“TOLL CATE

Fothing doing i the crowd here.
4 & breath of fresh air. Lots of vacant land

thar toll gate as long as the crowd stands for it

Say, Unels, what's the chunce of locating on a bit of that land?
Some of ds could get a Living out thers, 4

Pisnty land, Scn. bat I have to guard

Hm! where do we get off, Uncie?

OF the eacth, T guess—'till you wake up an

4 singietax that toll gate out of sxistence,
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Hingle Tax 18 no tax at all. 1t the equitable payment o society for the privilege of
exclusively withholding from society a particular land site—a more faverable location.

Single Tax is the fair, decent, honest, Eindly, humane way of apportioning the Iand-—by the
living to the living. )

Single Tax removes all taxation from labor and industry.

it recognizes use and occupancy as the only walid title 1o land. Lt kills land monopoly and
I+ increases the demand for labor by en-

nakes private ownership possible and profitable.
couraging building, and it redutes cent.
Single Tax is the golden rule applied by society at the base of life—to the jand.—Luke,
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What mortai makes or adds an inch of land?

O’er earth let him alone stretch forth the hand
Of lustful ownership—and sun and air

And destiny and even life command!
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IMPORTANCE OF THE LAND ISSUE

~® HILE to abolish the entire system of farming, trading, and manufac-

g turing for private profit and replace it with an ideal industrial sys-
“tem of production and distribution for welfare instead of profit—
while such may or may not be a desirable end toward which to work, there is
nothing at present to indicate the possibility of attaining it in this country
within the life time of this gﬂneratlon

And if this is true, then there is no revolutionary party, and no party of

economic or industrial reform, now offering any program of fundamental
measures for the immediate and substantial relief of the masses from the in-
human greeds and strifes of today, with their bllhonalres, paupers, child labor,
slums, tenement life, disemployment, high prices, wage slavery, and the dis-
couragement of 1ndustry by the imposition of heavy taxes on production and
business enterprise.
‘ This is not in criticism of the Socialist party—or of any party. It is
merely the statement of 2 fact based on the simplest and most obvious rule of
economic procedure. Which rule is: That any advantage, short of the total
abolition of the profit system; any advantage such as cheap gas or water gained
by municipal ownership, high wages secured by direct action or by special legis-
lation, better transportatlon faczlltle , sanitary housing and city betterment

work generally——all these and all other advantages will accrue only to the land-
lords, will be added to rent, will be confiscated by the absorbers of the unearned
increment, will enable commodity prices to rise still higher, will here and thare
change the personnel -of rich and poor by some Iucky or unlucky chance, but will
in no wise relieve the distress and poverty of the masses. '

The owners of land {10 per cent of the population, I believe, or at any rate

a very small proportion)—the owners of the land are in absolute control of the

economic and industrial situation, and have the power to dictate, and do dictate

{albeit in very subtle and complex ways) the terms upon which every industry
and every person shall occupy the land.

The industrial scheme of civilization is very intricate; nevertheless thru all
its labyrinthine mazes a few fundamental truths stand out clearly and boldly for
all to see who care to see them. And of these bald facts the first and most im-
portant is that whatever part of a society owns the land that part has the power
of life and death over all the rest of society. Xor the first—as the last—requisite
of man is the land. Having the land he can get whatever else he may want and
have the wisdom and strength to take, but without land he has no power to take
anything—or, Supposing he should acquire power to take over all the industries
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before he gained the land, what would he do with them? FEven airships, day
dreams, and poetry come from the land, and can only exist upon sufferance of those
who own the land.

Manifestly every human being should have a footheld, or its squivalent, on
the land without let or hindrance from any other human being, for whoever has
power to estop another from the land over him has the power of master to slave,
Manifestly every person in a decently organized society must have a home, a work-
shop, a farm (or its equivalent as he may please) on accessible, nearby land-—of
which there always was, everywhere is, and forever will be in a sane universe an
abundance to supply the normal requirements of whatever population may any
where assemble. But since the land is of limited area, manifestly no
one should be permitted to monopolize, hold idle and vacant, a single foot of land
so long as any ave landless, or to the detriment of anyone, causing him to travel
over miles and miles of idle, vacant, unused land in order to reach, far in the
wilderness away from his kin and the refining influences of urban life, a piece
of land upon which he may freely live.

Manifestly land monopoly spells slavery and there can be no freedom till all
have aceess to the land. Communism or Socialism may or may not come in the
future, as future generations may elect, but first of all there must he—Individual
Oceupancy of the Land, ,

We have not now 2 systers of private ownership in land (or of anything else
searcely}). What we have now is a system of Land Monopoly—a very few peo-
ple monopolize the land and are thus enabled to monopolize about everything else.

The land monopoly proceeds as to acreage first and when this is all fenced in
by monopely titles, then the Value of the Land in and near cities is found to have
increased, and this land value which is created by all the people alike and is
nothing more than Population Value-—a value ereated entirvely by the density of
population—is appropriated by a few private individuals. This population value
now is of almost inestimable enormity—and it goes into a few Private Pockets!

It is called the Unearned Increment.

is there the shadow of doubt in the minds of fair and humane persons, that
this unearned increment should go to the people who create it—the Whole People?
And is there any deubt that if it went to the whole people it would prevent dive
poverty, relieve acute disiress, cure wage slavery and disemployment, and abolish
child slavery? To answer that question in the negative is to ignore the simplest
and most firmiy established facts of political economy.

How shall it be got to the whole people? o

By inauguration of the Single Tax on land values. No other method has
aver been suggested or even dreamed of ; there is no other way. Single Tax in
its simplest forin is as absclute as arithmetic. :

By Single Tax is meant the abolition of all other taxes except that on the bare
selling value of the naked land, and the imposition of this fax to the full extent of
the value. That is bingle Tax, unlimited.

it is not at all likely that the entire nation, or any sufficient part of it, can
giiekly be taught to see so simple and fundamental a truth; therefore Single-
taxers are not sanguine of being able to apply immediately their entire remedy
in all its beautiful and harmiess simplicity. And indeed many devout Single-
taxers are indisposed o advocate the full remedy at once.

But this glaring fact is true of Single Tax, as it is of no other revolution-
ary or veform program—ihat even its moderate application in its mildest form
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brings immediate, actual, and lasting relief to the whole people who need it
most—and this relief neither monopoly prices nor rent can take from them.

The immediate revoeation of all laws providing for the assessment of
buildings and of personal property, as the first step toward Single Tax, will
work hardship to no one engaged in legitimate business, and will give ample
time and notice for the capital now engrossed in speculation to reinvest in pro-
ductive and useful enterprises.

Even so mild a measure of relief as thiz eould not be accomplished in less
than several years, since doubtless Monopoly and Speculation will fight it fo the
last ditch thru the last court. But if the pecple want it they can have it; they
always do have what they want, what corresponds to their superstition or to
their enlightenment, and there is no power to keep it from them. The public
is blind, stupid, and narrowly selfish mostly; its voice is the voice of ignorance
and passion. Yet such as it iz every member of it is bound by its verdict, and
the only hope for the present or the future lies in raising the mass intelligence to
the point where it shall no longer be swayed and molded by Monopoly and Greed.

As soon as the people have wisdom encugh merely to take the taxes off
industry and place them on monopoly and speculation, industrial conditions will
be permanently bettered. In and near the cities building operations will steadily
and enormously increase, since the holders of vacant sites will be forced to build
on them in order to zet a sufficient revenue to be able to hold them.

This increased building will raise wages in a natural manner, as when two
jobs seek one man instead of a dozen men competing for one job. Wages will
go up, normally and permanently.

And rent will go down. Rent will go down to a fair and normal interest
on the capital actually invested. Tenants wilt no longer be required to pay rent
equal to the interest on advancing ground values.

© Twenty years ago Jones bought a lot on Broadway for $20,000. Now it is
worth $200,000—$150,000 of Unearnsd Increment. Whatever the cost of his
building, be adds that $180,000 of Unsarned Increment to his “capital invested”
and the tenants who rent from him have to pay interest on the entire amount,
That’s what makes rent so high-—and the landlord complains that he is “earn-
ing” only a few per cent on his “investment”—on the people’s investment he
means, for it is population alone, the Whole People of a community, that created
the $180,000 increase now charged up in rent. Under Single Tax rent will go
down—way down till a fair interest on the actual capital invested is reached.

This will not happen drastically, suddenly, to the disruption or the disor-
ganization of the social status. But gradually and surely—to the enrichment
of the whole people and to the final utter routing of the multi-millionaire. Both
he and the pauper must go. They will go peaceably and kindly—or they will
o by sabotage and syndicalism. Humanity cannot and will not wait for the
far-off establishment of the Socialistic state. It can come afterward, if the
people want it, and when they want it. Evidently a sufficient number of the
people do not now want it. Whether I, or you, ever will want it is of no cense-
quence. Here and now we are looking at things as they are. Pretty rotten,
they are—monopoly, speculation, and special privilege gone mad!

And Single Tax is the only thing that can give immediate and substantisl
relief. All the plundering interests know this, if their victims the people, don't.
These interests (monopoly, speculation, and special privilege) fear Single Tax
above all other “reforms,” because they understand it. They rely upon their
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(:Gutz*ts baf’:k%}d by the army to suppress Syndicalism and the general strik
”}&fhll@ Samailsm they have ceased to fear because its only {i?ai’i;f@ii %0‘ ;;ihem ; e(i
1*?, only relief to the people lie in the remote future when its party shall %e
; ;e(;%éitfznough to take over the whole government--—-a doubtful contingency, at
But_ bingle Tax they fear today and tomorrew and are spending vast su
fo uzg;? the voters from its adoption. o
0¥ - et s ot 1 7 1 2
humarllngeliteggﬁefgegrm;ﬁ OPE?};)@ S%Clahsm’ o Fi?rndiqahsm, N :plan for
o ; . ) y scheme for a more harmonious social and industrial
ife, “It merely says to distressed humanity:
o I Efv’ﬂilrefz_t(zreﬁ to the .pee;ﬁe their lanids, their mines, their highways, rail-
roads, water rights and waterways. I will restore to the people the land values
which they alone have created in and near the citics. I will restore to the eo gl
zé,l! that *{nonopa%y} speclation, and special privilege now take 'ifmz;ﬂ ﬂ:ﬁn p?
will fix the public values in the public name, vest the fundamental "5’?11%}11}-;}?1:1591"
ests permanently in their rightful owners, making possible the prifvazéi@ Wﬂé;
ship of all land and making forever impossible the monopoly ofland.” )
w Sf:—:ang@ that ali sincere soecial reformers and revolutionists eannot unite
in S:{i simple and straightforward a program! It binds them to no futare
;:;}:11:3, ﬂl;llrf ‘t}éiéway go ]m} greater betlerment, hinders no further step toward
farger ends—does not c¢laim to be fi it is—I{S— i i
i substantios sicf ot {mig* be firal, but it is—IS—fundamental!l And it
_ Perhaps this is why some oppose it, fearing that relief and a measure of
social betterment will make the mass content short of the full cup iiﬁ%!zﬁ this is
false reasoning. The course of human development digproves it. . Those v;ho
have nothing are the last to agitate for better conditions. Human ambition
fﬁedsfﬁ Sfugcegs; sickens and despairs on failure, Human needs ;i’ncréaseias
fhgym?);Z ae . Thi more Immen have thg: more they want; the more they have
t-‘lﬁ e courage is theirs to demand still more. Living men will never be
%?;flee% Ihflffcttisﬁ:ed man, at either end of the social scale, is a dead one.
N éﬁeat;x;ggs il;{;h;h p@‘?erty and bring a measurable degree of leisure and
2 greater » 258 th-z : ;ggemgﬁ i(L)nlty :mjéelhgent people are fit for a better social
e futile and Mortcal orts to enforce Utopia on an unintellizent people
[ O alif, :
Weﬁ{;ﬁiel eT gn Eahf@{igl}éf, we are on the the threshold of enfering the Single Tax
ge. The ast legislature submitted to popular vote, at the general clection in
the fall of 1914, a coustitutional amendment enabling any city or county in the
ftft;u ‘t.g failjmnw;tre all taxation on buildings, improvements, and perséng}i prop-
ot ty f:;tf;%?;_;z jt.:_hm} fra:nehlses, which means, of course, the power to wraize all
reya:nue&«;‘by assessing land values—instead of industry., It is only an enabling
a:cti bl_ut & necessary step toward the inauguration of Single Tax li'mited 0?"
u,nhmte:zl@, as the people at future elections may decide. All the Igﬁ’eé"%étéz;v in-
terests of the state are combining to defeat this initial step, and pr'ol;g?;{iy‘haif
2 _??]'H?"Q.n @;ﬂam or more will be spent to “educate” the farmer to vote
¢2,4111‘1§-ﬁ1i3 ki%}e}f wiil lie to him and to the home owner, telling that Single Tax
Z‘ﬁ:;: *1;;; "C!m ;i farm and home; and all their harlots of the daily nress will
:m i a‘;lw;w; é E:r‘»{m gﬁ; i;sﬂa.ix?fa};s “ana‘.g“chy and.chaos’ that threatens Monopoly—
“Bunk” ie cm*;e;%% o aw and (_3rder-"‘ that gains Monopoly another advantage.
R prren - coin m America a.n_d for meaningless phrases the people yield
] and, their earnings, their children, themselves. Fake North.
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To Realize Actual Christianity

O T MAY e afar cry, as the aver-

age maen thinks, from the inhuman
5 of now to a time when even
the average man will refuse to take more ‘than
hiz meagrest necessities so long as a single
member of his society is in want, yet zs an ideal
it is worth holding and of its “impracticability”
1 am unpersuvadad,

What is there 10 indicate it? Nothing more
than there was to deny the practicability of
automebiles and airships—“vehicles never had
been propelied that way; men never had flown”
—unwarranted assertions based om the flimsy
history of a scant 5000 years in the total of
400,000 adimitted by paleontology, whilz geo-
logy clamors for the addition of three ciphers.
VWe are as ignorant of human conditions in the
remote past as we are of Jupiter's inhabitants.

