in the dumain of political economy is
concerned, Mr. George has ringbarked it
The sap—the energy that is stili within may
cnable it to send forth a few more feeble
<hoots; and may enable it to retain for a long
-iine a semblance of the life it once possessed,
put the forces of nature bud no more to nour
ich, but to destroy.

Now the theury of the pressure of popula-
tion against subsistence 1s but a corrollary of
the theory of the dependeuce of wages on
capital. Buckle, 1n his “‘History of Civiliza-
tion,” regrets that Adam Swith, the author of
the wage fund theory, died eight years be-
fore Malthus published his essuy, and thus
missed “‘the intense pleasure of seeing how in
it his own views were expanded rather than
corrected.” ‘Indeed,” says Buckle, “itis cer-
tain that without Smith there would pave
been no Malthus; that is, unless Smith bhad
laid the foundation, Malthus could not bave
raised the superstructure.” So tbhat these
two theories, each pretending to stand alone,
have been buttressing one another up all this
time, like a couple of tipsy meu helping each
other along., Remove one, and the other falls
to the ground; or to quoute again the words of
Mr. George: ‘‘ln proving that wages are not
drawn from capital, we have raised this
Antzeus from the earth.”

WAGES DRAWN FROM THE PRODUCT OF LABOR.

Su far I have referred only to the laws of
production. The theory which ataributes
want to the decrease of productive power,
or, as John Stuart- Mill phrases it, “the pig-
sardliness of nature,” is incousistent with the
facts, and is. therefore, no explanation of the
problem. This negative involves an affirm
ative. Tor, if a thing must arise from one of
two causes, and it can be proved that it does
pot arise from one, it must arise from the
other. Now, the solution of the problem we
are considering must be found either in the
laws of production or those of distribution.
And we have found that the chief support
which the theory of decrease of production
receives is, oddly enough, from those classes
whose interest it appeuars to be to burke any
mquiry into the laws of distribution. To the
taws of distribution, however, Mr. George
has devoted eight chapters. To these his
aim has been to tind out the law which deter-
mines what part of the produce is distributed
to labor as wages. And here, in coming
nearer to the problem, we find the value of
the discovery thut wages are not drawn
from capital; for having ascertained that
wages are drawa from the product of the
labor for which (hey are paid, the inquiry
icads us to search for what becomes of the
rest of the produce after wages are paid,

THE LAWS OF DISTRIBUTION.

Now, at the risk of becoming tedious, 1
must eadeavor to show how these laws of
distribution, as explained by Mr. Geurge,
operite; and in doing so, I must beg your at-
tention to one or two fundamental facts
which require to be kept well in mind duriog
the consideration of this brauch of the ques
tion. Lund and lubor are the two primary
factors of production and capital is the other
{and a secondary) factor. The term “land”
wcludes all natural opportunities or forces:
the term “jabor” all human exertion, and the
term ‘‘capital” all wealth which is used in the
production of more wealth. Among these
three factors, then—land, labor aad capital—
the whole produce is distributed. That whicb
goes to land owners as payment for the use
of natural opportunities is called “rent;” that
which constitutes the reward for human ex-
ertion is called “wages,” and that which con-
stitutes the return for the use of capital is
called “interest.” 1 cannot here dweli upon
the gross misapprehensions which arise from
confused and coutradictory ideas as to what
really is capital, or interest, or wages; but
those who have the mind to follow up the
subject may do so in the book which I have
before mentioned, viz., “Progress and Pov-
erty.” There you will find clearly explained
bow manjyof these confusions of thought have
arisen from the use of money, and how many
and great errors in our commercial economy
—every one of them involving more or less
waste of productive energy—owe their origin
thereto.

But although a true understanding of what
really constitute capital and interest would
enable you to see still more clearly the truth
and force of Mr. Geurge’s demonstration, it

demoustration is as follows:
“Three things unite 1o production—labor,
capital aud laisd.

borer, the capitalist and the land owne1.”

tion, the laborer gets no more, and the capi-
talist no more, it is a necessary inference that
the land owner keeps the whole gain.' And
the facts agree with the inference. The ten-
dency of wages, as material progress goes on
and wealth increases, is downward; the ten-
dency of interest proper, and even of interest
as we ordmdrny understand it, is also down-

progress, and of poverty, is the increase of |
rent—the advance in land values. -
PRODUCE DIVIDED INTO RENT,. L\*TEREST A.\'D
WAGES.

Rent is what is paid or charged for the ex-
clusive right to the use of the valuable capa-
bilities or forces of laud, When land is pur-
chased right out the payment of the whole
sum down is but rent capitalized. Rent is not
interest, though it is often mistaken for iL,
because very few people who receive it care
what it is, so loug as it takes the popular
form of coin. But in dealing with txzis sub-
Ject properly and scientifically, it is neces-
sary to be precise. If I bhave a piece of land
with buildings or other improvements there-
on, and let it to another, properly, aud in the
economic way of speaking, only that part
which is paid for the bare land could be
called my rent; that which is paid for the
buildings or improvements is in reality inter-
est. Ldbor—-hum.m exertion—has been em-
ployed in the latter cuse. In the former only
the forces of pature. Rent is simply land
value—bare land value; and, what may seem
startling at first, does not arise -from the
product,iveuesa or utility of land. The vaiue.
of land is created by the whole community,
and is Dot interest in the lund it-
self. 1t is an involuntary creation, too.
A population coucentrates about any spov
which bus become @ center of industry, the
value of land steadily
standing that its beauty, its healthfulness or
its productiveness may be rapidly increasing
all the t:me. And here we begin to secin
its proper light the relation of the laws we
bave been considering. Iucrease of popula-
tion means increase of productive power, fexj

of one man. Iucrease of produciive power
carries with it at least a corresponding in-
crease in the value of land. This increaseis
recognized and anticipated by individuals, who
possess themselves of large (or small) quan-
tities of land which they cunnot use, but
which they eun afford to hold until such time
as the indivlidual comes who does wans to use
it, and then the would-be user hus te pay what
the monopolist chooses to demand or go to
other or inferior land. “Rent is in facy the
price of monopoly arising from the reduction
to individual ownership of natural elements
which bhuman exertion ecan neit ner pruduce
nor increase.”

XNow, as wealth or production is the resuln
of land, labor and capital, and the px-oduce'
consequently goes to the land owner, laborer
and capitalist, in the form of rent, wages and.-
interest, we cau call in the aid of one of the
exact sciences, algebra, and make a very
simple and comprehensibie equa’eion of it, as
Mr. George has done:

Produce equals rent plus wages plus inter-
est, therefore prudm.e minus rent eauals
wages plus interest. :

If the value of land increases proportion-
ately with production all the increase will be
swallowed up by rent, and wages. avd inter-
est will remain as before. But if the value of
land, by the operation of competition and’
speculation, increases faster than productive
power, rent swallows up more than the in-
crease, and wages and interest have a loss to
divide between them. And if, by organiza- -
tions and strikes, laborers combine and refuse
to allow wages to fali, capital—true capital—
being unproductive, must waste, and depres-
sion—widespread and generai—must result,

Our demonstration is, I think, nearly com-
plete. 1do not claim to have proved all the
propositions ¥ have brought forward. That,
within the limits of the time at my disposal, |
were an impossibility. But 1 do claim that
Mr. George, in bis work,; has left not one of
the great questions I have merely glanced at
upproved.

THE PRINCIPLES APPLIED IN AUSTRALIA.

But let me bring this great question closer.
““Progress and Poverty” was writien in
America, and the principal allusions and
i{llustrations therein are to and from Ameri-
can and European life. Australia is barely
mentioned throughout the work., - Do our com-
mercial crises and periods of depression arise
from the same cause? Let us see. .

First of all, what are the current explaxn—
tions of these periods of depres«mn through
one of which we are now passing? It has bu:ttl ~
noticed, no doubt, by must of vou nha.b good
times and bad times—fush timés and hard.
times—alternate. This alternation has. also
been poticed in the treatises of economists on
the subject, who see therein some connection
between the two. Good times, they say, in- |
duce speculution: speculation loses its. he'xd
and runs into excess, and a period of depres-
sion is the consequence as naturally as a head{
ache in the mor mnw ollows a &greo over-
night.

This, you will- say, is true, a,ndIc.dmn: it.
Depression is caased by overspeculation. But
vver speculation in what? In commudities?
Pointing to warehouses filled with goods that |
caunct be sold at remuacrzative prices, to
mills and factories closed or working on half
time, to mines shut down and steamers laid
up, to money lying idiy in banik vaults, and
workmen compelled to idleness and privation
—some men say thut over spectlation in com-
modities bas gone on until production bas ex-
ceeded the demand for consumption, and con-
sequently they affirm that the immediate
cause of the depression is over producticn.
Now this theery, conjoined thh Malthu-
stanism, gives birth to nihilism, communism
and every viaer species of ism with which
people are accustomed to associate the idea of
veageful violence. Tell a strong, hunery and
ignorant man thatv heis a superﬂuous being—
cone of millions too many on the earth—and
also that there have been produced too
rauch of the things which are necessury to
supply his wants—that, in fact, he is to starve
because there is too much bread:; that his
wife and children are to shiver through
the winter because there are too many blank--
ets in your warehouses; that they are to go
without fuel because there is too much coal.
Tell him all this, and how ecan you wonder
that crude scheues of redistribution aod im-
possible ideas of equality sugeest themselves
to him? A manin his condition—and how many
thousand of them are there’—falls an easy
prey to any glib demagogue or unserupulous’
agitator who will address him from a tub, a
stump, or a “pedestal.” He recognizes what |
we must all recoguize, that there  cau be .no
such thing as overproduction of wealth while
the great masses of men want more wealth |
than they can get, and are willing to give for
it that which is the basis and first cause of ¢H
wealth—their labor!