Wor is the usual cry of sentimentality valid.
T¢ is the lack of kindness that is sentimental
and irration 1t is the humane emotioas that
bend to reason, produce a healthiul strength,
and give sugmented facility for the attainment
of whatever dssires may spur man to action.
[ the golden rule itself, with all its snmesh~
ment of cant, be not strictly a scientific proced-
are applicable alike to general laws and specific
instances, resulting in the greatest human at-
tainment by the least effort, let it be cast out
as a mawkish toy for salaried preachers and
the Sabbath rusings of millionaire philanthro-
pists.

That it has no other use today is due to our
wonderfnl faculty for keeping sentiment and
thought in widely separated compartments.
Business is business we say, meaning business
is heartless and soulless. And thought must
not enter into feeling, care guide art, nor reason
sift the kindly impulses—axioms of yesterday.
But change is coming fast. Wen are learning
how, and soon will become, kind to each other.

Stranger things came to pass in physics and
metaphysics during the decade that ushered
sutormobiles, wireless telegraphy and electrons.

greed

Are sthics immune from development and dif-

fusion—4the human heart in mass unresponsive?

Mothing so indicates to my comprehension,
while everything demonstrates the universality
of expansion, growth, change. We may not
transcend the ethics of Buddha, but those of
Jesus may be more intelligently understood
and given place in social life—it may be—who
can prove to the contrary? A thousand things
show an awakened social conscience and a
quickened sense of fairmess in the individual
’I‘rufz, we still trade in human welfare, gain
profit from Bife, and the market place is a

wrothel for the prostitution of talent, gemius,
mentality, art, and letters. Bui we're greatly
ashamed of it. Sympathies and seatiments are
hroadening in pace with the new environment.
Human consciousness is growing more sensi-
tive, responsive, and expansive. It reaches
round the globe and at least feels if it does not
relieve the distress of a single soul in the anti-
podes. Its greater acuteness, sophistication,
and increasing information are producing an
actual morality to replace the artificial codes;
and all this is being intensified by the same
accelerating influences that hasten the discav-
ery of the weightless motor, the perfection of
the airship, and the transmutation of matter.

Is it so wild a guess to prohpesy a time when
men will be decent and kind to each other?
They would be so now were it less difficule,
7iyman beings are not ontside the great scheme
of Things wherein bodies move along the lines
of laast resistance. Men would be kind to each
other now were they free to move that way.
Prostitution would cease over night were it as
zasy to obtain the necessities and comforts of
tife without it. Human consciousness is search-
ing for the kinder way; not every individual
part of it, but in the mass it is heartsick of the
bread strife and nauseated with profit. The
poor hunger for enough and the rich would
yield their surplus for the approval of men.

But something bars the way. The ancient
perfidies and “immedicable woes” hang on. Mo
one is free to be kind in a large and worth while
way. No one is free to forgo his advantage, if
he is fortunate encugh to have one. Were the
richi to impoverish themselves tomorrow the
gain would be inconsequential to the poor,
were the land still subject to monopoly, its
population values still appropriated. by private
owners, and government still granted indivi-
dual privileges. The few reap and the many
want automatically, with little malice en either
side, and the only change that one or a group
could effect would be to exchange the psrson-
nel of rich and poor. This matter of clearing
the way for the innate kindness of human na-
ture to assert itself, of leaving the individual
free to be decent and straightforward in his
dealings without fear of poverty, is a social
problem, and the most that anyone can do o
heip solve it—was done by Henry George when
he wrote Progress and Poverty, and is now
being done by his fortunately endowed disciple,
one Joseph Fels, a Jew.

$3od’s chosen people are the Jews—they ad-
mit it

“But chosen for what?” was asked of Fels.
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“To bring Christianity to the world,” shot
the answer-—which iz something more than a
joke, if examined carefuily. He meant of course
the teaching of jesus. Christianity when judged
by it shell is denounced azs a failure. 8o
Democracy 15 accounted unrightecus when
indged by an alien value. But Christianity
is not prigons, puritanism, prostitution, prop-

erty; it iz the absence of them. Nor is Democ-
racy the rule of the majority, but its negation
Hqual freedom, and the desire of no man to
coerce or take advantage of another., The mod-
ern world knows nothing about Christianity
or Democracy, and for that reason is so ready
to judge them; but its judgment is at least
premature,

Two Christian Jews—Fels and France

OT every Jew reveres the teaching of
the first Christian; some of them care

{ as liitle about it a2 s the Christians
themselves. But there has always been in Jewry
a conspicuous number of wirtuzl Christians and
among these, of two who are writing large their
names on the Twentieth century, I am haply
reminded by the coincident arrival of Anatole
¥France's tale of the French revelution and of a
package of Bingletax pamphlets by Joseph Fels.
The book is from the John Lane Company,
notable makers of many beautifud books. The
pamphlets come from Dan Kiefer, beloved as
the “Mendicant General” of the Singletax
movement. It may jar the rigid propagandists
to have their “angel” compared with a mere
teller of stories; and likewise the complacencies
of sacrosanct literaturia may be shocked by the
contrast of so great an artist with 3 “mere pro-
pagandist.” But France is a combatant among
mortals as well as an Olymplan of philosophy
and Iterature, Brandes gives an engaging pic-
ture of him addressing a Parisian audience of
6000, on a topic which, however broad its ap-
plication, is toc him of personal concérn. I
have struggled in vain against the intruding
temptation to quots {rom an intensely charac-
terigtic speech; and so, passing the local refer-
ences to Nationalism, enjoy this condensation
and translation by Ceorge Brandes (in Contem-
porary Men of Letters Series, McClure Com-
pany) of Anatole France on the Yellow Peril:

The Eurcpean powers have accustomed them-
selves, whenever any breach of order occours in the
great Empire of China, to send out troops—either
one Fower independently or several in combination
~-which troops restore order by means of theft,
viclence, plunder, slaughbter, and incendiarism, and
pacify the country with guns and cannons,

The unarmed Chinese do noi defend themselves,
or defend themselves badly. They are slaughtered
with agreeable facility. They are polite and cere-
menions, but we reproach them with a want of good
will toward Huropeans. Owur complaint against them
iz of the same nature as M, Duchaillw’s complaint of
the gorilia.

That gentieman shot z fomale gorilia, She disd
clasping her young one to her breast. He tore the
voung anima! from itz mother’s arms and dragged
it across Africa to sall in Hurepe. But it gave him
jast cause of complaint, It was snsociable. It pre-

ferred dying of hunger to living in his society, and
refused to take food. *I was,” he writes, “unable to
overcome its bad disposition.”

We complain of the Chinese with as much right
as M. Duchaillu complained of his gorilla.

Thenr Brandes condenses: France went on to
speak of the yellow danger for Europe and demon..
strated that it was not to be compared with the
white danger for Asia. The yellow men have not
sent Buddhist missionaries to Paris, London and St,
Petershurg. Neither has any yellow military expedi-
tion landed in France and demanded a strip of terri-
tory within which the yellow men are not to be sub-
ject to the laws of the country, but to a court com-
posed of Mandaring, Admiral Togo has not come to
our country with a Heet, has not bombarded -the
harbor of Brest to improve Japan’s trade with France.
He has not sei fire to Versailles in the name of a
superior civilization and morality. He has not carried
off to Tokio pictures from the Louvre and porcelains
from the palace of the Elysee.

And in Franse's own word’s: It is generally ack-
nowledged thai the yellow races are not sufficiently
advanced to imitate the white so exactly. It is re-
garded as doubtiul whether they can ever rise to such
a height of moral culture. How is it possible for
them, indeed, to possess our virtues? They are not

Christians.

France’s sympathies are world- and time-
wide, but he was probably urged from his cus-
tomary retirement to a public platform by in-
terests peculiarly personal—race prejudice—
and in his protest there is no constructive ideal.
From a deeper and truer basis, I feel, Joseph
Fels attacks this insistent, but subsidiary ques-
tion, of “Jew baiting” when he writes in the
London Jewish World:

If the Jews want to eliminate przjudice and injus-
tice they must not confine their zfforts to attacking
the prejudice and injustice that is directed against
themselves only. Let them devote their energies to
elimination of economic injustice which is oppress-
ing and crushing Jew and Gentile alike. Let them
forget or ighore their own peculiar grievances while
doing this work, and iiey will scon find gone forever
the prejudice indiscriminately directed at them as a
class. In the raanks of those siriving to abolish
poverty, unrsasonable prejudices die a natural death.

Elsewhere Wels pithily writes: “Prejudice is
not a result of thooght and so cannot be rea-
soned away.” Many students and wise men
do not keow the genesis of race hatred, but
Fels knows it and has stated it. When the
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rich and powerful cease to impoverish the many
the negro, the Asiatic, and the Hebrew ques-
tions will speedily solve themselves, When no
man shall hold of earth more than he can use
and none sieze more than his just share of
earth’s and labor’s produce, soon there will be
no aliens and the world will be found of snf-
ficient .area neighborly to house sven those
who differ with us in many ways. This is the
bigger truth to which Fels is devoting his
wealth and himself. Further in the London
letter he writes: N

Now why are Jews holding themselves aloof from
this movement? In some cases the rezson is lack
of information, but in too many instances it is due
to prejudice as unreasonable as that concerning which
they make so loud a complaint. In other cases ths
cause is fear lest the establishment of justice cause
a loss of unjust profits. These are anxious for jus-
tice only so long as it will cost them nothing. Fre-
quently these upholders of injustice to others contri-
bute largely to charity, endeavoring thus to give
some slight remuneration to a few victims of the
system they help to maintain. . . .

If the Jews will help to put in operation the re-
forms that will destroy the foundation of economic
injustice, they will soon find anti-semitism a thing
of the past. Such of them as decline to do so need
not complain when they realize that those who deny
justice to others deserve it not for themselves.

Of these two Jews now writing large their
names on the Twentieth century France is the
bigger physically, but not otherwise. They are
very different and yet much alike. Their sym-
pathies are of equal depth, as one may glean
from their writings and activities—and that
depth is as great as the human heart reaches.
No men have broader mental visions. Neither
is bound by creed or prejudice. France is
probably an Atheist, and Fels may be counted
a Deist—but these are only words; both love
Man first and “do not argue about God.” Both
are radicals and would institute actual Christi-
anity in a twinkling if they could. France is
not sanguine of “uninterrupted progress;” he
has seen the form of government change
nothing but the form—revolutionaries, republi-
cans, socialists clinging to the old greeds and
prejudices, reinstating the tyrannies that
doomed monarchy and empire. His faith is
rather in the power of thought, and he writes:
“The visions of the philosopher have in all
ages aroused men of action, who have set to
work to realize themi. QOur thoughts create
the future.” He has as little reverence for the
“sovereign people” as for any other sovereign
and offers them neither homage nor flattery.
Bevertheless he allies himself with their most
forward movements, and when reproached for
inconsistency replies: “Do you know any other
power capable of opposing that of the Church
and Nationalism?”

Strangely the land question, which in Russia
thri Tolstoy, and in other parts of Europe ow-
ing much to the brains, the money, and the en-
ergy of Joseph Fels, is a living issue, is not an
issue in France-~but Syndicalism is, and un-
dubitably there is little hope in it for one who
may be more interested in the destruction of
tyranny itself than in changing its form and ex-
changing the personnel of its victims and bene-
ficiaries.