Over speculation in things w}nch are pro-.
duced by jabur is prcventpd or cured by -the
operation of the luw of supply and demaund, |

is very cbvious, even if the vulgar mt,erpl'etd--
tions only of the terms be zllowed '.{he‘
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~meedless. Let the individuals who now hold
it still retain possession, if they want to, of

- gkat any misunderstanding as to the mode of

‘eharged upon the ambiguity or inexplicitness

aud just the more it is considered. But, as

Jaborer uud land owner, and who only see
~wvhat they might lose in the one capacity

sgaxation would then come in a direct form

~every article a man used from his cradle to

“mey, who feel it incumbent upon themselves
o rail at Henry George, 1 tosk oecasion to

_graphists and literary cornermen, Mr. George

- anost ubie and representative opponent he has
. Xxet had to encounter—his grace, the duke
.‘,1' Argyil

. mmay be taken as a type of the cultured and
 leisured British aristocrat;
~amfairness in this typification, it is to the in-
cqdividual and not to the class. To this gentle-

“sending a copy of “Progress and Poverty,”

Rt i goeod one.”

In its notice of the April nun ser, 1884, of the
-lmﬂf*‘l‘ e .Ad’?.'l‘" Vanily Fair smugly re-

what they are pleased to call their land. Let
them continue to cail it their land. Let them
buy and sell and bequeath and deviseit. We
may safely lecave them the shell if we take
the kernel. It is not necessary to confiscate
land, it is ouly necessary to confiscate rent.
Now, to take rent for public uses is it neces-
sary that the state should bother itself with
the Ictting of lands and take the chances of
the favoritism, collusion and corruption which
that might involve? Tt is mot necessary that
any new machinery should be created. The
machivery alrcady exists. - . . We al-
reaay take some rent in taxation. We have
only to make some changes in our modes of
taxation to take it all. . . . In this way
the state muy become the universal landlord
withcut calling herself so, and without as-
summgasmgk new function. In form the
owaership of land would remain just as now.”
A STRUGGLE WITH THE GREATEST INTEREST
IN THE WORLD.
It will be seen by the foregomg quotation

1end nationalization must arise from a too
basty rcading of its text book, and cannot be

of the suthor. The remedy is like ull true
remedies, ssimple and easy. 1t is to appro-
priate rent, that is bare land value, by taxa-
gion; in other words to tax land up to its full
walue, irrespective of mmprovemeats, and to
sbolish every other form of taxation

Now this idea, strange though it may seem
at first, will appcar more and more natural

Mr. George says, “there arefew of theclasses
most to be benetited by it who at first see its
full significance. 1t is ditlicult for working-
men to get over the idea that thereis areal
antagonisin between capital and labor.” Work-
ingmen cannot easily realize that the reason
why the capitalists cannot accede to their de-
mands is that verv often behind the capitalist
is the land owuer. And so frequently is the
gapitalist a land owner as well that the
difficulty of separating the results of his
Mctions in the two capacities may readily be
-excused. Then there are mecu who combine
in themselves the three functionsof capitalist,

wvithout also seeing what they would be sure
to gain in the other two. *It is difficult for
small farmers find howmestead owners to get
over the idea that to put ull taxes on the
walue of land would be to undulv tax them.”
1 is difficult for the owners of small cottages
on small allotments to recognize that land
‘mationalization would not increase the sum
total of their taxation, but reduce it. All

and Le noticed, instezd of sneaking inin the
orm of increased price of commoditics on

This confusion of ideas arises from
ignorance. lgnorance is the pareny of pre-
Judice and the arch enemy of reform. “But
beliind ignorance and prejudice there is a
jowerial interest which has hitherto domi-
mated  literature, education and opinion.”
Tius interest, the greatest in the world—the
Janded interest—feels itself attacked by the
mew evangel, and has already shown signs
ghat it will not die without a bitter struggale.
Wiith some of the literary small fry of Syd-

his coftin.

deal abour three yeuars .
article, which was, as a matter of course,
damned with much unction and expedition by
the reviewers uasa unique exXbibition of liter-
vy crussuess. But while 1 was doing my
VLest here in 2 humble way to defend Mr.
George from the attacks of unonymous paru-

Lgo il u magaziue

himself was engaged in u contest with the

This contest, as a literary tourna-
auent alone, . is e;u:ccdm"ly mtu‘cstm The
duke is a practiced and ftinished wrlter, and

if there ‘be anv

man, who, besides being an aristoerat, is also
au author, Mr. George took the liberty of

intending, as he bimself said, “to pay a
tribute and give a pleasure to a citizen of the
republic of letrers, not to irritate a landlord.”
But it did irritute the landlord part of the
duke very miuch indeed, so much so that he
appeared to forget that he was a scholar and
a gentleman, and to remember only that he
wasa duke and a land owner. Seizing his
littic pen he wrote what filled twentv-two
yages of perhaps the leading magazine in the
world—the Nineteenth Century.
THE METHODS OF THE DUXKE OF ARGYLL.

The duke was very angry. He begun by
pretending that he was only amused and in
terested, aud attempted to draw a parallel
betiveen the reasoning of Mr. George and
that of some “‘crank” who, he sayvs, sent him
a book at about the same time, the object of
which was to prove that tise carth was flat,
remarking that “the Californian philosopher
had oune immense advantage.” *No one,”
says the duke, ‘‘has any personal iuterest in
believing that the world is flat. But many
persons may have an interest, very personal
indeed, in believing that they have a right to
appropriate a share in their neighbor’s vine-
yard.”

it doesn’t appear to have struck the duke,
a1l through his angry philippic, that the in-
solent prejudices of his class-—who postulate
their right to all the privileges they enjoy—
were preventing him from seeing that to in-
troduce the question of *“‘personal interesy”
into this subjcct—was to tread upon very
dclicate and dangerous ground. For what
other motive, may I ask, than that the duke
felt that his interest was attacked, did he
wwander through the maze of specuiutive met-
aphysics in an attempl to find a reason for a
fiisebood, plausibly suggested by himself?
¥inding that bhe could not overthrow My
Goorge by the usual canons of discussion—

'iz., by a disproof of his premnises, or by point-
inz cut flaws in his reasoning—he propounded
2 new and interesting theory, which is in
eTect that a thing may be wrong without
being able to be proved so; thut althouch
nian’s intellectual faculties may be relied on
to revolt against absurdity, his moral facul-
tics cannot be trusted to revolt as surely
against iniquity. To the further coasider:,-
tion of this quesliou he airily promniises to re-
turn some day when he has a few months 1o
spare, thus sneaking away from any respoasi-
bility for the incompleteness of his peetaliar
theory.

“And yet,” says Mr. George, “‘the -duke's
whele article is addressed to the moral facul-
tie«.” He cannot reduce “Progress a1,d Pov-
er1y” to absurdity, or how readily he would
do 50! Bug hetries to reduce it to iniquity.
“He appeals,” says Mr. George, “to the
Moral cense. because he instinctiviely feels
it with wu men its decisions have s the hig .-
©sy sanction; and if he afterward seel\s to
veuksen its authority, it is becaus > this very
moral sense whispers to him tha ¢ his case is

Gne or iwo excerpts from the; duke’s arti-.
ele wilt suffice to show the c¢hy racter of the
ablest reply that has yet been made to Mr.
George.  Vanity Foir was ofarmed with it

‘demolition of the fallacies propounded by

gard?

“The ‘Lm'llde in Llua numucx is by 1

the duke of Argyll, and is devoted to a
Mr. Henry George. The last is an essay, and
a pleasurablc one, and is sutisfactorily per-
formed.” Exaectlyso. Listen. “Thereare,”
says the duke, “at least a few axioms in life
on which we are entitled to decline discus-
sion”—and the orthodox duke thinks that a
short quotation from the well cured infidel,
Voltaire, is suflicient justification for him in
refusing to treat this subject with common
fairness.
:OBBERY AND PLROPERTY.

How different is this tone of lofty arro-
gance to the calm and diguified assurance of
Mr. George when he says: “I propose to beg
no question, but to follow truth wherever it
may lead.” Of the two, which is the more
likely to reach the right? and whose behavior
is more in accordance with the apostle’s ad-
vice to “Prove all thingsand hold fast to that
which is good”? “In this paper,” says the
duke at the conclusion of the article, ¢it has
not been my aim vo argue.” Regarding this,
Mr. George correctly pointsout that it is gen-
erally waste of time to reply to those who do
not argie, and expresses the very just wish
that it had not been his aim to misrepresent.
But the duke did try to argue. He was try-
ing bis hardest all the time to argue, and by
every device of disingenuocus ingenuity to
prove, by argument and illustration, colored
with the reddesy tint of falschood, that Mr.
George was a "prc.xcher of uurwhtuoumgss n
an ‘abeolisher of the decalogue,” an “immoral
leader,” a man ‘“who denied the primnary ob-
ligations both of public and of private honor.?
Not his aim to argue? Why, he might as well
bave said that it was not his aim to write!