Syndicalism with its definite program of ex-
propriation to be effected in the socialization of
industry by coercive force of the general strike,
and its immediate amelioration of wage slave
conditions thru sabotage, is a mass movement
of world-wide signficance that the thoughtinl
citizen will do well to ponder deeply and ac-
cept at even a little more than its face valae.
Syndicalism will abolish army, navy, and pris-
ons, not by physical viclence, but by the gen-
eral strike. But this is coercion and when will
coercion not spell tyranny? Whether the Syn-
dicslist tyranny is justified by iniquitous condi-
tions due largely to the apathy and narrow
geifishness of the more intelligent and better
educated portion of society were a futile en-
quiry. The important thing is that the new
tyrant looms big and imminent. We are as-
sured that he will be a benevolent tyrant, but
the assurance has a familiar sound.

“Whatever their sympathies for or agzinst
Syrdicalism both France and Fels would rather
have no tyrant than a new omne, and to effect
this larger end both write and talk to world
wide audiences. France’s books are translated
into many languages; Fels propagates Single
Tax in many lands. It is Fels’ task to show
that every tyrant must have a foothold on the
land and that to deny him this foothold and
restore the land to the whole people is o en-
abie them to dictate terms of occupancy o the
tyrant and even his tenure of life. Tyranny is
first 2 condition of the heart and mind, says
France, and all the power of his delectable art,
his subtle thought, and his delightful ironies is
directed against Superstition. He is a kindlier,
more subdued Voltaire and makes the most of
his natural advantage of coming after Vol
taire. He has the mind, and much of the lore
of the Eastern sage.

Fels is rather the Western giant, in power
and energy. He is keen, witty, incisive, ob-
vious. France is lucid, but you read him with
the greatest care to miss not the shading of a
word. Fels you may read and run, and be the
richer, too, for the reading; he writes much, he
writes well and fluently, and always io the
pcint. France is the greatest literary artist
in France. Both men were hwunbly born and




3 EVERY MAN—~Bept.-Oct., 1913,

lacked early advantages. Omne grew up to make
soap and the other te make books. Fels is
rated at two millions. Late in life France
gained recognition. Both live modestly and
spend very little on themselves—one from
choice—tho doubtless now France has an ample
income—ample enough, at any rate, to buy rare
books and the mummy of an Egyptian princess.
Her he would not consent to pack in the ship’s
hold coming down the Nile (as I am told by a
friend who made the voyage in the same ship)
—but kept her in his statercom, on his bed in
the daytime, and had to remove her 0 the floor
when he retired.

These are the two richest Jews in the world,
I think, tho many a banker could buy their com-
bined capital many times over. Bath of them
are disciples of the first Christian and in faith
¢hat the rule of kindness will ultimately prevail,
as strong as their beloved and iliustrious tribes-
man israel Zangwill. Their “eternal gospel of
jove” France preaches by indirection, by an
irony subtle, profound, compassionate, and very
flattering to the intelligence of his reader. His
gentle, devious and often patheiic satires pierce
the toughest armor of indifference and reach at
one thrust both the head and the heart.

Fels, tho as genial and persuasive as France,
is decidedly of the afirmative type. Being Jews
both are egoists, the Frenchman subiectively,
the American objectively. But the latter is not
obtrusive, mor a ratcous taiker on all sides of
the abvious and superficial. He has a big job
on hand and knows the value of conserving
time and strength. He can think—which “is a
great infirmity,” says France, from which “God
has mercifally preserved his greatest saints”
and those destined “to eternal felicity.” Had
Fels been a “mere literary man” his expression
would have resembled Zangwill's, which is the
opposite of France’s.

And both these Jews—one with a greater
learning, the other with a more immediate
hope; one with a deeper culture, the other with
greater daring-—are enemies of the established
disorder but of mo man; are gallant Knights
of Mancha, true iriends of the oppressed in all
lands, oblivious of race, creed, or color, keen
to the immemorial wrongs of the rich 10 the
poor, giving all they have, which is much, each
in his own way, to track the ancient demon
Human Gresd to his lair, and to hasten the
time when men will find it possible 1o be kind
to each other.

Lincoln Steffen’s Sketch of Joseph Fels

= TNCOLN STEFFENS has sketched,
in his delectably informal way, the
Philadelphia and London soap maker
who wanis o aholish conditions that make
millionaires and tramps {and knows how):

Five minutes after meeting Joseph Fels you
tnow him; in an hour you have the illusion that you
have always known him; and then, next, you feel
the certzinty that you always will know him. And
the reason for ihis is that he is all there all the time.
There isn’t much of bhim physically. He is just
ahout five {sat tell

“Thiz city will be bigger some day,” said a St
Louwis judge who was answering a spesch by Fels.
*You yourssl! are bigger than vou were when you
wers bhorn, aren’t you?”

“Not much,” satd Fels,

But this tiny body hasn’t anything to do with his
heing. Quick, nervous, eager, glad, his horsepower,
so to speak, is that of Theodore Roosevelt ‘He
fies at his work, like an insect; he is gay about it
“It's so easy,” he says.

And he has bumor and wit, His wit has been
sharpensd by the heckling he gets while campaign-
ing in England, but it iz founded on hamor, and hig
bumor is founded on his success in making monsy;
soap. too, but principally money: very mach money.

Y1t iz o easy,” he laughs, “"You get a monopoly.
Then wou get a kot of people to work for you, and

you give them as litde as you pleaze of all they
make. It's easy. as =asy as stealing.”

In his speech st the Chicago City lub (March 11,
1910) he said it was robbery. Addressing “the
Armours” and other rich men he said:

“Wa can’t get rich under present conditions with-
out robbing somecbody. Tve done it; you are doing
it now and I am sill doing it. Buot I am propoesing
to spend the damnable money to wipe out the sys-
tem by. which I made it.” And he invited all men
10 match him dollar for dellar in the fund he has
established (to “the extent of his swag,” as he put
it) to “abolish poverty.”

And he laughs; not maliciously, but with amuse-
ment; and some wonder. ‘

“Tgn't it strange?” he says. “They don’t see that.
They don’t think it robbery; they don’t believe I
mean what I say. And yet, the fact that T have
money gives me a certain authority, and so my
statement has the sensation of news. The truth I
utter is old, but it’s news beeause a rich man says i

And poking you in the ribe. he puts you in the
crowd znd laughs at vou. For he koows that you
alas think a little more of what he says because he
is a rich man. He can sege L

And that's the point ahout Fels. He sees. He has
ination; he sees the machinery of life as vividly
a5 2 mathematiclan sees a geometric hgure, or an
astronomer o constellation.  Biost men see stars.
“Or bread” said Fesis. helping out the expressiom,
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“or scap.” Fels sees the economics of soap-making,
bread ruaking and human exploitation.

“Mos: Jews do” he says. “That's why we suc-
ceed so well in business. We see it as a system, a8
a diagram. -And that's why we hate so to work for
wages. We can see that that’s no way to make
money. - That is the way to make scap =11 right,
and bread. But the way to make money is to get
kold of land or a iranchise; water, gas, trensporia.
tien; or, a food monopoly; any privilegs that rmen
must have the use of, and then—then haid e up 9
ge: the use of it; they won’t see it when you tell
them. Weil, we see it, we Jews, and—some others.”

It’s because Fels’ friends see what Fels sees that
they know him so well. And they know him so
quickly, becanse with his quick, sharp, explosive sen-
tences he has learned to present his peint of view,
his philosophy, his vivid picture of the world com-
pletely and instantly. Also his feelings abont it all

For Fels cares. He is deeply concerned about the
facts he laughs at.

«] didn’t use to be,” he said once. “T've been a
Single Taxer ever since I read George’s books. I've
seenl the cat for years. But I didn’t do much till I
was converted. And, strange to say, I was converted
by a Socialist. Single Taxers and Socialists don’t
agree; too often they fight. But it was Keir Hardie
who converted me to the Single Tax or, as I prefer to
¢all it, Christianity. I came home ona ship with bim
once and I noticed that he never thought of himself.
We were together all the time, all those long days
at sea, and we talked about England, America, poli-
tics, business—everything; and I talked and I thought
of myself. But Hardie didn’t talk of himself, and I
could see that he never thought of Keir Hardie.
He was for men.”

Fels paused, recalling those days evidently. Then
he resumed: ) - '

“WWeil, that did for me. I saw that I was nothing,
and that I was doing nothing, compared with a man
Like that. He saw and I saw, but ke worked. He did
things, and I saw that that made him a man, a happy
man and a servant of mankind. So I decided to go
to work, forget myself and get things done. And,”
he laughed again, “thal’s easy too. Not so easy as

mazling money; giving it away is harder than getting
it. Dut by careful management ! believe it can be
given back without doing much harm.”

And that is where Joseph Fels may achieve his
distinction among rich men. Fe may preve to be the
most successful of the givers of “tainted money.”
T+'s a business. Rockefeller has found that out
and Carnegie—they all have discovered that it is
tzrder to redistribute then to collect money. And
most of them really fail at it. Naturally. They
Jan't know how they take money. They think they
ake it. Fels knows that he doesn’t make it, that
i+ is made for him. He gets it, and he knows how he
gets it, and he sees that the system that makes the
rich rich makes the poor poor. Seeing that, ihere-
foya, he does not attempt to alleviate the misery he
helps to cause. He gives not a penny for relief,
either of individuals or classes. He poured out
thiousands in London to put the unemployed on va-
cant lands held for the rise, but his mind was 5ot on
‘he destitute: it was on the land. He saw no use in
fesding empty stomachs; he was trying to #il the
vacant heads of the poor and the overcrowded heads
of the rich with the sight of what men could do for
+hemselves if they could but get access to wasted
izand; land that was owned but not used. And he suo-
ceeded in part. .

The land is an issze in English politics now, and
Tels financed the agitation which made the land tax
in the Budget the question of the day. Which is
what he is up to in all countries. He is giving in
HEngland $25,000 a year; in Denmark, $5000; in Can-
ada, $5000 and so on—altogether $100,000 a year.
And he is offering to give $25,000 (or more} a year
for five years {or more) in the United States on
condition that Americans whe see the “land cat”
4411 match him dollar for dollar. The money is to g0
itto & fund which is to be spent to finance movements
which seem to be making most directly tovward the
cure of the causes of poverty.

«] want to make me impossible,” he says. "I want
to spend my fortune to make such fortunes as mine
impossible.”

And that’s a serious, worthy, happy oceupation for
a man of executive ability.

The Passion of Passions —Henry George

Beneath things he seeks the law; he would know how the globe was forged and the stars
were hung, and trace to their origins the springs of life. And then, as the man developes his
nobler nature, there arises the desire higher yet—the passion of passions, the hope of hopes—
the desire that he, even he, may somehow aid in making life better and brighter, in destroying

want and sin, sorrow and shame. He masters and curbs the animal; he turns his back upon the
feast and renounces the place of power; he leaves it to others to accumulate wealth, to gratify
pleasant tastes, to bask themselves in the warin sunshine of the brief day. IHe works for those
he never saw and never can see; for a fame, or maybe for a scant justice, that can only come
along after the clods have rattled upon his coffin lid. He toils in the advance where it is cold,
and there is little cheer from men, and the stones are sharp and the brambles thick. Amid the
scoffs of the present and the sneers that stab like knives, he builds for the future, he cuts the
trail that progressive humanity may hereafter broaden into a high road. Into higher, grander
spheres desire mounts and.beckons, and a star that rises in the East leads him on. Lo! the
pulses of the man throb with the yearnings of the god—he would aid in the process of the suns?
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An Enlightened Millionaire’s Religion

f OSEPH FELS is not greatly concerned to
save the souls of men and let their bodies
o o starve; he is callous to the needs of the
heathen for a “spiritual enlightenment” which
has not stayed its possessors from despoiling

the many for the enrichment of the few;

his belief in the “Brotherhood of man and the
Hatherhood of God” is more literal than
acadermic—all of which is admirably set forth in
his strong, terse, lucid answer to the dean of a
theological seminary’s request for a donation.
The dean’s letter:

Dear Sir—Having read much of you and your
many acts of charity and philanthropy, I write to
ask for a donation from you for cup institution,

It may seem strange that I ask this of one who
is not of our faith, vet I have read in some of your
speeches thai you meke no distinction of race, craed
or color, and that you regard all men as your
brothers; that you believe in the Brotherhood of
Man and the Fatherhood of (od. Thus you are
teaching what owr institution teaches, and our
school is doing, as best it can with Hmited means,
the work you are irying to do.

We are sadly in need of money, Many young
men who wish to enter our school and prepare
themselves to teach the Gospel of Christ are with-
ouit means to pay their beard and buy books, and
our mesans are 30 hmited that we cannct help them,
These young men, trained in our school to preach
the gospel, would, many of them, be fitted to carry
the Word to the heathen of forsign lands, and thus
be instrumental in dispelling the darkness that reigns
among millions of our brethren in other lands.

Can veou not help us? What would be a very little
to you would be a great deal to us, and might be the
means of saving many souls.

#Mr. Fels’ answer:

Dear Sir—Replying to your conununication, I am
at a loss to know where you bave read of my “acts
of charity and philanthropy” I am not a philan-
thropist and give nothing to charity.

When vou say I am pot of vour “faith,” I sup-
pose vou mean of your ereed. Let me state my
faith and we can see whersin we differ.

I believe in the Hatherhood of God and therefore
in the Brotherhoad of Man. By “Man” I mean all
men. oo far 1 suppose we agree.

I believe that the Creator freely gave the earth to
all of His children that ail way bave equal rights to
itz use. Do voui agree o that?

I believe that the injunction, “In the sweat of thy
brow shalt thou eat bread” necessarily implies “Thou
shalt not eat bread in the sweat of thy brother’s
prow.” Do you agree?

1 believe that all are vislating the divine law who
live in idieness on weslth produced by others since
they eat bread in the sweat of their brethers’ brows.
ko vou agree 1o that?

T believe that uo man should have power to fake
wealth he has not produced or sarned unless freely
given to him by the producer. Do you agree?

I beleve thai Brotherhood requires giving an
equivalent for every service received from a brother.
Do you agiee?

I believe it is blasphemous to gssert or imsinuate
that God hss condemned some of His children to
hopeless poverty and to the crime, the want, the
misety resulting therefrom, and has at the same
time awarded to others lves of ease and luxury
without laber. o you agres?

1 believe that involuntary poverty and involuntary
idleness are unmnatural and are due to the denial by
some of the right of others to use freely the gifts of
God to all. Do you agres?

Since izbor products are needed to sustain life and
since labor must be applied to Iand in order to pro-
duce, I believe that every child cemes into life with
Divine permission to use land without the consent of
any other child of God. Do you agree?

Where men congregate in organized society, land
has a value apart from the value of things produced
by labor; as population and industry increase the
value of land increases, but the value of labor pro-
ducts does not. That increase in land value is a
community-mmade value. Inasmuch as your power
to labor is a gift of God all the wealth produced by
your labor is yours, and no man nor collection of
men has a righ: ¢o take any of it from you. Do you
agree to that?

I believe the community-made value of land be-
longs to the community just as the wealth produced
by you belongs to you. Do you agree to that?

Therefore I believe that the fundamental evil,
the great God-denying crime of society, is the ini-
quitous system under which men are permitted to
put into their pockets, confiscate in fact, the com-
munity made values of land, while organized so-
ciety confiscates for public purposes a part of the
wezlth created by individuals. Do you agree to
that?

Using a concrete illustration: I own in the city
of Philadelphia 1134 acres of land for which I paid
$32,500 a few years ago. On account of increase of
population and industry in Philadelphia, that land
is now worth about $125,000. I have expended no
labor or money upon it. So I have done nothing to
cause that increase of $29,500 in a few years. My fel-
low citizens in Philadelphia created it and I believe it
therefore belongs io them, not to me. 1 believe
that the man-made law which gives to me and other
landlords values we have not created is a violation
of Divine law. I believe that Justice demands that
these community-made values be taken by the com-
munity for commeon purpeses instead of taxing enter-
prise and industry. Do you agree?

That is my creed, my faith, my religion, Do you
teach that or anything ke it, in your theological
school?  If pot, why not? I have a right to ask
since you have asked me for money. If you agree
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to my propositions but do not teach them, tell me
why. #f I 3m in error show me in what respect.

1 am using all the money I have to teach my
ereed, my faith, my religion as best I can. T am using
it a8 best 1 know how to abolish the Hell of civiliza-
fion, which is want and fear of want. I am using it
to bring in the will of our Father, to cstablish the
Brotherhood of man by giving each of my brothers
an equal opportunity to have and use the gifts of our
Father., Am I misusing that money?

If my relgion is true, if it accords with the basic
principles of morality taught by Jesus, how is it pos-
gible for your school to teach Christianity when it
ignores the science of government? Or Is your
school so different from other theological schools
that it does teach the fundamental moral principles
upon which men associate themselves in organized
government?

Do you question the relation between taxzation
and righteousness? Let us see. If government is 2
natural growth then surely God’s patural law pro-
vides food and sustenance for government as that
food is needed; for where in nature do we find a
creature coming into the world without timely pro-
vision of natural food for #? It is in our system
of taxation that we find the most emphatic denial of
the Fatherhood of God and the Brotherhood of Man,
because first, in order to meet our cornmon needs we
take from individuals what does not belong to us in
common; second, we permit individuals to take for
themselves what does belong to us in common; and
thus, third, under the pretext of taxation for public
purposes we have established a system that permits
some men to tax other men for private profit.

Does not that viclate the natural, the divine law?
Does it not surely beget wolfish greed on the one
hand and gaunt poverty on the other? Does it not
surely breed millionaires on one end of the social
scale and tramps on the other end? Has it not
brought into civilization a hell of which the savage
can have no conception? Could any better system be
devised for convincing men that God is the father
of a few and the stepfather of the many? Is not
that destructive of the sentiment of brotherhood?
With such a condition how is it possible for men in
masses to obey the new commandment “that ye
love one another?” What could more surely thrust
men apart, what could more surely divide them into
warring classes?

You say that you need money to train young men
and fit them “to carry the word to the heathen of
foreign lands, and thus be instrumental in dispelling
the darkness that reigns among millions of our
brethren in other lands.” That is a noble purpose.
But what message would your school give to these
young men to take to the benighted brethren that
would stand a fire of questions from an intelligent

heathen? Suppose, for example, your school sends
to some pagan country an intellizent young man
who delivers his message; and suppose an intelligent
tmean in the audience asks these gquestions:

“You come from America, where your religion has
been taught for about 400 years, where every small
village has one of your churches, and the grea: cities
have scores upon scores. Do all the people attend
these churches? Do your countrymen gencrally
practise what you preach to us? Does even a con-
siderable minority practice it? Are your laws con-
sistent with or contrary to the religion you preach
te us? Are your cities clean morally in proporiioa
to the number of churches they contain? Do your
courts administer justice impartially between man
and man, between rich and poor? Is it as easy for s
poor man as for a rich one to get his rights in your
conrts?

“You have great and powerful millionaires. How
did they get their money? Have they more influence
than the poor in your churches and in your Con-
gress, your legislatures and courts? Do they, in
dezling with their employees, observe the moral law
that ‘the laborer is worthy of his hire? . Do thay
treat their hired laborers as brothers? Do they
put children to work who ought to be at play or at
achool?

“Do your churches protest when the militia is
calied out during a sirike, or do they forget at such
timmes what Jesus said about the use of the sword?

“After four centuries of teaching and preaching
of your religion in your country, has crime disap-
peared or diminished, have you less use for jails, are
fewer and fewer of your people driven into mad-
houses, and have suicides decreased? Is there a
larger proportion of crime among Jews and infideis
than among those who profess Christianity?”

I do not attack Christianity. The {oregoing gues-
tinns are not intended as criticism of the great mmoral
code underlying Christianity, but as criticism of the
men who preach but do not practice that code.
You may accuse me of “unbelief,” but that is no an-
swer. If you have any criticism to make of ms or
any accusation to bring against me, answer the gues-
tions first. Give me straight answers, and I wiil
give straight answers to any questions you may
put to me. My contention is that the code of morzals
taught to the fishermen of Galilee by the Carpenier
of Nazareth is all embracing and all sufficient for our
social life.

I shall be glad to coniribute to your theclogical
school or to any other that gets down to th: bed
rock of that social and moral code, accepis it in s
fuilness, and trains its students to teach znd preach
it regardless of the raiment, the bank accounts, the
social standing or political position of the persons
in the pews. w—Joscph Fels.

The only man who lives up to his ideals is the man who has none. For ideals are in the
realm of thought which is fluidic, and wherever thought is active ideals keep a measurable pace
in advance of conduct. When conduct catches up with ideals, thought has ceased to flow, “mental

stability” ensues, self-complacency and self-rightecusness obtain.

Fuke North.
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Fels Answer to the Wavy League

“None of your reasons for a larger navy
shows murder to be justifiable, or that 1t I8
right for a young man o bind himself to shqot
his own father at the command of a superior
officer. MNone of them justifies the wicked folly
that leads citizens of different couniries to kill
each other merely becange the rulers were too
incompetent or too unwiiling to se a dispute
amicably. ’

“Your petitlon is incons
no demand that in case of -

istent. It contains
- ¢he diplomats
nn fziled to avert

wetd

to declare war, the editors, polits
eva and other molders of public opi
helped to inflame the public, and the financial

@nass who stond back of it all, pulling the
strings in expectation of securing new oppor-
tunities for piunder. Of course I know that if
such a provision were made there would be an
end of zli demand for & navy, every congress-
man would oppose an appropriation, and our
State Department would treat even the small-

est foreign nations with justice and courtesy.

“In spive of the large number of reasons you
give, you omit all mention of the ones but for
which no navy would be wanted. Are you
ashamed of them? ¥You don’t say that Ameri-
can monopaolists have secured concessions from
corrupt governments of weaker countries to
rob the people thereof and want protection from
possible revelutionary outbreaks which their
oppression may cause. You don’t say that in-
creased naval expenses will zive protected mo-
nopolists an excuse to demand retention of op-
pressive tariff . You don’t say that the
Steel Trust, Charles M. Schiwab, and others in-
terested in comtracts for batileships, guns and
armor plate need the money.

“You do say that the navy now costs $130,-
000,000 2 vear, You don't say that that means
a tax of $7.50 a vear on every family and that
you wani to increase it. You don’t say that
most of these familics don’t get a dollar’s worth
of benefit out of it, but that it will be the young
men of such families who must do the fight-
ing and be maimed or killed.” :

Nothing For Charity: All For Justice

Joseph Fels received a request for his photo-
graph o be placed in the gallery of philanthro-
pists of the National Memorial of the United
States, He declined, giving his reasons:

1 have made no philanthropic gifts. 1 give nothing
to Charity. When I have any money to give away I
give it to Justice.

¥ do not think it would be fair to the “philan-
threpists” or fo the cause with which T am identified
that my picture should be in your gallery.

The men usually called “philanthropists,” as a
rule, uphold existing injustice but give money to re-
lieve wictims of the wrongs they uphold. One con-
spicuous example is a man who has given enormous
sums to found librariss and to sholish war. I do
not wish to be understcod as questioning his sin-
cerity, but it is nevertheless trus that he is doing
all that one man of influence can do to perpetuate
the evils he is endeavoring to relieve. He has been
and still is a staunch upholder of the form of rob-
hery called “protective tariff”” He has written,
spoken and given money in behalf of this iniquity.
However good bis intentions, the fact remains that
in supporting interpational tarifis and in opposing
free trade, he is doing more to perpetuate national
hatred and jealousies than all his contributions to
peace funds can begin to destroy. Besides the tariff,
he upholds other predatory institutions, which im-
poverish the people and debar them from educaticn,
which none of his libraries can supply.

The most prominent supporters of charitable insti-
tutions in cur cities are men who bitterly oppose

abolition of wrongs that create poverty. There are
philanthropists who denocunce employers of labor
for paying low wages; who point accusingly at own-
ers of department stores, blaming them for white
slavery; who denounce owners of unsanitary tene-
ments; who rave about political corruption and de-
mand legislation forbidding every evil under the
sun, but who will not lift a finger to help remove
the fundamental cause of these evils.

While denouncing employers who pay low wages,
they shut their eyes to the fact that they themselves
uphold conditions which force laborers to choose
between low wages or none at all. While denounc-
ing tenement owners they refuse to consider that tax-
ation of industry and encouragement of land specula-
tion make tenement evils inevitable. While denounc-
ing political corruption and demanding futile pro-
hibitory laws they uphold the wrongs which create
poverty and drive men to get a living from corrup-
tion or other evils in preference to starvation or beg-
gary.

These philanthropists may well be described as
men who give mensy te repair a little of the harm
they have themselves helped to do or as Tolstoy
has well stated:; “men willing to do anything to
help the poor except to get off of their backs.”

Identified as I am, with the great moveiment {o re-
move the cause of poverty, it would be a mistake
to classify me with those opposing our efforts and
who would apparently prefer that all the evils they
decry should exist forever rather than that the cause
of thern should be disturbed.

"in Successful Farming for February 1912:
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Fels on Single Tax and the Farmer

HQO the farmer suffers first and worst
probably from the parent land mo-
noply and its numerous brood of cor-
ners in food supplies, excessive freight rates,
high tariffs and high prices, he is usually the
last person in America to comprehend the true
inwardness of the situation that oppresses him.
It is usually the farmer’s vote that gives quietuis
to Single Tax measures, and the ingenuity of
writers and lecturers is taxed to devise ways
of presenting the land question in terms so
simple and obvious as to reach the unschooled
perceptive faculties of the farmer.
Of these efforts I know of none better, or so
direct and effective, indeed, as this skillful pre-
sentation by Joseph Fels which was published

" When we want to limit the supply of something
we don’t like, without altogether zbolishing it, we
put a tax on it. That is why some people advocate
a tax on dogs or on saloons or on imported goods.
In every case the tax, unless evaded, has this effect.