“I accept,” said Mr. George, “the reduction
to iniquity. I am willing to submit every ques-
tion of politicul economy to the best of ethics.
. « « Thereisno dispute between us us to
the issue to e joined. The duke charges me
with advocating violation of the morual luw
in proposing robbery. 1 agree that robbery
is a violation of the moral law, and is, therc-
fore, without further inquiry, to be con-
demmned. As to what constitutes robbery,
is, we will both agree, the tuking or with-
holding from another of that which rightfully
telongs tohim. That whichrightfull y belongs
to him, be it observed, not that whech legally
belongs to him. As to what extent human
laws may create rightsis beside this discus-
sion, for what I propose is to change, not to
violute, human law. Such change, the duke
declares, would be unricghteous. He thus ap-
peais to the moral law, which is before and
above all human law. Laudholders musty
elect to try their case either by human law or
bv moral law. If they say that land is right-
fully property because made so by human
law, they cannct charge those who would
change that law with advoeating robbery.
But if they say that such a change would be
robbery, then thev must show that land is
rightfully property ir respective of huinan
law.?

And then, following up this question, he
takes the duke back to the time when land

usurpation began, and caustically touches
upon the duke’s own rights. “The duke of
Argyil,” says he, “has written a great deal
about the rights of land owners, bat has
never, I think, told us anvthing of the histori-
cal derivation of these rights. He has spoken
of his own estates, but has uwowhere told us
liow they came to be his. This, I kunow, is a
delicate question, and therefore I will not
press it. But while a man ouzht not to be
taunted with the sins of hisancestors, neither
ouzht he to profit by them. Aund the geperal
fuctis that the exclusive ownership of land
has everywhere had its beginning in force
and fraud, in selfish greed and unscrupuious
cunaing.”

' THE LIFE OF SCOTLAND’S POOR.

The institution of private property in land
is, doubtless, one of the “few axioms” in Jife !
upon which, fortified by the example of Vol-
taire, the pious duke deems hbmself entitied
to decline discussion. But Mr. George asks
him to test it by its fruits in Scotland, wherc
tae duke’s own estates lie. ““What there,” he
asks, “are its results? That wild beasts have
supplanted human beings; that glens which
once sent forth their thousand tighting men
are now tenanted by a couple of gamekeep-
ers; that there is destitution and degradation
that would shame savages: that little chil-
dren are stunted and starved for want of
proper nourishment; that women are com-
pelled to do the work of animals; that young
cirls who oughy to bLe fitiing themselves for
wifchood and motherhood are held to monot-
onous toil in factories, while others, whose
fate is sadder still, prowl the streets: that
while a few Scotsmcn have castles and pal-
aces, more than a third of Scottish fumilies
live in one room each, and more than two-
thirds in not more than tiwvo rooms each: that
thousands of acres are kept as playgrounds
for strangers while the masses have not
enough of their native soil to grow a flower,
are shut out even from woor and mountain,
dare not take a trout frown a loch or a salimon
from a stream. With the same thoughtful at-
tention he has given to ‘the way of an eagle in
the air’ let the duke consi”er a sight he must
have seen many times—a Scottish woman toil-
ing up hill with a load of manure on her back.
Then let him apply ‘the reduction to iniquity.’

- “Let the duke not be content with feusting
his eves upon those comfortable houses of the
large farmers which so excite his admiration.
Let hun visit the bothies in which farm ser-
vants are berded together like cattle, and
learn, as he may learns, that the lot of the
Scottish farm servant—a lot from which uo
industry or thrift caa release hun—is to die in
the workhouse, or in the receipt of @ purish

ey

dole if he be so unfortunate as to outlive his
ability to work. Or let him visit those poor,
broken-down creaturcs who, enduring any-
thing rather than accept the humiliation o,
the workhouse, are eking out their last da .4
upon a few shillings from the parish, supy 1e.
mented by the charity of people ncarly a4
poor as themselves. Let him consider (R
aad, if he has imagination enough, put #im-
self in their place. Then let him try ‘th & ve-
duction to iniguity.’?

“Or let hiin go to Edinburgh, the modern
Athens, of which Scotsnien speak wi' il pride,
aud in buildings from whose roofs 2 , powman
might strike the spires of twenty churches,
he will tind human beings living @ 5 he would
not keep his meanest dogz. Let  him toil up
the stairs of those monstrous ' ,uildings; iet
him enter one of those dark b ouses, iet hiny
cluse the door, and in the T jacluess {(hink
what life must be in such @ place, Theu let
him try ‘the reducticu to ini qmw’ and if he

o to that guod clmnby (b.) b alas! Low futile
is charity, without justice! ; where  hittle chil-
dren are kept while the jr mothers ure at
work, and children are fe ;d who would other-
wise go bungry, he s .y see mjdm,\ whose
hmbs are shrattken for ywwant of n()u,-,shmup
Perhaps they may tell him, as they told me,
of that little giri, ‘l' arcefooted, ragged, and
bungry, who, wher; they guve her bread,
raised her eyes a 1d clasped her hands and
thanked our Fathe in Heaven for his bounty
to her.  They who told me that never
dreamed, 1 thb ik, of its terrible uw.mwv
But Iask the d' jkke of Argyll, did that Jmh,
child, thankfu’ for that poor dole, wet what
our Father pr gvided for her! 1s he so nig-
If no¢, what is it, who i< it, that
stands  bet aveen such  children and  our
Father’s bo gnty? 17 it be au iastitution, is it
not our dv ¢y to God and to our weighbor to
rest not v i1 we destroy it? if it be & maun,

were it amot better for bim thas a millstone |

were hanged about his neck and he were cast
into the depths of the sea?’

Such is the character of the memorable con-
troversy, in the course of which Mr. George
gained—a title. Not one of the cheap ap-
pendages which in this precious year of jubi-
lee have been retailed to plutocrats and syc-
ophants—but a genuine titlee In a fit of
futile sarcasm, the duke of Argyll bestowed
a name upon Henry George which he de-
serves in sober earnest. The name has ad-
hered to him ever since, and bids fair to ad-
here to bhim for all time. Even hostile critics
now use the phrase with no intention of irony
and no sense of incougruity. That title, I
need hardly say, is ¢“The Prophet of San
Francisco.”

PROTECTION AN INSULT TO LABOR.

But the struzeles of the landed proprietors,
michty though they would assuredly be,
would be of no avail against a movement fm‘
the abolition of the iniguitous iunstitution of
private property in land, were it not for the
ignerance which leads men to treat the itls
of socicty as mere fiscal disorders which can
be cured by paltry boluses of protection. I
do not deny that protection directly benefits
the particular industry in whose interest a
duty may be imposed; but the benefit can
ouly be temporary, and, what is worse, must
confer a corresponding injury upon other ia-
dustries. One remarkable facet with regard
to protection is its own unique and singular
idea of the result of its universal adoption.
The logical tendency of protection is toward
barbarism—every man, as in the savage state,
supplying his own wants by his own labor.
What is civilization but a state of society in
which, by the division of labor and the ex-

‘wails of distress were reaching us from the

change of products, man is able to produce
i greater quantity, and superior quality, the
things which he needs for the satisf action of
nis desires! What is trade but the ex« 44, nee
of pl‘(‘dlifl,b And what s protect’ ,n puy o
prevention and a hindrance to ¢wode? But
the protection that we are as ‘pd to supporg
is, we are told, to be aboli‘ ge +hen the in-
duqnv it is reqmrcd Lo holster up shall be

tble to walk alone. 4 that the pxotncblou
lmllenumm, after all s a conditicn of univer-
sal free trade!

Itell you “’_du protection is in its very es-
sence and by ¥ ¢ very name an insult to labor.
Labor is nr ¢ & poor, weak thing which needs
I"‘O'CC“U':. It isa strong and mighty giunt
who, I:e Gulliver in Lxlhput has been bound
in s sleep by pigmies and who is now awake
4 4 stroggiing to be free. If we have the
Leuse of the Lilliputians we will free this
giant of our vwn accord, and haply he will
serve us wgainst our enemies. If we do not,
by a vicient effort he may burst his bunds
himsell and crush both fricuds and foes be-
neath his veugeful feet.  Lubor needs no pro-
tectinn—no puatromage.  What it wants is
justice, and justice says simply that a man, is
entitled to whut he euarns.

Labor is a duty. St Paul said: *“If any
‘would not work neither should he cat.” And
yet there is w lurge elass of people who ecall
call themselves Christiaus, too, who never do
any work at all. They pride themselves upon
the fact that for hundreds of years their an-
cestars have never done any work, aud they
look with contempt not merely upon the man
who works, but even upon the man whose
grandfather nad to work.  Yet 1 faney,
somehow, that they eat. I have often won-
dered whut people like these -think of that
other text about the camel aued the needle’s
ere; but a friend of mine told me lately that
the text had becn discovered by recent re-
searches amouy wiciens HEnuseripts to ave
been strangeiy nn\ui aud in the next revised
version it will re ead, “Itis casier for a needle
tozo through the eve of a rich man thuau for
a camel to enter into the kingdom of heaven.™

An English writer has divided all men into
three classes—workingmen, beggarmcu and
thieves. “This classitication,” My, Ueorge
point% out, “though uucumpiuncntary to the
‘upper classes’ is cconomically true. There
are only three ways by which an individunl
can (*eb wealth—b) work, by ~ift or by thelt.