We are familiar with the argument which advo-
cates of the dog tax present to show the desirability
of reducing the number of dogs. We all know why
advocates of a saloon tax say they want fewer
saloons, and why advocates of tariffs think that
foreign imports should be checked. But no one has
yet advanced any reason why we should artificially
check and restrict domestic industry. Now some one
may say that this is because no one favors any such
thing. Well, if no one does, how comes it that we
are levying taxes that do that very thing? We tax
houses for instance. Is it because we consider houses
as harminl as liquor? We tax two-story houses more
than those of one story. Are two-story houses more
hurtful to the community than one-story houses?

We tax furniture, horses, wagons, plows, etc. Is it
because we do not want to have too easy a time get-
ting such commodities. No? Then why do we do
it? We must have public revenue and must get it
somewhere, but why get it in that way? Is it because
we don’t know any better? Then it is high time that
we learned a different way.

There has been an agitation going on for quite a
while in favor of taking all taxes off of industry and
its products. Any one who wishes may learn from
these agitators how sufficient public revenue can be
raised without discouraging enterprise and industry.
All that is necessary is to abolish taxes on improve-
ments, on personal property and on business, and
levy instead a single tax on land values only. That
would relieve industry of a great burden. The man
who raised a crop, built a house or barn, or a fac-
tory would not be taxed for so doing. The man who
would hold valuable land out of use on speculation,
would find that expensive and consequently would
zither improve his land or let some one else do so.
There wounld résult an increased demand for labor,
wages wolld rise, there would be more business for

thea merchant and manuvfacturer, and more demand
for farm products. There would be no taxes to he
figured in the cost of production, so that prices could
be materially reduced without making profits too
amall.

The single tax would especially be a relief to farm-
ers who work their own farms. The proportica of
land values owned by them is ridiculously small com.

Yyen in small cities a single foot of land in the busi-
ness center has more vaiue than many acres of un-
improved farm land, while in the large centers of
sputation a front foot of land is worth more than

the combined values of many whole {arms.
The value of the bare land of New York City is at

sent $4,000:f300,900 and is increasing at the rate
about $200,000,000 annualily. That is, the land of
. York City is worth as much as 62,500 square
of agricultural land valued at $100 an acre.
area of the state of New York is less than
e miles, it is easy to see that the unim-
value of all the farms in the state com-
nearly equal the bare land value of
ity. The disparity between urban and
ruval lamd values is even greater than these figurss
indicate, for New York state contains quite a num-
ber of large cities and towns whose land values must
also be considered.

Then there is not only the land values of the
cities to be considered. The values of the righi-of-
way of railroads, and other public setvice corpora-
tions also come under the head of land values, as well
as the values of the mining lands,

But it may perhaps be urged that New Yotk state
is an extreme case since it contains the largest city
in the country, in addition to cities like Buffalo,
Rochester and other places. Well, let us #ake a
state where conditions are radically different and
where official figures are available—such a state as
Oregon. With almost twice the area of New York
it has but one city, Portland, of metropolitan size.
The Pecple’s Power League of that state has issued
a pamphlet which gives the figures of each county,
showing what proportion of taxes would have bests
paid by farmers and what proportion by varicus cther
clagses if the single tax on land values had been in
force in 1900,

This pamphlet shows on the basis of present as-
sessment how the exemption of all improvements
and personal property from taxation would invari-
ably result in a saving to the farmer. This is the
case not only in agricultural counties, but sven in
Multnomah county containing the city of Portland.
In this county, for instance, the total assessment of
all kinds of property amounts to $747,267.520, of
which $6,957,626 is on farm land and $3,934,197 on
farm buildings, stock and improvements. The total
amount of taxes paid was $4,394,537 of which the
farmers paid $123,573. Had the single tax been in
operation and the same amount raised by taxation
tlie farmers® share would have been bui $172.585 =
saving to them of nearly $21,000. Lands beld on
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speculation and franchise corporations would have
paid that much more.

¥n a typical agrienitaral county like Cons county,
which contains no large city, the total assessment of
all kinds of property is $15,214,350. Farmers’ lands
are assessed $1.202253 and other kinds of farmers’
property $1,007,728. The total taxes are $446,544, of
which farmers pay $64.862. Had the single tax been
in operation the farmers of Coos county would have
paid but $13,456, a saving of over $51,006. In the
whole state of Oregon the farmers would have
saved neasly $1,800,000 on their tax bills and specu-
lators and public service corporations would have
paid that much more.

Some years ago in Manitoba and the other western
Canadian proviness a vast amount of land had been
grabbed and heid out of use by speculators. Farm-
ers could not get land encugh to use without paying
exorbitant prices. Then their industry and =nterprise,
had the effect of booming the value of the specn-
lators’ property which, being entirely unimproved,
was taxed scarcely nething at all, while working
farmmers had to pay tames on their bouses, barns,
crops and zll other property that their industry pro-
vided as well as on the land itseif

To remedy this the farmers went to the provincial
legislaturss and demanded laws exempting improve-
ments and persomal property from taxaiion, such
exemption to apply to rural districts only, The de-
mand was granted and since then western Canadian
farmers have raised ail revemue for provincial and
iocal purposss by a single tax on land vaiues. Under

this syster the speculstor who kolds a tract of land

out of use is compelled to pay as much tazes as the
holder of an equally velusble iract which has been
improved to the greatest possible extsnt, An imme-
diate result was a material reduction of farmers’ tax

bilis and a material increase of speculators’
assessments. The latter concluded it would be bet-
ter to sell than to wait unti! some one got ready to
pay an inflated price. Users of land found it easter
to get acreage. The country began to prosper. Im-
migranis have since poured in there in a steadily
increasing fiood and even American farmers have
besn attracted there by the thousands.

The cities and towns are also adopting the sys-
tem wherever they can secure the authority to do so.
Thus Vancouver adopted it about two years ago and
is now the most prospercus city on the Pacific coast.
Victoria has voted to follow Vancouver’s example
and before long we may confidently look for its gen-
eral spread thre the whole of western Canada.

It ought not to be hard for American farmers to
realize that the conditions in “anada which are so
attractive can: be duplicated here and ought to be as
quickly as possible. Opportunities for American
farmers are being restricted more and more as the
grip of the land speculator tightens. Taxation of
improvements and personal property falls more heav-
ily on the farmer than on any other class. Land
values in the rural districis are insignificant as com-
pared with what they arc in the cities, so by making
that form of property the sole source of public rev-
enue the owners of city lands will be forced to bear
the Yon’s share of tax burdens.

The spectacie of the American farmer stubbornly
retaining a tax systera that unjustly burdens him
and strenuously opposing a change that would ma-
terially lighten that burden is not one to compel
admiration.

The farmers of western Canada have made plain
to zll who have eyes to see that the taxation of land
values will be more beneficial to agricultural inter-
ests than to any other.

Bluch to our regref we are unable to add our voice to the humble prayer to Washington
from the financial district beseeching the assignment of a regiment of regular soldiers to Gov-
ernors Island in order to protect the banking institutions and the vaults in case of a great
physical disaster or an assault by some great mob.

We are constrained to dissent because the proposal goes too far if Wall Street is not in

danger, and not far enough if it is in danger. Governors Island is distant nearly a mile from the
office of Morgan & Co. and the quarters of the City Bank. There is water to cross. If we

give full rein io the imagination

and see with affrighted gaze the Wall Street district over-

whelmed by 2 ravening mob, we can also see that mob hurrying a detachment to prevent the
landing of succoring reinforcements from down the bay.

I Wall Sirzet needs a regiment to guard it the barracks of the guardsmen should be at
hand. Why not have the establishment of Fort Wall Street? The government owns the site
of the Sub-Treasury building and thus holds what may be regarded as the key military position

of the Hnancial district.

Quickfirers placed on the porch of the Sub-Treasury, just behind

the statute of Washington, would sweep back the horrid mob. Heavier artillery on the roof
could drop shelis into Trinity churchyard or into Battery Park, or even into City Hall Park,

if there was a menacing assemblage.

The Governars Island proposal vields too much to the enemies of order and to those who

want an opporiunity to loot the strong boxss.

If there is to be a money fort it should be

placed where it will do the most good. When the warning guns are mounted in Fort Wall
Strest doubtless arrangements czn be made to bring the money kings, under special escort,
back and forth in armored automobiles. It would be anticlimax indeed to protect the gold

and not the gold’s owners,

—Fort Wall Sireet, The (lobe, New York.
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'The Fels Fund Fels—by Stoc

NGLAND, Germany, Denmark, Spain,
the Antipodes, any and all of the
5 United States in particular, Canada,
and South America—wherever there is an act-
ive nucleus of inhabitants who perceive the
fundamental relation between poverty and land
monopoly—there goes the Fels Fund to sustain
and there goes Joseph Fels himself to strength-
en and cheer. Were Fels a penniless man in-
stead of a millionaire several times over, yet
his talents as speaker-and writer, his wonderful
energy, his single-hearted devotion—made
doubly effective by his temperate, almost as-
cetic, personal habits—would doubtless have
been sufficient to win him leadership in the
world-wide land movement. Nature richly en-
dowed him at birth with normal health, large
sympathies, and an unblushing ego. Also, na-
ture bestowed on him a distaste for manual toil
and a not rare capacity for getting other men
to work for him and hand over the proceeds
—he admits it. Early in life Fels learned how
to make money; late in life he learned how to
spend it, gaining at he same time the abiding
and absorbing interest in life of one who has a
work to do, a life-engrossment outside the nar-
row radius of personal ends and physical com-
forts. Fels has heard the song of the siren
that lures to impersonal deeds and to hungers
that are never satisfied. He will not die of
ennui, nor live to ask the foolish question
“What's the use?” All of which is rather well
attested, I think, in Frank P. Stockbridge’s
interesting sketch of him that was published
last year in Everybody’s Magazine. It reads:

A little, square-shouldered, bald-headed, bearded
Jew-—that is a thumbnail sketch of the Angel of the
Single Tax, Joseph Fels. That is all one sees of him
at first glance. When one knows him pretty well,
one discovers that he has a heart bigger than his
five-foot body. He likes to talk about the evils of
promiscuous charity; but go to him with any kind
of a hard-luck story, and see how easily he gives
up, grumbling as he does so, by way of squaring his
act with his professed principles. And Mrs. Fels,
who isn’t as big as he is, aids and abets him in these
pernicious practices—just as she backs him up in
his project for abolishing poverty and crime thru
the Single Tax.

Born in Halifax, Virginia, December 16, 1853,
and reared in a little North Carolina town—Yancy-
ville—that has disappeared even from the Postal
Guide, Joseph Fels learned his father’s trade of soap-
making, was a soap “drummer” at seventeen, and
pariner in a scap factory at twenty-one, Presently
he invented a new kind of laundry soap and began

to make money rapidly. A few yeari ago, in order
to introduce his wares into the foreign market. he
opened an office in London. Such poverty as he
had observed in his home city of Philadelphia had
not impressed him greatly, but in London he learned
wwhat poverty really meant. He became actively in-
terested in charities, and financed a plan to get the
people out of the L.ondon slums and back to the land,
He bought a big farm and so came In Pperscnal
touch with the land question.

“That was what made me a Singletaxer,” hs toid
me, when I asked him how he became interested in
the Henry George philosophy. “I saw that my plan
would not swork and that the Single Tax would
work-—that it would give the people access to ihe
land by making it impossible for any one to hold
more land than he could use.”

“How much money have you spent to promote the
Single Tax?” I asked him.

“I haven’t the slightest idea,” he replied, and he
reply was characteristic of the man. “If you write
anything about me, say that I put in twelve hours =
day working for the Single Tax.”

Some people have estimated Mr. Fels® contribu-
tions to the Single Tax cause at a million doliars.
There is good ground for believing that the swm is
at least half of that. For as soon as he “saw the
cat” and considered the fortune which was rapidiy
piling up in his own hands, he opened his purse o
its limit. He got in touch with the British Single-
taxers and financed their campaign, which resuiied
in the adoption by the Liberal Party of the revalus-
tion of the land and a tax of a halfpenny in the
pound on land values as the main plank in itz pro-
gram—the program which won fame and power for
David Lloyd George.

In Germany, Denmark, New Zealand and Aus-
tralia, the Singletaxers were actively working and
needed financial support. Fels gave to them and is
still giving. And, most of all, he wanted to get the
Single Tax established as a working proposition in
his native land.