And clczu'l y the reason whv me \\'or!\ers get.

so little is that the beesars and thieves vct
so much.  When u man gets wealth w th‘h he
does not produce it is manifest that he ﬂ'ets
it at the cxpense of those who do produce it.”
WHERE TAXATION OUGHT TO FALL.
The way to seeure to a man the enjoyment
of what he earns is not to set o wpital and
dabor tighting togethey over a tarifl question,
but to mducc them o unite und utilize the
tarifl questicn as a means by which to defeat
their common enemy.  Protection involves a
contlict between carital and luber, between
whom there is no natural auntagonism, and it
diverts the great question from the reai issue.
All existing tariffs fall eventually upon in-
(lustr\' “They operate,” says Mr. Geor ce,
‘““upon energy, indastry, skill and thrift like a
fine upoun those f‘uahtws. I? T have worked
harder, and buut wmyself a good house while
you have been cemtent to live in a hovel, the
tax gatherer novy comes annually to ma!u, me

- pay a penalty €or my energy and industry by

taxing me mome than you.”

Does it not. . seem a more feas’ble way of

benefiting “bre poor man to remove taxes,
rather thu s o inpose new ones? Remove all
taxes, awd the lifting of svo great a weight

from production w uuld give such a stimulus

to indusdry as has never vet been seen. E
Now, , us we can hardly expect to et o
gover gment just now which will remove all
our t ixation at once, there is onc thing that
we s ;an do in the sphere of practical polities
toveairds hastening a censununation so  de-
Ve atly to be wished.  We can advoecate free
U -ade—not the misereble abortion which goes

T ) . . “
- oy that name in Macquarie stréct, but true

free trade. . We cau suppors the party which
pledzes itself to remove the ost taxes, and
we can iusist that every deficit shail be tnet
by o tax on land, direct. All tuxation has
cveatually to be drawn from the land: then
why not take it therefromin the first instance,
instead of mposing it in a way that -enables
it to be pussed on from one to another, uutil
it reaches the laborer—the man who comes
“into immediate contaet with n.u,urc. and who,
peor wreteh ! can pass the cheidt no further ?

My limited experience has shown me that

tiie bare provability of a tax on land in
terferes with its sclliug’,vuluc.@()ue or two

real taxes weuld soon destroy much of the
speculative value of land, and if it were
known that the next delicit would be wiped
out by un appeal to- lavdlords only, millions
of money that is now locked up in land would
flow into other. and untaxed channels. The
{ree trade which consists merely in the ad-
vocuicy of a revenue tutitl as against a pro-
tective tariff is unworthy of the name. To
sec w candidate addressing. & constituency
over the tariff question as it is now presented
reminds onc of the celebrated French carica-
turc of which Carlyle speaks, which depicts a
rustic addressing the poultry of his bara vard.
“Dear animals,’ " says he, *‘I have called yvou
together to consider what sauce I shall dress
you with.” =~ “But,” exclaims a fat young
roonster, ‘‘we don’t want to be eaten!® My
{friend,” replies the rustic, ‘‘you wander from
the point.” ’ |
THE MOVEMENT RELIL'IOLS BUT

RIAN.

No remarks on this subject would be com-
picte without some reference to the news-
paper which was started by Mr. George in
New York in January of this year—THE
Staxparv. This paper, in the skill of its con-
duct, the beauty of its diction und the sub-
ilmity of its sentiment, transcends ull praise.
Aud when the bistory ol this movewmeuns comies

NON-SECTA-

“tion, were t"'tcmff thesocial diseases to causes

to be written for our vosterity, side by side
with the name of Henry George will be the
names of his 1wo eloquent coadjutors,
Father Edward McGlyan fa Roman Catholic
priest, excommuuicuted by the pope for refus-
ing to allow the pupacy to dominate bLis rights
as an Awmerican citizen, but still a priest) and
the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost, Congregational
minister. These men, with other noble col-
leagues, are making historvy to-day in New
York, and I am lls\lll'ed by Henry George
himsell that the work that has been dene by
THE STANDARD during the past tea months has
far exceeded his most sanguine hopes. The
preseuce and co-operation of these wen, while
impurting a fervent religious tone to a great

pational ftovement, which has been weil
styled by them “A New Crusade,” has also
served to rescue it from the foul taint
of sectarianism. I would deal very tenderly
with any one’s conscientious suseeptibilities in
the matier of religion, but I attim, in all sin-
cerity, and with no intention of offense, that
the profession of the Christinn ministry is
not, and cunnot be cxpected to be, more free
from the presence of narrow minded igno-
ramuses and unscrapulouns self-seekers than is
any other profession. And the whole en-
vironment of ‘a4 nineteenth century clergy-
131::x:’s life is to place him in a false position,
for while his ]H’UfQHoih[l is to the masses he
lives, moves, hus his being among, shares the
prejudices of and joins the sy mp.\thles with
the classes.  Is it not still fresh in all your
memwries ihat in inis present  year, while

tJ”‘-“\ (U" wWould be toilers) all over the worid
—whi¥e Ao masses were seething with dis-
conte it and writhing under injustice—and
Wiaile the wor ld’s best thinkers, bearing the no
mean tortures of nineteenth century persecu-

for which what is called “‘society™ is respon-

sible—that, notwithstandisg all this, the or-
der wus given to rejoice because society’s
God had reigned fer fitty years.
was carried out and society rejoiced accord-

ingiy, while the peopie starved and muttered
within sicht and smell of the most luxurious

extravacauce. What was the attitude taken

by the churches of Christ by the professed (1
had almost suid professional) [ollowers of

Him who krew not where to luy His head!?

For the most part it was. to put it mildly, an

attitude of approval, expressed or implied.

I do not say that ccusciously any Christian

minister  would approve of such hollow

mockery, or bitter injustice, if it were real-
ized us such; but therein lies the complaint.

So few of them reulize the tendency of these
great movements, or understand the possi-
bility of conformiug the luws of meu with the

law of God. If they did, from every pulpit
in Christendow on jubilee Sunday, instead of
the semi-idolatrous biasphemy which reached

no further than the rafters, would huave thun-
dered forth the solemn warning words of
Him whom they call their master, “Woe unto
you w ho luugh now, for ye shall mourn and
weep.”’

A deeply religicus spirit pervades tiis
great movement in America, aud men who
once used, in- their desperation, to blas-
pheme the name of God, t¢ whom in their
ignorance <hey attributed the authorship of
evil, now recognize thut “He doeth all thiugs
well,™ and that the laews which rezulate his
kinrdom are merciful;, just, wise and equal.:
And so they are led to pray and work for the
coming of that kingdom on earth. Recog-
nizing ti-at even the laws of human progress,
amid all the complexities of advancing civil
ization ure yet capabie of complcte conformi- .
ty with the ecternal principles ¢f truth and
Juxhu:, and realizing the possibility” of con-
Jforwming the laws of their country with the
Jaw of human progress, the united labor
party in America have nominated for their
*cprnseumtwes in the eccming clection tnext
month) men who hold -the same view that 1
have been trying to explain to you to-night,
and in a few days we shall have flashed
deross the ocean news which’ will show the
voting power, even at this early stage, of the
new crusaders. It is, perhaps, almost toou
“much to-hove for vietory yet.  But is not the
erowth of the movemens to ll“'htlll“’ dimen-
sions in itself a vietory?

AUSTRALIA EMBRACING THE YEW DOCTRINE..

Biut what of this, our country, Australia! 1
tellvou, my friends, that'this orand doctrine
disspreading here to an exteut that would
astonish some of you almost as much as poor
old Eiijuh was astonished when “the stll
small volee” came to him saying that there
were vet left 7,000 in Isracdl “who huad not
‘bowed the knee to Baal”  Don’t sit moping -
in the wilderness youwho realize the crandeur
of this. contest. - Let every man who hasa
lieart within him capable of feeling oune senti-
ment of  pity for the suffering thousands
around him—suffering for ne fault of their
own, but beeause they have never had the
opportunity to escape from the couditions of
that poverty which entails the bitterest of
suffeving.  Let every such maw, or woman,

is emblazoned the pure white cross of the new
crusade.  Aad in the words - of “that noble
clergyman, the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost, ¢4f
it be smitten from our hauds into: the dust of
defeat, let us pray that other hands may be
raised to carry it ou uutii it be planted on the
_battlements of the city of CGod.”

I neced say no more, except to commend
this question, and .the books upon the sub-
your carnest aitention. - The concluding chap-

“ters of that book
the most beautiful and touching, well justify-
dngthecoutention.of the author that he had
freed the dismal science ol political economy
from her shaekles cud gags, and transformed
herinto o science radinut with hope.

I ceculess that I began to read the book in
‘much the same spirit that the author says he
began the inquiry ing and I put it down with
“similar emotions to those with which he con-
cluded. Hesays:  “When, in mind, T set oug
onthis inquiry, I h.xd no theory to support,
no-conclusions  to prove. bnly when 1 In'.st
realized the squalid- misery of a great city,
it appalled and termented me, .uld woujd
not let me rest, for thickine of - what caused
it and how it could be cured. But of this in-
quiry has come to me something I did not
think to lind, and a faith that was dead re-
vives.?

That this great truth will ultimately prevml
is certaiu, but the forces that are opposed to
it will doubtiess delay it long. ,

But every new recruit adds strength to the
cause and hastcns the day of victory. The
opposition we shall meet is of no new pattern;
and in the histories of simiilar movements we
can find noble examples of courage and per-
severance.

“Near nineteen hundred years ago, when
another civilization was developing monstrous
inequalities, when the muasses everywhere
were being ground iuto hopeless slavery,
there arose in a Jewish village an unlearned
carpenter, who, scorning the orthodoxies and
ritualistns of the time, preached to labor-
ers and fishermen the gouspel of the
fatherhood of God, of the brotherhood
of men, who taught his disciples to pray for
the coming of the kincdom of heaven on
eartii. The college professors sueered at him,
the orthodox preiachers [when they could
spare the time trom squabbling about rere-
douses or exhorting young men to work hard
to save their moucy and buy land, so that
those who had it to sell might live without
w "o orthodox pre: eliers dencunced

The order |

range themselves under the bunuer on which

ject—espeeinlly “Progress and Poverty”—to

are couched in lauguace

turber, as a ‘communisy,’ and, finally, or-
ganized society took the alarm, and he was
crucified between two thieves. But the Word
went forth, and, spread by fugitives and
slaves, made its way aguinst power till it
revolutionized the world, dlld out of the rot-
ting old civilization brought the germ of the
new. Then the privileged clussesrallied again,
carved the etdC') of the man of the people in
the courts and on the tombs of kings, in his
name consecrated mequ'thtv. and wrested his
gospel Lo the defense of social injustice. But
again the same great idcas of a cominon
fatherhood, of a commcn brotherhood, of a
social state in which none shall be over-
worked and none shall want begin to quicken
in common thought.

“When a mighty wind meets a stroucr cur-
rent it does not portend a smooth sea. And
whoever will think of the opposing tenden-
cies beginning to develop will appreciate the
gravity of the social problems the civilized
world must soon meet.”

At the conclusion of the lecture a most en-

thusiastic vote of thanks was passed to the
lecturer, the chairinan remarking, amid great

applause, that he hoped the day was not far
distant when Mr. Foxall would be sent by
some important. constituency to advocate the
views he had enunciated in the parliament of
this country.
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The Democrat advocates LAnd Resutnption and those
eforms which are neeessary to mage the English peo-
ple 4 free people. [t asks “wn‘m-ns.:.uon” not for those

By WA, Croasdade, 13

Frem  things hmnl and seen by Emanuel Sweden- |

of sacred seripture and one that. confirms xhe princi- |
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HE LAND AND LABOX LIBRARY.-

Wo are now publishing under the title of "“The
Land and Labor Library” a series of short tracts on vae
rious phases of the social problem. These pamphlets
contain facts, fzures and argwnents expressed. n coa-
cise, Yigorous languange eas:ly understoxi. . Asa msans
of propaganda we recomment them tozll who desive to
help on the movemeat for social reform. Those who
wish tohave these tracts placed where they will do good
but wio are unabie personally te aitend to. their dls-
tribution, can reniit the: price-to us, as wehave every
facility tor sending them. whers t.hcy ara neecded and
will be read.

he following have already appeared:
No. 1. “First Principles.” By Henry George. 4 pages.
No. 2. “Land and Taxatlon.” A conversation between
David Dudley Field ami Henry George. 4 pages.
No. 3. "The Right to the Use of the Earth.” By Her-
bert Spencer.. 4 pages.
No. 4. *A Christian Minister on the Remedy for Pov.

erty.” A :crmnn by the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost of
Newark, N. J.. 2 pages.

No. 5. “A Sum.in Pmportion." By T. L. XcCready. 3
pages.

Xo. 6. “The Settler’s Nightmare.” By Louis: F. Poste
4 pazges.

No. 7. “New York's Docks:- le True Mode of Raluing
Revenue,” ByoJoW.Sullivan, 4'pages.

No. S. “Unemplcy‘ed‘mbor." By Henry George. 4

pages. ‘

No. 9. “Voices for Reform.” 2. pages.

No. 0 A Mysterious Dm.).ppeara,nm" By Lewis
Freelund. - Spages. o

No. i1, “iiow. to Increase Profits.”” By A. J.Steers,
M R S5 i 1
2 pages. . : ‘

No. “12. - *Tlie American - Farmer.” . By Henry
George. 4 pages. ‘

Ne. 13. “Sailors® Snug Harbor and the Kandall Farm.™

Qges.

No. 1% *“The Colleginte Church and the Shoemaker's
Fiehi”” By W.T. Cruoasdale. 12 pages.

No. 15. “Only a Dream.” By Abner C. Thomas. 4
pages.

"No.16. "The Anti-Poverty Society.” Dr. McGlynn's
address at the first meeting. 8 pages.

N6, 17, “The Cross. of the New Crusade.” A poelh
By David Rorty. - 2 pages. ‘
No.18.- *It is the Law of Christ ” By Rev. 8. H,

Spencer of Henry; Ill. 4 pages.
No.19. “My Landiord. By John Jones. 4 pages.
No.%). “Thou Shalt Not Steal’” An address by

“Henry George lLefore the Anti-Poverty. Society. 8

pages.
No. 21. “Christianity and Poverty.””  An address by
F«nh«-r Huntt ngton before the . Anti-poverty soclety.
4 payges.
No.22. “Poverty and Christianity.” An address by
Rev. Hugh' G. Pentecost befere the Anti-poverty sos
ciety. E&pages.
Xo. 33. “The 31n~1e Tax." By Thomas @G. Shearman.
8 pages.
No. 2. “Hymns of the New Crus de”—No.1. 4pages
No. 2. “Hymns of the New Crusada”™—No. & 4 pages,
No. 26. “Religion vs. Robbery.” Address by Rev. Dr
McGlynn before the New York Anti-poverty soclety
June 12,1887, 8 pages.
No. 2‘. *Back tothe Land.” Bishop Nulty’s letter
to the clergy and laity of mb diocese. 16 pages. Price,
5 cents.
No. 28. “Anti-Slavery and Anptl-Poverty.” An ad-
dress by the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost before the New
York Antl-Pmcrn Society, June 19, 8 pages.
No. 23. “Tenement House Morality.” Rev. Jd.0.&%
Huntington in the Forum. 4 pages.

A speech by H.

No. 3. “The Case’ lenlv Stated.”
¥'. Ring before the Knights of Labor at Houston. Texas.

8 pages.
No. 31. ~ “Questions and. Answers.”  Questions b
Rev. Howard Henderson of the Sixty-drst street ML
chu reh of ‘New York; with asswers by Henry Georges
2 pages,

No. 8. #Objections to the Land Ta.x.” By Thomas
G. Shearmaun. - 4 pages. ‘

No. 8. “Socialism—Iits Truth and Its Error." Henry
G':orgc. 4 pages.

No. 34. “Horse Sense.”

No. 35.  The Svracuse Platform.

No. 36. - "Cityeus and Rusticus.,”
pages.

Ng. 3%

W.C. Woods. 2 pages,
2 pages.
Tudor S Jenks, &

*Taxing Land Values.” Henry George. 8ppe.
No. N “God Wills 1t. Henry George. 4 pages.:
No. 39, *What We Want.” Everett Glackin, presie
dent Typographical Union No. 6. 2 pages.
No. 40. 7 *Protection or Free dee 7 Henry Georges .
Price, 35 cents.
No. $L The bxmcuee Plntform. (German.) 2 pages.
No. 42 “First Principles.” (German.) Henry George
4 pages. ) ’ g
No. 43. . *“Socialism—Its Truth and Its Error.
man.)  Henry Geovrge. 4 pages.
No. 4. *How Jonn's Father Saw the Light,” W. C.
Wduda M. D. Zpages.
45. " Platform of the United Labor Party.

{Gex-

2 pagm.‘

No. 45, “Taxing Land Values.” (German.) Eenry
Guorge, 8 puages.

No. 47 “Itisthe Law of Chrx*t." (German.) Rev. &
H. Spencer.. 4 pages.

No. 48, The Case: Pl‘hinb Slated." (Gerxuan}. H.F.
Ring. ¥ pages,

Ne. 49, "Tue Dxxmhunwn of Wealth ™ Thomas G
Shearman.. 16 pages.. :

No. S "ngusa AV S Pawrty " (German.) Henry
‘Geurge.,

No. 5L, “'ren Thou ghfs for Chrbman Thinkers.” Reve

Joinn W. Kramer. 4 puges.
X032 *“The (,::.se Pl..umv Stated.” (SWEﬂiSh)m H.F.
Ring.. s pages.:

‘No. 5 “Sai fors’ uxmg, Harbor." (German.) Wi Te
Cronsuades <12 pages.

No. 58 What! the Lmted Lator  Party Want™®
Renry Lwor,.,&. Lpages. -

"Dl&l‘iCu for E rmers.’” 4pa.g:es.
“Ejes sterat Reform.” ALT: Rice.
“Prntm fonmias .L btu.crwi \Led."

£ paris. .
“Tw i Cullc"b l’rb" eawr"' Bartholomew

l"!"i‘v-

Nuo. 5o,
Nu. 55
Nuo.5vos
Geprge,
Noo 3
ppleb\
T r:c«w.; free Ly mwails -n'v"'t u:fq—-w‘] capi s, 106 cents.
0!! copies, i3 eents: L eopies, 81 5,000 copies, §4.25.
Four-page Tructs—25 coples, 1F centsg 1) ‘Dpies, -4
\ t.cr'ts' Lotk coples, B35 50k tupzh J5.k )
CEix-pigre traets=T5 copils, iveents; iR coples, S"centr
:,wu vopies, 353,480 ¢ opies, SI0.
Eight-paze. Lt ts—o cupres, & eoms; 100 copies 50 =
©eentsy LU copies, §4; 5,007 copies. §iT.
Ciawvelvespige TInet —3 coplty & eents; 100 cop;es,"&
e ems, LN cupies, $0; 5000 cupies, S2LFL o
SiXtern-pige IIcky=—23 vopies, 3 ceuts; 100 copies, $i;
1, 'HJU copies, §b; 5,100 topu.:r, oo i

Ot"er numbers in prcpa.muou.