Out of this desire grew the Joseph Fels Fund
Commission of America, established in 1909 with
the avowed purpose of trying to put the Single Tax
on a working basis somewhere in the United States
within five years. The leading Singletaxers of the
country were called into conference. Daniel Kiefer,
of Cincinnati, was made chairman—it was Kicfer
Fels says, who showed him how to spend his maoney
wisely.

Kiefer, altho a member of a Congregational
Church, is of Jewish descent. He was in ihe whole-
sale clothing business when he first read Progress
and Poverty. The Henry George philosophy tock
possession of him. IIe talked Single Tax in season
and out of season to his customers, his partners, and
his business acquaintances.

Finally his partners told him he would have 0
quit talking such nonsense or sell cut to them—be
was “hurting business,” they said. He scid out, and
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continuned to talk Bingle Tax. There is no more
ardent and whole-souled devotee of the Henry
Georgs philosophy living than Den Kiefer, and no
harder worker. As a raiser of funds for causes in
which he is interested, he has a nationzl reputation.
His friends refer to him jokingly as the “mendicant-
general” of the Single Tax. As chaiyman of the
commission, ke was told to go ahead and raise all
the money he could.

“TN give $25,000 a year myself,” said Fels, “and
more than that, I'll match every dollar you raise.”

Fels is for Single Tax unlimited. He wants
the land restored to the people—all of it. He
wants the population wvalue of land (the un-
earned increment} to go to its creators and
rightful swners, the whoele pecple—all of it
He aims to eliminate want and disemploy-
memnt, to wipe ont poverty, and o reconstruct
soclety without millionaires and paupers and

Phrophecy of the

¢~y HORTLY before his death, it is said
that Tolstoy received an oral message
Pomes” from the czar requesting the patri-
arch’s views on the future, In responge Tol-
stoy wrote a “political prophecy” which was
delivered to the czar and by him forwarded o
the German kaiser and the king of England.
A vear or so later the substance of this docu-
ment found its way into one or two Huropean
papers and in May last an English translation
appeared in the American Theosophisi. It is
from the latier that the following is guoted:
“The events which are here revealed are of
a universal character and must shortly come to
pass. I see the form of 2 woman floating upon
the sea of buman fate. DMNations rush madly
after hier, but she only toys with each, . Her
diamonds and rubies write her name Commer-
cizlism. Alluring and bewitching she seems,
but destruction and agony follow in her wake.
Ier breath reeks of sordid transactions; her
voice is metallic in character and her look of
greed is as so much poison io the nations who
fall victims to. her charm. She carries aloft
three torches of universal corruption; one rep-
resenting war, one bigotry and hypocrisy, and
the third law—that dangerous foundation of
all unauthentic tradition.
“The great conflagration will start about

with the land and its resources accessible tg

£very human being on equal terms. PFels is

not a trimmer. He is a revolutionist, e

deprecates compromise, yet he is willing al-
ways to help enter the thin edge of the Sing’i-e
Tax wedge. He will never be satisfied with

less than a full measure of Single Tax, which

means the land made free for all to use and
occupy, vet he is willing to take what he can
get. He is not only a dreamer; he is also g
man of action, and action, he knows, must al-
ways fall short of the ideal. -
Fels 1s not an orator, but he talks straight
forcefully, persuasively, and always with a;
saving gense of humor. Whether he can write
or not, and how, iz adequately shown by'the
pages of this issue of Everyman in which hig
good terse English clearly expresses his large
and liberal views on the most vital questions.

Russian Patriach

181Z, set by the first torch, in the countries of
southeastern Hurope. It will develop into a
destructive calamity in 1913. I see Europe in
flames and blesding, and hear the lamentations
of huge battleficlds,

“About the vear 1915 a strange figure enters
the stage of the bloody drama. He is a man of
little military training, a writer, but he will
hold most of Eureps in his grip unti] 1925,
He is already walking the earth, a man of af-
fairs.

“There is marked a new political era for the
old world; nc empires and kingdoms, but the
whole world will form a Federation of the
United States of Nations.

“After 1025 1 see a change in the religious
sentiments; the fall of the church and the de-
cline of the sthical id=a. Then a great reform
begins. It will lay the corner stone of the
Temple of Pantheism. God, Soul, Spirit and
immortality will be molten in a new furnace
and will prepare the way for the peaceful be-
ginning of the new ethical era. Political and
religious disturbances have shaken the spirit-
ual foundation of all nations, but I see each
growing wiser, I see the passing show of the
world drama fade like the glow of evening upon
the mountains, and with one motion of the hand
Commercialisin falls and a new history begins.”

Hot on cne mayv his mantel fall,

But solemnly consecrate all,

As watchiman at midnight they call .
To a land stll sodden and sleeping.

With the sword of the spirit they fight,
With the fervor of inhorn might
Stand fast for a (od-given right,
The land-tyrant’s network confounding
—From ). H. Inghan's poem on Henry (George.
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ENRY GEORGE

By Clarence Darrow

Address at the Henry George Anniversary Dinner of the Single Tax Club,
Chicago, September 19th, 1913

- gNRY GEORGE was born in Phila-
deinhia 75 vears ago. His father Hved
peax Independence Hall. That was
pot the reason e was a great man or that he
believed in liberty. A great many little tnen
have been born arcund Independence Hall,
and a great many big men have been
porn in almshouses and siums. Nature
somehow, dees not ssem to know much
about eugenics, or, if she does, then the latest
faddists don't understand the subject, and as

he two, I would prefer to take my

between |
stand with Natere. For some mysterious rea-
son, contrary to the doctors and the faddists,
Nature naver seems to give you much indica-
Gon of what the child will be from what iis
father or mother has been. Thers are more
small people born of great parents than there
are large people born of great parents, and
there zre more great people born of small
parents tpan there are great pecple born of
great parents, and if the people who are stand-
ing for all the fads as they come along, eés-
pecially eugenics, could have their way and
have a political convention determine the
fathers and mothers of the human race, then
it iz pretty sure that few of the great would
be bern.  If this had been so determined in the
past the great could never have been born,
because all that the political conventions do
is to decide that things as they are today shall
remain forever.

Henry George was born of poor parents. He
did net come from one of the old families. In
one way, every family is the same length; there
are just as many generations between the hod
carrier and Adam as there are between the king
and Adam, but the king comes from an old
family and the hod carrier from a new family.
The way vou can tell whether a family is an
old family is to find out how long it has been
separated from work, The family that has
been separated the longest from work is the
oldest and when, along down in the generations
there comes some degenerate son who works,
then you have to begin the line of succession
all over again. Ienry George’s family was
not old; his father worked; his grandfather
worked; his mother work; he worked. He
began as a sailor, altho this trade he followed

sut a short time. Before that, even, he had
learnad to be a printer. He made his way to
the west but, unlike most of the workers of the
world, while he was printing he was dreaming.
He was thinking of something beyond work,
and higher than work and, more to the point,
eagier than work, e was a printer, a news-
paper writer, an editor—not much of a sue-
cess in a financial way. In all his Jife he
never could make a success of finances, aliho
he started early with a strong determination
and a brave heart to get rich, encouraged by
his father, who lived in Philadelphia and had
read Poor Richard’s Almanack. They all
thonght it was a great thing to make money,
but this Henry George soon abandoned. He be-
came a writer; he had a vision; he had dreams;
he saw things, real or unreal, it does not mat-
tzr much so long as you see them; it gives
us something to live for, and we need it.

“While he was a printer, and while he was a
writer, Henry George learned something of
political economy. He did it in a very simple
way. He never went to school; he knew littie
of books in his early years, and was never
a great reader of books. He never weni fur-
ther than the third or fourth grade of the
public school, but he saw the things around
him, He did read political economy and he
found that it had been laid down by all the pro-
found political econoriists in the world that
there was such a thing as a wage fund. You
have all heard of the wage fund. Al the
political economists knew it. They knew it as
well as the scientists today know many facts in
science, that is, that wages are paid from a
certain fund that has been accumulated in the
past and the greater the fund that has been
accumulated the bigger the wage. Nobody
doubted it because the books had said sc and
the political economists believed it.

Henry George knew nothing about political
economy, but he went west and when he got
to Oregon and to California he saw with his
own eyes that the less money there was in the
country the higher the wages were; that the
smaller the wage fund the greater the wages;
that the fewer the number of rich the more
there was to divide with the poor or for the
poor to divide among themselves, because the
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vich were not there to get it. And he found
out in that simple way that the wage fund
was a lie, altho all the political economists had
taught it and believed it—I suppose it is fair
to assume they believed it, so long as they
taught it. He pondered these subjects, inter-
ested in politics, interested in life, and sought
to fAnd the time and the opportunity to deo
something of real value for the world. It was
hard to do it while he was setting type; it was
hard to do it while he was writing editorials;
it was hard to do it as a reporter on a daily
paper. He needed money and he tock a rather
cormmon way to get it. IHe got a political job.
He was appeinted inspector of gas meters for
the State of Califormia, whatever that was.
He went into that office with a high and noble
purpose—not to inspect gas meters, but to get
a living out of the job. What the gas meters
might show was not important, he wanted to
get a living out of the job~but he wanted
to get the living so he could be released from
work long enongh to do a work of real service
to the human race. e wanted lzisure {0 exer-
cise his genius: he wanted time to write a
great book and do a great work, and so he took
the job of inspeciing gas meters and wrote his
book imstead of inspecting the meters, and I
think probably any one, excepting a Civil Ser-
vice Reform man, would say he acted wisely
and rightly. He laid the foundation for his
book and wrote it while he had a public job.
Now he was one of a million. He is pretty
pearly the only example I know, of a man that
a public job did not denaturize. If it ever
stoed any chance of hurting him-—well, they
had a change of administration and he was fired
about the time he got thru with his book, and
50 he was saved,

Henry George held the office of gas inspector
and did do some good. He wrote a good bock,
a profound book, the first book on political
economy—and I think 1 am safe in saying the
last book on political economy—that people
may =ver read. The first, and perhaps the last,
that was readable to plain, ordinary men,

A5 to many things {eorge taught there may
be a differsnce of opinion in this Single Tax
club tonight, but I tske it that pretty much
evervbody in this audience belizves in the fun-
damental ides of Henry {George, that there can
be ne great civilization, no civilization worth
the name. where there is private monopoly of
land; that this carth was crested by no man,
was here hefore the first man came and will he
hiere when the last man iz gone; that every
hirman being, born and to be born, must live
from it and on it and i & few people have the
right to own it they control their fellowmen.

How many of us may believe absolutely in
all the details of what is called the Singls Tax
philosophy, is to my mind a matter of small
consequence, I do think, in spite of what my
friend White has said, that the great move-
ment, that in some form or other, is sweeping
around the earth today—the great movement
that is influencing the thought of all the world,
influencing the though: of America and Eng-
land and Germany and Spain, and even farcff
China; the great movement of the poor and
the weak and the disinherited of the world to
take and own the earth—J do think that this
is a revolutionary movement and I would not
be interested in it if it were not. It is revolu-
tionary to say in any age of any land that the
poor shall inherit the sarth. It is revelutionary
to say that those who have borne the burdens
of the world for ali these long and painful ages

- shall sometime come to their own, and those

who have lived upon them for all these ages
must either work or starve. Words count for
nething, One word or ancther makes very
lttle difference with the march of evenis or
with what moves man, but if I know anything
of history or of men, it seems to me that all
over the world today is a revolutionary spirit
which threatens to destroy many of the old,
time-honored, decrepit institutions of the world,

Henry George told the world simpler and ™

plainer and stronger than any other man had
told it, that the right of private monopoly of

land was bad, eternally bad; that it tended,

in the end, to destroy the civilization that it
first built up; that until the people owned the
garth, until each person born upoen the earth,
was equal heir to every other, there could be
nothing which the human mind calls justice
in the affairs of men. Other men had said it;
philosophers had said it since the human reason
was borir; scientists had said i¢; dreamers had
satd it, but no one before had ever said it with
the force and clearness and vigor and power
of Henry George.

I believe I am safe in saying that no other

bock can be found which lays down thig does”

tring with the same power and force and clear-
ness as Progress and Poverty, and [ shall zl-
ways be glad that my first introduction to what

I believe are revoiutionary ideas, becauss they -

are zgainst he ideas of the mob that controls—
and that is revolutionarv-—came from a read-
ing of that great bock, and wherever I may
wander in all the fields of intellectual thought
and discugzion in which [ am prone to wander,
I believe that what I learned here will remain
with me as a fundamental guide to the end.
Without geeking in the least to discusy any
of the statements made by my able and logical
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and studious friend, Mr, White, I want to say
in justice to a large class of people that the
great mass of the work and thought of Progress
snd Poverty is not based on the doctrine oi the
“natural rights” of man. Henry George did
believe in “natural rights,” but his great argu-
ments were based on the great law which per-
meates all life—expediency. He tanght that
therz could be no high civilization where a few
were permitted to own the land; that such is
contrary to the best development of society;
that the demands of human growth and social
development would show men the inexpedience
of it. To my mind this is much the stronger
line of reasoning. T care not what road you
travel provided you get to the right point in
the end.