. HENRY GEOPGE,
25 Arn st., New Yon: City.

4 pages.
Henr
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PROGRESS AND POVERTY.

PRICE, IN PAPER COVERS,
Thiriy-five Cents.

Address ~ HENRY GEORGE,

35 Ann Street, New York

vm—
[T NITED LABOR PARTY--Ciuzens of ©

United ‘Labor Party and desire to: lend
movement, iire requested to comm
tate Organizers. of their respectlv*r

pies of the
tive abd in the
picate with the
states, as follows:
California—Judge James G, Bhf'nlrr' San Francisce.
Connecticut—Robert - Pyne; 334 Asylum: st., Hartforde
Eusterp Pennsylvanin—Henry (:euv"v tih‘;h, box 190
Philadelphin.: ‘
- Indiana—Warren Worth B‘mvv Y‘im‘ennes;

I\u’xtugk\—-L.md .md Lnbut 1 tub No. T, box 406, Cin:
cintatic. o

Luu'.anna—.]or. & J. ‘aJl!u.m, aLJ Ifulmn street, New
‘ O"lmuLs ‘

S Mansae! mwt‘m( Jer .-:shu e wunn }—-‘ - Harvey Lincom.
bex 115, Zylasite.

Maryland—T. 1. € Gurside, ;:m Wt.at Lexm ton. street.

altimore.

Minnesota—Centr (_ummxttne, Umtud Labor Party,
42 Thipd sto south, Minneapaoiise
l\u,-u. York—dJohn \IL\LuMu, e, 1 (;oupu'x' Unmm New
SYark citv,
Obit—-Lang and: Lavor Club Ne. 1, box 99; (‘%nmnnatl.,
Soutly Carolin 1—H¢'n_!..‘nnn Adamys; Charleston
VWest: Tenaessee, Eastern Arhansas and Northern
Mississippi— il and Labor Clgh No. 2 Rooms, 9 and
1y, Cotton L*cuz.u.&;n Memphis, Tenn, -

LLINOIS —Renaers of the ‘"St‘nmiard" .the

: ~num)t Imnm Caen b adl other inter t:rtvd in nhegrvat.
principles it 2dvoeiies, sbe requested toosend names
aad adiiress=es v A :!. Van, Oununy, prasident of land
antl litbor: ciub No. Hotm 63, 170 Maulison’ street,
Chicago, witht w vww to-ofMec ting rxome plan.ol organi-
zition for the Sthiv. s Persuny: in Chimgo not already
meimnbers of Lind wnid Tabor-elubs, as well as secretaries
tof such erganizations, are espes inlly rugut.s-.cd T
swrite.

LL READERSOF THE STANDARD IN
favor of o unied Kebor porty in the First assem-
iy distriet, comnasitg thie kirst, Second, Third, Fourth
and hnm:n.h Winry Ts, itiser the ummnm .md towns iu-
clutded in the district wall o pleise send their pames.
ad wddresses to the undersizoed, for the kummc*ot
orgiunhizing the district thevoughiyve . JOS, H. OE;HIRT.
President. First assemuly districl; united jnbor party,
22 Third avenue, Albanvy, N, Y.

C)‘)R D ASSEMBLY BISTRICT MEETS
: everv Mondaz: evening. German speakiug: mems-
f-rs every Tuesduy - evemng at Vincent hall, 1897
Third avenue, corner lGEth street,  Open every ev emnt
“for enroilment of members. Toursday and Saturday
evenings tree debates of the Progress and Yoverty club

FOTERS OF MARYLAND WHO ARE
" desirous to aid In propogaiing the principles of

who have suffered théreby.
For one dollar the Democratis supplied for 18 months
to any address in the United States or Canada..

| Luu,  He was veviled as a dreamecr, o d&

i address § New biridge s m:t.. Louden, B C-

who have benetited by unjust legislation, but for those:

the united iabor party, as set turth in the New York
i pl.v.tx’urm.ad spredat Syracuse; Auz. 19 are reqguested

+ tosend thelr names ,md addresses to
JOHN SALMON,

‘ ‘ B : uﬁ \. Etlw‘l bt-g Bﬂmeg “u&

-
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following named states who indorse the prac -+
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think, but what huve
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Wmen are wrong.

. 3s seekiug it, have all a :

* merely a moral interest, buta pecuniary one—
-n secing that equal justice is done 1o their

- fellow men. The pun;

- %alls upon society as
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‘bear Lis share of panishm
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THE STANDARD. SATURDA

A

~ PUBLISHER'S NOTES.
‘ i’ﬂﬁs‘eonxes to us from a law student ina
gouthern city—a town with a boom, where,
within the last few years, great fortunes
bave been made by speculation in land, and
where to-day men are huniing for employ-
ment, while unused natural opportunities lie
all around them.

1 desire very much to get your work, “Pro-
section or Free Trade.” [ have inquired for
#t in all the book stores here, but have been
unable to find it. Wi!l you please let me
know the price of it, aud, if convenient, send
me a price list of all your works. Ishould
fike to get them all. I bave never secn any
of your books, except “Progress and Pov-
erty,” which I read during the past suminer,
and have recently reread or, rather, studied.
Aund I intend to do with “Progress and Pov-
erty” as Lord Campbell advised a young stu-
dent 1o do with “Cuke -upon Littleton.” The
young muan inquired how to learn the law?
Lord Campbell replicd, “Read Coke upon Lit-
sleton? The young man said he had read it,
Lord C.answered, “Read Cokeupen Littleton
aver again.” The stadent replied he hadread
#t thrice over. “Now,” said Lord C., ‘“ sit
down and make an abstract of it.”

1 regard your argument in “Progress and
Poverty” as haviug the force of mathematical
demounstraticn. I have found very few in
dhis purt of 1he country wio have read the
book, but all these whom I have met that
read it with any degree of care, agree with
se in this opinion. Your theories seem to
me impreguable, and reading your book
marks an epoch in wmy uneventful life. Un-
eventful so far, though, taken asa whole, I
hope it will bring forih events to forward the
caase of truth and right. I am now only
twenty-two. For truth aud justice I shall
wear the motto of the blind old: king of Bo-
bemia, “Ich dien,” and shall be only too hap-

v, like him, if I can go far enough into the
cause. N o : :

The feeling of theaverage man in regard to

- ¥ou, audsuchreforms as you propose, has

Just been tersely expressed by a member of
this law firm. I tald bim £ was writing to
xou. Heashed
ing the thicories
iuto vour pocke
ing vour law!’
pretiy to read b
c.dle”

f that cx

The lawyer’s criticism to our correspondent.

precericus foo

pit of poverty. 34 1 :

fierce competition of this ninereenth century
Las been lucky
ent  for Lis

enough to find ewplox for
: there are

brains or musele  knows:
bundreds eager to thrust ‘
xess that they themselves may grasp the
boon of work, too mwauy think they bave no
time tostudy anythmg which does nct give
promise of cash re: cial problems and
political eccnomy z , ry well, they
we to do with them?

and the politicians wrestle with questions of
relieving poverty and securing better wages
for the laburing classes and all ‘the rest of it.

- Buch things are their business, which they are

paid to attend to. Asfir us, the care of our
own interests is as much as we can attexnd to.
Bat even from their own standpoint these
The merchant, the lawyer,
the farmer, the worker for daily wages, the
man who has emplovment; and the man who
irect interest—not

~ Ask any mer-

1iim to put an end
er-prodaction” and de-.
which oversoread the
rec or four timesina
e will say. Ask’
manufacturer if

chant if it wouid no

pressica pud stagnat

tie farmer and the

- ¥t would beuefit them nothing to have alimen |

made sure of p it, profitable employ-

the salesmau,

they would not be be f
idle men hungrily o for emplovment,
uteneanswer. Every
such @ change would

~make him richer in pur

the tatirer if it would relieve
reight of anxiety  to
en what might to bim, his
mow the pressure of
Aanswer that nething on
him bappier. From the
4P every one of us takes
unent for the great sociai

Thilaren co:

o oy sense. -
¢ new crusade
enefit of

ader the sun in which
usery-havemade such

athis coloay. Whole

5y one man and the

od of iron. In fact the
oble are actually greater
ds and shylocks thun the
outhern states before
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he air, the ‘ocean or

_i‘ér;ﬁese are Nuture’s gifts to all—the herit-

age of Gud: :

; Bm; ~bumaun Jaws are based upon dark

centuries of Wrong,

 And thus what Labor earns by sweat is’

Aribute for the Sirong.

Haithful prayer; .
£nd Nutare’s endless answer is,
- earn thy share. ‘
“dn Land is bread for ev
aud golden stor

Give us to-day our daily bread”

Iy one; :

words no more.”