I believe that on the doctrine of natural
rights, Henry George has logically and clearly
buikt up the right of every human being to
ownership in the earth. I believe just the same
that under the great law of expediency, of
what is good for the human race ; assuming that
man is what man is, that Nature is what Nature
is--knowing no rights, but dealing with the
fang and the claw and the tooth, killing the
weak to save the strong, the bird pouncing
upon the worm to live himself, and the strong
man living upon the weak; even under this
theory which I believe permeates all Nature,
human, inanimate, animal, even under this, I
believe that the poor and the weak sheould
some day be wise enough to combine against
the powerful and the strong and take the rights
they can get in no other way except by assert-
ing and maintaining them. I believe in this
world a man, or any other animal, has a natural
right to what he gets, and if he doesn’t get it he
has no natural right to it. He may have an
idealistic, theoretical, theosophical right to it.
I think of course we are all fond of our own
philosophy and the only way we can tell
whether another philosopher is quite sound is
to see whether he agrees with us—that is the

-only way I can tell; that is the reason I think

that sometimes, altho my friend White’s con-
clusions are right, some of the premises are
not correct, and that is the way I suppose he
thinks all of mine are not. But there is a
great mass of people who are color-blind on
the guestion of natural rights and it is a mis-
take to say that Henry George did not write
for them, You can eliminate every word of
“natural rights” from all George said and
wrote and you will find there the most magni-
ficent ‘and splendid and lucid reasons why the
human beings of the earth should claim the
sarth {or all its people and why civilization
can't endure and progress go on without it,

and it is the side I especially wish o empha-
size tonight in reference to Henry George.

His was a wonderful mind; he saw a gues.
tion from every side; his philosophy appealed
to every school. It is true when tested by any
rule of philosophy that I know. It can never
be the property of any particular sect or any
particular class; it is broad and I believe funda-
mental tc all men, whatever their creed may be.
Henry George, as I have said, never went io
school to speak of, not enough to hurt him. If
he had, he would have written a political econo-
my like Adam Smith, which was very gocd but
hard reading; like John Stuart Mill which was
very good for college people, but there are some
people who can’t go to college—they have to
work. He might have written one like Profes-
sor Sumnner of Yale, he might have written any
kind of a dull book that only educated people
could understand. You know there is ap old
superstition in the world that if a man iy in-
teresting he is shallow, and if he is dull he is
deep. You can’t rely on this alone. I have
seen dull people who were. shallow.

Henry George had not studied rhetoric, I
presume he never studied grammar, at least,
not much; he never studied composition; he
knew nothing of Latin, poor fellow, nor of
Greek, nor of the modern languages. He knew
nothing about the style of writing, but he had
something to say. The stylists tell vyou
how to write and to speak, teach you how io
use the most beautiful, the choicest and maost
fitting lapguage that can be found to =xnress
nothing—and you need it. There is another
class of which Henry George is perhaps as clear
and bright and shining an example as there is
in literature, a man who had a clear ides, who
thought something, and used the simplest lan-
guage he could command to express that
thought. It seems almost revoluticnary in
literature to say that the first thing necessary
for a writer or a speaker is to have something
to say. That is generally supposed to be the
last thing; whether omne could write or
speak, was the main thing, neot whether
he had anything to say. But before Henry
George learned to -write or to speak he
had something to say, and he had that some-
thing clearly in his own mind so he could
make himsel understand it before he tried to
make anyone else understand it and, 1 think,
as a general rule, when you find ansther per-
son’s language can't be understood by you, it
is pretty safe to say that he doss not know him.
self what he is driving at, and that is the
reason he can’t make himsel undersiood. But
Henry George was a master of English; one of
the greatest that ever used a pen. Almost im-
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mediately after his work was published, it chal-
lenged the attention of the learned and the un-
learned world alike. Tven aristocrats and
scholars thought it was a wonderiul book. Of
course, they took it all back when they found
that he meant it. College prefessors dined
him and praised him; Chauncey Dopew Wrote
a letter of testimony as to what a wonderful
work it was. Everybody thought it was a
wonderful work uniil a handful of poor and
ragged and hungry men and women in New
Vork city orgamized a religious society and
showed the world they ant what Henry
George said, and then they tuened their backs
on Henry George.

Henry George was a grea: writer, 1 tl.link
Henry George made a i & i going into
politics; that is not the game for a man, it
is for a politician; and Henry George was a
man while he was in politics and, of course, he
could not win, And more than ¢hat, he stood
for something and again, of course, he could
not win and, more than that, if ke had von he
could have done pothing., All these thoughts
are in the realm of ideas, of discussion, The
world is not ready to be remodeled.

I have heard more or less—ihis evening,
about the wisdom of the pgople, I am a truth-
ful man. I dov’t believe in it. They are not
wise. Men grow by a long process of develop-
ment and evolution, It has taken ages and
ages to raise the forehead of man a couple of
inches above his eye brows—-and what of it?
They get very lttle by passing resolations in
Congress ot in the Btate Legislatures. '

Henry George’s work was the work of the
philosopher, of the dreamer, of the author, of
the prophet, and thoss men never are and never
can be politicians, and T think no ang knew it
better than he. Most of vou perhaps do not
remember the early history of the movement
for the land.

1 remember well the days when Father Mec-
Glynn, who was forced from his church, and
Hugh Pentecost, who came ifrom another
church, and other ministers and men of re-
ligious thought and religious impulse, took up
this great work. I remember when it stirred
a people, stirred them as logic never can stir.
Don’t make any misiake ; you can't convert the
world with facts. You can’t convert people
with logic, they will die while you are doing it.
The great waves that have moved the world on-
ward and upward, the great waves that have
moved man have been like the waves of the
sea, wild, unthinking, surging, resistless; they
have come without canse so far as human judg-
ment can fell; they have sped on without mis-
sion: they have been governed by no rules of

logic: they have been based om no facts, but
back of them were the great human emotions
and semtiments that from the primitive man
have moved humanity coward and vpward-—
and he needed no logic and he needed no facts;
he sunply needed to feel the great surge around
him. If I thougit that you must wait for facts
to change the world, 1 would lie down and die
as quickly
tzlking about it
that men care
moved by
than by log
McGlynn
temples of Mew
had not read ¥ g
1 Bara, wi
e tfle two or

zs 1 could; at least, I would stop
arned long, long aga,

imt in the great
of men who
e w
even distin-
botween the
to their
they followed
zmber the great
enthusiasm znd righteous feeling that welled
up from the mass of men, because here were
people, people who lved, men who were devot-
ing their genins to the human race, were giving
them hope and courage and inspiration and
they were willing to follow no marter what
logic might do. And every great movement of
the world has been ziong the same line, and I,
for one would be glad tc welcome back the
same old emotions, the same religious, intuitive,
idealistic, sentiment which welded together the
great mass of men going in the same direction,
forgetting petty differences but marching on-

ward toward a higher goal for the human -

race.

I would like, if I can find the words to ex-
press it, to say a few things which some might
think foreign to the subject of Henry George
and the Single Tax, but which to me are fun-
damental to it as well as to all other great re-
forms. Henry George was one of the real
prophets of the world; one of the seers of the
world; he was not moved by his inteliect. Do
you know that a boy whe goes to schiool and
iz carefully trained and has an average mind,
a boy who can’t be raised so as to make a per-
fectly iogical argument on any side of any
question, is not worth raising at all? That is
what education is for; that is what intellect is
tor: that is what reason is for., As Ben Frank-
lin said, "Logic is to give a man a reason for
doing what he wanis to do.” This may seem
foclish, but it 1s not and there is not, I may
say, a mental plulosopher, or almost none, of
modern times who does not recognize it and
show it. Men can be made to believe any-
thing when they act upon their reason. We
can go down thru the ages and find a few great
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prophets-—I won’t mention them all—Moses,
Jesus, Goethe, Henry George—a few great
prophets—. These were not the wisest men
of the zge, but they were the devoted men of
the age; they were men with an idez! and with
a purpose; they were men filled with the divin
spark which alone can illuymine the world; the
wers men whe might have been bo:
acz, in a manger, in a prison, but somewhere the
infinite material which lay ail about them
touched them with the divine fire and they were
the prophets and the seers of the age and gen-
eration in which they lived. Not that they
were wiser, but they were filled with the eternal
spirit which has moved the prophets of the
world and moved the world with the prophets.
“Man cannot live by bread alone,” and I
think perhaps I, as much as any person here,
have made the mistake, of thinking that man
can live by bread alone and that the eternal
questions which move all men can be settled
by giving man enough to eat. If the scheme
of the Singletaxer, or the scheme of the Sccial-
ist or the scheme of any other idealist shall be
worked out and become a part of life and if
the world shall be housed and fed and clothed,
and plenty shall reign, the man fed and clothed
and housed will turn back upon himself and ask
what is the meaning of it ali? I eat, I drink, I
sleep, I live; what of it? There will ever come
back to him the old, old question which has
come to the savage, the civilized, the rich, the
poor, the seer and the prophet—What is the
meaning of life?—and no matter how well he be
clothed and fed, his life will be empty and bar-
ren and he will die of boredom unless he keeps
seeking for some solution to the eternal riddle
which has forever plagued the human race.
Primitive man, looking at all the mysteries
of Nature and feeling the smallness of his own
life, built gods of wood and stone and knelt
down and worshipped these. Later, man,
somewhat more advanced, and getting away
from the rude wood and stone, created from
his mind images of a deity which ruled the
world and held man’s destinies in the hollow
of his hand. It was left for civilized man in this
day and generation to make a new god. They
pictured man with a high, broad forehead, with
a furrowed face, with a stooped frame, with a
thoughtful mein, and said “Here is reason and
intellect and we will kneel down and worship
these,” and the god of reason and judgment
ard intellect iz just as false and as unsafe a
guide as the rude god that the rude savage
fashioned of his stone and wood. It leads him
nowheres ) it leaves man with nothing in his in-
ward being to give him the reason to live and
to carry e forward to generations yet un-

born. It leaves him with no activity: it leaves
him to die, because there is nothing else to do.
This god must go. It bas no place in the mod-
ern world and in modern thought, The intel
lect is something, but it is a blind leader of the
blind. Man, from the time he was evolved, has !
heen moved, not by intellect, but by instinct
and by will, by those unseen forces of tie uni-
verse which make up the urge of his own being,
rnoving him here and there and making him
that his life is worth the living and urgin ;
o live it out the best he can. Man has been
moved by this and by this alone, and, while
he may use his reason and his judgmen: to
weigh and sort his instincts, still, back of it
all, as the bhasis of the movements of man, iz
the will and the instinct which were born with
him, which are in all matter and in all life, and
which ever press him on to some goal tha: he
knows not of.

And so I understand what the writer said
long agoe in speaking of war and believing in
and slurring “these piping times of peace.” I
have always believed in peace, in a way, but
there is something worse than war—peace
without purpose is worse than war, for it re-
leases the petty and the small and the insig-
nificant in man. It releases the small politician
and the small person who make their thousand
laws a year in every State in the Union, med-
dling with other men’s affairs, Peace releases
ali that is little and contemptible and mean in
man, while the ingpiration for war, even tho the
cause may be wrong and the reason may be
wrong, tends to unite into one common
brotherhood great masses of men and to make
them forget the little in the great. The wars
have not all been bad. From the smicke and
the cannon and the blood and the devastation
of war has grown grand civilizaticns and the
human race has gone forward where it could
not have gone in peace. Something hetier than
war will come; but this is what I want to zay;
That man, whether as an individual or as 3
race, must have a motive for life. Inhersnt in
all matter is the power of its unioldment and
its development. It needs life and experience
to unfold and develop. Men and nations must
have an inspiration to live. Henry George had
it. Was it an inspiration to do an imteHlectual
act? As well might he have been 2 juggler
with an inspiration to juggle half 2 dozen balls
in the air at once. He had an inspiration and
a vision to do something for iran. He had the
feeling that was in him that would lead him
thru any hardship or privadoen or danger
on account of his devoted soul. The inspiration
to accomplish something in the world; that it
was which gave zest to life and which gives
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zest 1o the life of every man whose life is worth
the living, and when this zest is gone it is time
to die, and when it goes from the human race,
the race will die.