Go, take what I haveg;gi""en lﬂd pray in

New Zealand's plains are fruitful where

: - grows no gulden grain;

Wew Zealand’s hills are fern clad where falls
‘the springiug raio; .
wealth untold lies sleeping beneath its

suiace deep,

A - =% " - . .
ti.e 1o strike just.one blow in her glorious

w much money is follow-.

back iuto idle- .

While thousands ‘beg for work to do, and
-children mourn and weep.
- ‘ ARTHUR DESMONDE.

Nrw York Crry.—I send herewith §1.05 for
seven four weeks' subscriptions to inclosed
addresses. 1 mean to send & like sum every
montb. This is & wmite I consider given to the
best form of charity—the charity which
seeks the abolition of poverty. I have given
next to nothing to the poor for years, asl
considered the remote mediate effect to be
more full of harm than the near immediate
effect was good. Now that a charity bas be-
gun that is not open to this ubjection, money
shouid flow in like water. C. A.

NEw YORk City.—Reading your Publisher's
Notes has quickened me to & sense of duty. ’I
have felt myself addressed as “John Smith,”
and though I do not write from Austra ' or
New Zealand my efforts will tend inthe s ne
direction. I have got six new subscribe.: for
THE STANDARD. Piease send me blank sub-
seription forms and I will forward names and
addresses before the close of the year.

JoHN J. HEARN.

Duskirg, N. Y.—I have read THE STax-
DARD, every word of it, siuce 1ts first issue,
and I sincerely bope I shall nct be debarred
that pleasure as long as I live. )

But from what I read in Publisher's
Notes, it seems to me that the seventy-three
thousand men who so energetically attacked
the enemy’s lines this fall are not doiug their
full duty to THE Staxparp. This bhas made
me determined to do mine at least. The night
I received the last issue I started out and got
cne subseriber. The next afternoon my wite
brougzht in another. And I am now able to
inclose you a list of seven in all. This is a
small matter, but it seems to me 1t is possible
for every oue of the seventy-three thousand
to do at Jeast as much. Fraxcis LAkE.

Coxcorpia, Mo.—[ inclose §1.50 with list of
ten addresves, to which please send recruit
Staxparps for four weeks. These are all per-
~sunal friends of mine and I have written to
‘each of them asking them as a personal favor
to me to read the puper carefully and tell me
wherem its views and priuciples are wrong. 1
got this last idea from one of Mr. Pentecost’s
communications in THE STANDARD, where he
tells how he himsell was brought to see the

{.truth by tryving to demoustrate to somebody

else that it was not the truth atall. ltis a
first-rate plan to throw the weight of
argument on the other fellow. Dou’t try to
cunviuce him, and so perhaps irritate his self
estcem und make bim mulizh, but just tell him
‘what vou believe and ask him to point out the
fallacy. It wuw’t be long before be tangles
himself up and begins to think, just as Mr.
Pentecost did, that there must be something
in the thing atter all. 1 bave tried this plan
on two peuple here already, and though
peitlier of them have acknowledged the
truth yet, I can sce by the way they T)riug up
the subject when they meet me, that they're
doing some heavy thinking., Yesterday one
of them carried off my STAXNDARD, as he
said, **just to see wlhat the blumed paper had
to say anyway.” JOHN SMITH.
- St. Pavn, Minn.—Here are four subscrib-
ers, fur which you peedn’t thank me, but H.
F. Ring. Thuat tract of nis, “The Case Plaiuly
Stated,” will make any man who willi really
read it auxious to know more. When a man
gets throuxh with that, even if he duesu’t see
the whole cut he ¢an make cut the head, and
then he can’t rest satistied until he sees the
budy, tail and feet us well. J. 8. T.
———, N. M.—The inclosed £10 is to be ap-
iled as follows: Three dollars for iuclosed
ist of tracts and the rest for subscriptions
and recruit subscriptious as follows: . . .
1have started a clubino a small way here by
getting a Iew of my friends to come to my
house ouce a week to talk over the subjects
of social reform. I can see the good effeets
already. - J. ELLIOTT.

_These letters frommen whoare workinoare
full of suggzestion to the friends of our cause
who haven't yet commenced to work. There
is not a reader of THE STANDARD who caunot,
(if he:will but try, do somethiug for the cause,
by talking, by tract distributions, by recruit_

| subscriptions, by canvassing for Tz STAND-

‘arp. The army of workers grows, bat it is
still far too small.. The John Swmiths who sit

| idie, knowing the trath, and longing that

‘their neighbors should see it too, yet shrink-
ing from going out and proclaiming it, are
far too many. Areyou one of them? »

“These are our terms for subscriptions to
THE STANDARD: SR SR
One subscription, one year, . + .
One subscription, six months, . ..
Oue subscription, three months,
Three or more subscriptions

One vear,eacll, -« « o o
Six montbs, each, « o o o
Three moutbs, each, . . .

After the first ciubof three has been sent,
subsequent subseriptivas ‘may be forwarded
at the sume reduced rates. R s
- Recruit subscriptious, for fowr weeks, will
Yereceived, singly or in clubs, at fifteen cents,

The countributions to the recruiting fund

~during the past week have been as follows:

I8 G 0 PO SN U
g L0 ¥ L B L O SO S S SIS

)
B O P g

Jdo L. Shoeiaker il iinsidina

£6 70

1,918 0T

Total forthe week.........c.ooiiicuciiasians
Previeusly- acinowiedged..c... 00l

Tpi&xl}o date.;...’..‘.’...............‘.....y.,..".‘.. 1,955 v3

o A Proposal for Missieuary -Work.!
Detroit Evening News.
A workingman, writing to the Free Press,
a few days ago, suggested land reform as
the best thing for the redress of the griev-
ances the masses are complaining of. The
Free Press dismissed the subject editorially,
by the high and mighty declaration that the
proposition was bascd on the Geurge doctrine,
and was, by that fact, impracticable. An-
other workingman was so obtuse as not to see
that the puper’s mere dictum disposed of the
matter, atud he wrote to know where the im-
praciicabitity lay. Thereupon the Free Press
editor dcclared that the paper had no
room for any discnssion of the sub-
Juct because the George doctrine hiud
been discussed for years without practical
result. He proceeded, however, to poiut out,
to the everlusting coundemnation of the doe-
trine, that it would be impratticable in view
of the difficulties that would be met in trying
to solve the puzzles: “How large a lot is
cach workineman to have?” “Where is it to
be?  “Are Detroit workingmen alone to bave
lots#® Truiy, the discussions of years have
hud no practical resuiv iu the case of the Fivce
“ress editor. He hasw't read them. It wiil
be in order now for the advocates of the
George doctrive to send one of their number,
seme wan who ean scarcely perspire through
the grime of work that covers his face, whose
handsare stiff with calloused lumps, who spent
a very few yeurs in a primary schoul, who
has never read the Free Press, to tell that
paper’s conductor something of what George
teuaches and bundreds of thousands believe.
It may then dawn on the Free Press that the
George dectrine does not contemplate fixing
the size of unybody’s lot, nor telling him where
it wiil be, nor where he must come from if he
wishes to settle on it, nor anvthing else of the
kind whieh would be an interference with his
mdividual rights.  Or, perhaps, the columns
of the puper nught be lengthened slightly to
permit of a discussion in them, which appeurs
tu be s0 inuch needed, thouzh not desired.

Evidently the ““ Inter-Ocean ’”’ lHasn’t Learn-
ed the Diflereuce Between Land and Land
Values,

-Chicago Inter-Ocean.

But whuat is raw material? It is something
produced without lubor, and therefore sonie-
thing in which cheapuess may be attained
without lessening the purchasing power of
any body. of citizens. If so, it would be well
Lo remove import duties. But ioquiry will

‘['show that there is bnt one thing which can

truly be spoken of as raw material, and that
a tiung not capable of import or export, and
a thing which, moreover, the most advanced
of living free traders insists upon as being
the only thing properly subject to taxation.

‘For land is the ouly raw material known to
ard or masufactwe | Ll

_day, made 2 stutement with rezard te

“which the lands are sold for.

THE WAGE VIORKERS OF CONNECTICUT.

What They Receive in Wages and What It
Takes to Live.

The following questions, printed in the
blank form issued by the Counecticut buregg
of labor statistics for the purpose of as-
certaining the condition of the workiug men
and womea of the state, indicate the cha.ra‘c-
ter of the work undertaken by the commuis-
sioner:

By whom and where are you employed!
How many hours are you employed daily!
How often are you paid? Do you belong to
any labor organization! Any other organt-
zation? Have you engaged in a strike or
been locked out during month! Which? What
was the cause of the strike or lockout? What
was the result? Have you life or accidert in-
surance? If so, how much? Do your employ-
ers keep a storc!f Do you trade there! Do
you own a home?! Is it mortgaged? If so, for
how much? Whatrate of 1aterest do you pay
on mortgage! Have you accumulated any
savings during former vears!? Have your
earnings been enough to support your family?
Have you run in dcbt? What are the dis-
cases peculiar to vour occupation? What is
the average daily produet of your labor?
State amount daily produced. Have you
ever been in business? What? Amount of
cupital?  Why did vou give it up?

Besides these are other questions relating
chiefly to earnings and cxpenses.

forty-six fumilies.

of the state and represent twenty-uine occu

pations: B ‘ ' : o

Number of families. . ii.iiaia: ;

Numtber of persous. i iiiiiiiiiiaiaey

Average per family.. ..oy ceeeie
A ~Averag

: »fOI' cilens

“amount.
46 fathers....$2,006 95 -
2 motherscced o 4 00
14 sons e S84
6 dauglters.. 11500

Total......$2,415:36 . .
Average monthly income per family
Average monthly income ‘periperso
Average duily income perfamily
Averuge daily income per person

o Expenses, o

Groceries and vegetables,
Meat amd sl e O
Clothing, boots,
Yucl and lighti
Rent......0o0
Sueiety dues’and
Medicine and mex
Family help..:
Education, books,
Insurance, mteres
All sther expénses

~ Total...
Average, montlly,
Average, monthiy; perp
Average, daily, per family ..
Average; daily, perperson. ..

Excess of family expensesover:f:
Average pertamity ;.. ‘
Excess’ of expern:
wages, ., .
Average per fumi
S en. Boys. Girls.
Number of occupations ) 3
Hours daily..i o :
Duays per-meonth
Averuge age. il . :
No. getting less:lhan average wuges, .25
No. expendiug less than the average 7
wages. .o S O JE S S SRS
Lowest wages, daily. ..o 0 o o0l 17
Highest wages, dadly. oo il 8

Heaps of Thinkiug Goinx“o‘n,in;‘Ckli‘nkﬂd‘a:

Hamilton, Ont, Times. . - °
Mayor Howland, of Toronto, in hisevidence

befure the Royal iubor commission the othe

! : the
housiug of .the poor.  We quote:
There is too little ‘system hiere: he hel

ter of the housaes of the poorer’ clisse in A
place,anditoodittje air room: Hedondemnéd espec
the practice of buildtag one house onthe backior
lot ehind anothier og-the stie Again the prs
ot putting anwnber.of fiumiies in one
introduvediin: Toronto, and itn

Knew of any number-of ¢ases where [y

in two rooms. s Helrechmuiended:

of house bullding and sanitat

goverument inspection.. :

- If Mr. Howland expects to make.

y | as a social reformer, St

thing more radical thun placing house build-

1 ing-and sunitation under-government _inspec-
“tion. - He must be aware that speculation - in
“city lots bas caused prices of laud in Toronto
“to rise, and itix dearuess of land, not scarcity |
of labor or of building material, ‘that makes |
‘| house rents high and drives workingmen out
{ into the suburbs. “1f he will compare the as-

sessment rolls with the records of land sules,

he will ascertain that vacant lots are assessed

fur taxation at-values away below the prices

to the remedy for the evil which he deplores.
Let vacaut lands be taxed more highly and
their vwners - will either build houses upot
them or dispose ol the laud to somebody wi

will build houses.

~ The Vatue of Location,
Correspondence Beaumont, Texas, Free Speech.f
 Land on the outskirts of the city of Dalla
is worth 3100 per ucre; yet equally fertile

land in the Punhandle is worth but §1 per
acre; that 1s, equal labur avplied to either

will produce cqual atncunts of wealth. Why
this difference in value? Simply because of
the proximity of market, the laculty of ex-
chunge, the hundred and one advantacres that
are the resuit of the growth of the com-
munity, the pressure of popuiation. This is
the value the landlord now receives which
the single tax theory would appropriate to
the community; and therefore, dense popula-
ticns, requiring the more expensive govern-

ment, would pay the greater shure of govern-

nieut expenses. :

And What About Landlordism ir Americn?

Lasidon Cliristian Commonweitith, st
Landiordism hangs upon England’s back

just as the old-man-of-the-sea hung upon Sin--

bad’s—a dead wuizht that must either be
pushed off or will putl England down., We
are alt acreed that this is the case in Ireland:
Aud yet it is ouly less so in England because

the landiords ave of kindred race with their’

people and beecause—though thisis not always
a boun—they live more commouly upon their
estates, , '
possible industry in cither country by reliev-
ing it of the burdea of ministering Lo the
luxury and indolence of a class that ‘‘toils
not, neither does it spin.,” This is the true
remedy for agricuitural depression.

CURE T:DEAF

Prer's PaTexT [MIROVED CUUSHIONED EaR DRUMn
Pevieetly Rextere tne Heanring, and perform the
vork of the natural drum. Invisible, comfortable end
always in position.  All eonversation and even whispers
heard distinetly. Send farillusirated boek with testimori.
als, 'S isdie Address i, HISCUX, 353 Broaaway, N, Y.
Please niention paper, L

GuAm,i«;s B. SCHAIDNER,
PHOTOGRAPHER.,

230 Third avenue, cor. 124th street,
- Now York. :

Children’s Photographs bLV 1nstantaneous procem .

specinlty

";\ MEN . BOGAN, PRINCIPALAG EN"I‘
for James Means' $3 and $4 shoos,

uear Prince street,

FYil e ~iNGLE TAX.

Special edivivns of ready-printed newspapers con-
twising curreil Siagle Tux reading matter.  All sizes;
low prices,
street, New York,

——

OLLAND'S
COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS,
1.5 rourth avenue,
Bet. 13th and 14th sts.

: The bu-
reau has just issued an abstract of the re-
ports for the month of Octobe?, received from.
They cume {rom all parts

Hereis aclew ||

Agricuiture  can only ve rendered o
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COMPANY (Ld.)
‘ T and 49 Center st., N. Y. o
. BOOK, JOB AND NEWSPAPKR PRINTIN

W)
A

N

a1 |
0
1t *

.,' "!.m ,“gnﬂﬁ:@_—

\i“‘l

Q‘—"

—\’\ )

«queBg

S

8O EVERY MA

BUY IT ONL

A RELIABLE WATCH FOR THE PEOPLE

BOWERY & GRAND ST, N.

A NTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.

'REV. EDWARD McGLYNN, D. D., PRESIDENT.

Tﬁe.,t!'xirty-nrh:h ‘public meeting of :hgfsoc-iéﬂby wil

_THE ACADEMY OF MUSIC

d‘u;is‘sgiOn“tree to Family Gtrgle.y ﬁa\lc‘qnv and Circle:
es 10 cents. Orchestra and Orchestra Circle
ents.. Prosgeniut Boxes 50.cents: -
Tickets o 'sale at the Anti-P

30 Cooper Unfon.
Box office at Academy open at €:30 p. m. Sunday.

HE ANTI-POVERTY
1In Philadelphia will hold meetings every Sunday
i'éning during. December athght.s of L:ibo: pmil,‘
306 Gerard avenue. Commencing Jan!, 1559, 4 ‘
hall, Broad street a.‘mj‘ qu'»rmonﬁ :#s'édﬁe.
u‘s‘ines‘s‘ ‘meeting will befheld‘ "“I‘hn‘r‘s'dziy‘.k Jim.s‘ 88, ain;

1dFellows® hall, qomer‘széa'dl and Sygrlhgl‘ Garden

treets. Everybody inii;éa to'atL_én“d.“* G

By order Executive conmmittee, R

: : WAL J. ATKINSON, President,
J. H. MCINTYRE, Secretary:

EMBERS OF
ticns and others wishing to cauvass for sub-

_scribers to this paper on a liberal commission are
in‘“‘vlted to send thelr names and addresses to tﬁc
publishers of THE STANDARD, 25 Ann street, Ncw
 York. : "

‘ OO LABOR LIBRARY .~306 STAND-
‘e ARD works by 24 authors—>Mitrx, Dar-
vin, speacer, Huxley, Krupotkin, Rechus, Hyndman,:

“Greonlund, Bebel, Annie Lesant, Lassalie, Bradliugh,
.George. Speeches of anarchisis and trinly eve., bound:

3 vols,; cloth, §5; postpaid, 8352 Complete list

maliled frec. MODERN PRESS, :
: 250 1-20) Bowery, New: York.

'PROTECTION OR FREE
' TRADE? “

Do high f\véggs necess
: OI ad‘jgnmgés;, and a
~ . for protection.

_ The Development of
k j‘Pf‘oteEtiogfa.nd p;odixu
" Effectof prb?.,e"c-tx’o‘r‘x:‘(‘) An
2 Pi'oteccion"azi;i jw:igés.
" The abolition of i;r/ojtec fon
o Lnadequacy of.the trée"_t‘x"a‘de’ ars

:”Oiie Volm'ne.‘;‘ Price, (‘,}l’o“th‘. S >
el - - 33 Cents.

8383

LABOR ORGANIZA-

PRINCE ALBERT COAT AND VEST,
SATIN LINED THROUGLOLUT, TO
i i 818

TIN LINED ‘
MEASURE, FROM. ....ocuecnrerunns

OLPPOSITE RIVINGTON 8T,
samples and SeifeMeasurement
Mailed o Applicatioa.
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THOUSANDS OF THE BEST

GOLD
WATCH

EVIR MADS AZD SILLING I CT3

g . : : :
CO-OPERATIVE CLUBS.
This s the Best. Chreapes?, :
PMiest Convenient, ‘
Angd only co-operntive Sysiem of relling watche
The watchers are American Lever Srem Winders,
containing every esseniial 10 sccuracy and durabi
ity, and have, in addition, numerous patent
provements found in nootlier. watehn
soluteiy the only Deest Dan
Lmenfamadeinih R

CrStews Wind and

made.- They are fu
accuracity.

-Onr Co-operative. Cing
thereach of every one..

We want an active, T Hble re
resentative in EYERY CITYX
TOWN, S i :

Heavy profits auarantecd od

VWrite for fuil particaiars.,

The Keystona W:

P.0. Box 928,

CBitnaenreshl B
. Bostes, Mass
Philadaipni
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