Henry George and other men like him were
moved by the ideal. Tt possessed them. Tl}ey
did not stop to ask the question, “Will it bring
ng pleasure or pain?” No man who hasa work
to do ever cares or thinks whether the w0¥k
will bring him pleasure or pain. He d-oes it.
He is moved by all the forces of the universe;
fe is moved by the instinct of his being; he is
moved by life. It is the urge of his life and he
will follow out the law of his being, We must
iearn from the prophets and the race the mean-

Business Values

W THY difference between business
valies and land values, what the
writer then hoped, and still hopes, was
a reasonably adegquate discussion, appeared in
the Los Angeles Graphic of February 18th,
1611, from the pen of Luke North. "It reads:

At the City Club meeting last Saturday, Meyer
Lissner asked of the club’s zuest and speaker, Joseph
Fels, perhaps the most significant guestion that can
be pitt to a Singletaxer. WMr. Fels had been ap-
plauded for pointing out that land values are cre-
ated by population and showld not go into private
pockets, That which humsn labor or ingenuity
creates shonld belong to its oreator and be his against
all demands, but those values which the public cre-
ate showld be retzined by the public. This is one
of the strong planks of the Bingle Tax philosophy,
though by no means its basis nor raison detre. Mr.
Lissner’s question was, “If every wvalue created by
the public belongs to the public, ther why should
not the goodwill of a business—awhich is valueless
without population—belong alse o the public?”

This iz a root guestion which to pursue to its
1ast hole would be likely to uncover a hornets’ nest
of metaphysical considerations, such as where did the
“ereator” of a business get his capiial, his ideas, his
education, bz manners, his ntelligence, his knowl-
sdge of bow to “create” a good will and how to con-
duct 117 Manifestly ail but about one per cent of
these things are due to his envirenment, only a nine-
ty-millionth part of which he conld have “created.”
Vet the gusstion can be answered practicably on a
sound workable basts. Whils it is irue that popula-
tion, past, present, and fuo , ¢an alone make any-
thing waluable, yet in the case of 2 business good-
wilt therz g 8 modicum of individual production.
Just population alone withouot the individual intiative
would not have oreated the value. Intc population
comes a man with an idea which he develops, by and
thri; the popiiation, of courss, Inte & thing of valus,
and thiz value, say the Bingietaxers, i his because
he produced or sssembled it i

Bt 3 this is true, savs My Lissner, then the
tand boomer who subdivides acreage and makes it

ing of life. It may mean this to me and that
to you, but we can learn from Henry George
as well as from any prophet whom I have read
that one must have a meaning, one must de-
vote himself to something, or he cannot live;
he must have the purpose that gives zest to
life. If it is not in war it may be the devotion
to humanity, it may be the devotion to science,
it must be some great cause to move the soul.
All the prophets of the world have had it. They
have not cared for pain or suffering; they have
not cared for rack or dungeon or fire. They
have lived because this life was in them, and
the tortures of the body were forgotten in the
fine frenzy of the soul.

and Land Values

attractive for homeseekers, also has created a value
which is honestly his. The Singletaxer answers that
while all improvements added to land indubitably
belong to him who placed them there, the value of
the bare land without improvements is wholly a
population vaiuze. The promoter is entitled te all he
can justly gst from his improvements, but the popu-
Iation value ke must not be allowed to appropriate—
for the reason that-—

“But if you deny him the population value of land,
why should vou not deny him the population value of
a business goodwill? The cases are ¢zsentially identi-
cal,” says Mr, Lissner. To which thoss Bingletaxers
who are not afraid to foliow a bold truth wherever
it may lead, retort that while privately to appropriate
a population value, by any means, is ethically wrong
and socially unjust, vet for the public to appropriate
all its own would mean absolutely nothing short of
laying the golden ruie on the table in life"s garden
and inviting all to partake of nature’s fezast, each
according to his need; the whole profit system must
be eliminated, government by force and fraud must
cease, and production be carried on by voluntary co-
operation for the public weal instead of for indivi-
dual profit.

But this is the dream of the golden future, when
human greed shall cease, the picture that Henry
George so graphically sketched in his last chapter
of Progress and Poverty. It is the summum bonum
of all social reform and revolution. Socialism pro-
poses to force the dream into tangibility by bureau-
cratic control, by restriction, by violence if necessary.
The Single Tax philosophy wouid merely strike off
the artificial restrictions that now prevent the realiza-
tion of any social jusdee, and let the dream unfold
in nature’s own sequential way. This it would do,
not by restrictive measures, not by violent overturn-
ing of industry and =zocial life, not by bullets, but
by ballots; and in a way to despoil no one, not even
the landlord. not even the promoter who now takes
mor= than his share of life’s goods, not even the rich
and powsrfiel.

Quictiy and orderly and kindly, it would take off
ths taxzes on human industry and place them on land
values. ¥rom this none would suffer, but all be bene-

e
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fited, and, eventually, in the fullness of time, land
would be free, and that withont despoiling anyone.
{Japital now tied up in land speculation wounld have
ample {ime and warning to insure its reinvestment in
productive business, and tho the multimillionaire
would speedily become a thing of the past, the re-
wards for individual initiative would he unmoclested
until such time as the people themselves saw still a
higher light, and the golden dream descended closer
to earth.

“Why begin with the land valuss instead of with
the business value?” asks Mr. Lissaer. “Are you
not making an invidious distinction, making a scape-
goat of the landlord, and leiting the business lord go
scot free?”

Not at all, answer the Georgians, for next to the
guestion of chattel slavery, the land question is the
fundamental one. To own land is to own men. If
every man owned only so much land as he could
use he would own only himself--which is much more
than 90 per cent of the population own now and as
much as any man should be permitted to own.
Owners of the land are virtually owners of whatever

is on it—tools, business, machinery, men. They
who appropriate business wvalues give something in
return to society for what they take. They who ap-
propriate land values take all and give nothing. &
business value dies when its creator or owner digs
or goes out of business. A land value is auntomatic
znd its greatest reward is to idleness. Business men
enrich their community; their ideas, their energy, and
their industry are of social value, A land value is &
inere dead weight on all society. Society alone cre-
ates it, human labor pays it, and he who may be in
Eurepe or in prison reaps it. _

While a business value depends upon popelation,
it iz a movable thing that can be carried to popula-
tion. If population moves away from a department

atore the store can, and frequently does, move with

the population. There is considerable differencs be-
sween @ land value and a business value, and were the
land free the business value would have a sounder
and more secure basis. It could never maks its
owner a billionaire, but, on the other hand, it wouid
ot fail and impoverish him as it now does 90 per
cent of the time.

To Make Individual Land Ownership Possible

RIVATE property in land may or

may not be desirable. We shall know
_ better after we have tried it. Future
generations will decide the question at their
ieisure and with their greater knowledge. The
issue is not involved in Single Tax, whose chief
purpose is to make individual land ownership
possible by destroying that which now makes
it impossible, land monopoly. Single Tax pro-
poses that every individual shall own all the
land he can profitably occupy and use. This is
well shown by Thomas Hunt in his admirable
answer to Professor Hadley. The latter writes:

The good effects of the system of private land ten-
ure are most conspicuously seen when the owner
and the cccupier of the land are one and the same
person. (Hadley Economics p. 130.)

In the Single Tax Review Thomas Hunt says:

Perhaps Prof. Hadley means what he says, for he
tells the exact truth. In order that a man shall
make the best use of land it must be his own. But
Prof. Hadley doubtless had another idea in his mind
when he penned these four lines. Very likely he is
opposed to the Single Tax. In this quotation he
takes advantage of the statement of many Single
Tax writers and speakers that the Single Tax will
abolish private ownership of land, and he makes the
above true statement, knowing that the reader will
understand that he writes this as an argument against
the proposition, because he takes Singletaxers at
their word that it will abolish ownership. He either
knows that it will achieve exactly the result described
in ihese four lines or he does not know it

If he does not know it, it is a very great pity he
hizs given so little attention to the land question as
uot to be able to see that the Single Tax will de-

stroy monopoly of land and make every user wh
desires it, the owner of the land he uses.

These four lines of Prof. Hadley’s are an insinus-
ticn that the Single Tax will achieve the very re-
verse of the statement contained therein; in other
words, if it were true that the Single Tax would
dzsiroy private ownership those four lines would ba
a good argument to use against it, As a matter of
fact all mien who favor the present system of land
monopoly use the claim of many. Singletaxers that
the private ownership of land should be abolizshed az
the very best argument they need against the Single
Tzx., Take any book, pamphlet or essay against the
taxation of land values and fully half of whai is
written is an attack on the proposition to szbolish
land owmership, when as a matter of fact it »il! do
the very reverse; it will extend private cwnership
to every man or woman who wants a homs znd 2
natural opportunity or which to produce z biving,
whsther it is by raising food, digging coal or sand
or stone or making brick.

And this home or opportunity will be his or
hers “to have and to hold” as exclusively and pri-
vately as it is at present, subject only tc a higher
tax, perhaps, but whether higher or lower it is ax-
actly what he or she should pay for the exclusive
ownership and control of that much of the eaith.

Besides being the owner of my house and a Hife
more than an acre of land where my house i3, I own
fifty acres seven miles from the heart of the ciiy.
Tt is becoming desirable for residence even of people
who corme into the city every day, for it Liss close
to a steam and traction line. I have sold several lots
to people who have built upon them. The rernuinder
of the land I have rented to farmers Hving close by,
as I have no improvements upon the land. They
pay me a cash rent every year. My transactions are,
of course, in exact accordance with the presen? taxa-
tion system which Prof. Hadley wishes mainiained,
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although the owner and occupier of this land are not
sie and the salne person. The systemn of iandlordism
which we often hear condemned exists in full flower

Now suppose my State proceeds to adopt Single
Tax and the plan shall be to take 20 per cent. per
annum off the tax on improvements and add 20 per
cent. on the land antil the taz is entirely off improve-
ments and the tax on the land equals the grotnd
vent. The land is best adapted to be used for country
places of about an acve in size. I have cnly enough
capital o spare from my business to build one house
and as I am willing to have one house as an invest-
ment of this kind to vield me a revenue, I have one
acre surveyed and I build a house om it and rent it.

There arc forty odd acres still unimproved on
which in five yzars there will be a tax equal to the
ground rent, and of course, the ground rent is all
that T could possibly coliect from my tenants. As
I do not propose to put any more of wmy rapital into

houses is it not plain that I will refuse to pay tax
on the umimproved land, and that it will be scld
for taxes just as at present? MNo man can buy and
hold it unimproved in the expectation of getting
any retwn for his money invested. Who will buy
it? Why the people who want i for homes and to
raise garden stufi. They will be able to get posses-
sion by having money enough to pay the Coming
year’s tax cn the land, perhaps only six months tax
in advance will be required to get a deed “io have
and to hold” as long as grass grows and water runs,
provided they pay the tax just as required at present.
So the whole forty odd acres are sold for unpaid
taxes and bought by pecple whose only chiject
in buying would be to make homes and live there,
and then we would bave an instance where “The
good effects of the system of land tenure are mors
conspicuously sesn where the cwner and occupier
of the land are one and the same person.”

Partial Restitution to the Children

F EEN indeed is this letter of Joseph
Fels which accompanied a check for
the relief of children of the Lawrence
strikers, and it shows its writer to be a man of
sympathies broader and impulses deeper than
those which the rigid propagandist usually
permits himself to enjoy. The Ietter is dated
at Philadelphia, March 9th, 1912, and is ad-
dressed to Mrs. Ida Seccor, treasurer Children’s
Committee, Lawrence strike. It reads:

“Tear Madam: Enclosed find check for
$250.90 to be used in giving relief to the child
victims of the existing system in Lawrence,
Mass.

“Tn sending this I wish it distinctly under-
stood that it is not a philanthropic gift to
the sufferers. It is a part payment of a debt
due these children from aill who are upholding
existing social wroeng. Bince 1 am not one of
these, this check must be copsidered a gift to
those whose dishonorsd obligation it is, to a
slight degree, liquidating.

“Strict justice requires that if we can not
at once abolish legalized wrong then when im-
mediate relief is needed for victims of legalized
robbery, the upbolders of the iniquity should
be made to pay the bill. Bui unfortunately
that is not possible. There is no way by which
we can compel donations from upholders of
landlordism, of private appropriation of public
carnings, of tarifi robbery, of private control
of public highways, and of other privileges.
We are helpless to enforce payment, even from
the American Woolen Company, althe it
can be proven that this corporation has robbed
these poor children by embezzling a fund en-
trusted to it for their benefit by the people.

“I'he people have levied a burdensome tariff
on themselves and turned the proceeds over in
trust to the American Woolen Company to be
used in paying high wages to empleyees. The
people were induced to do this by the represen-
tations of the American Woolen Company and
similar concerns, that this trust would be faith-
fully carried cut. But the corporation has used
the money instead for excessive dividends.
Similar acts of legal embezzlement are being
comtnitted by other protectzd employers.

“Upholders of robbery make the false claim
that there is no way by which the worker may
be assured just treatment. They claim to
know no cure for poverty and offer this volun-
tary ignorance as an excuse for continuing it.
The excuse is not valid. Thirty-two years ago
Henry George showed in Progress and Poverty
how poverty can be abolished. His arguments
have never been disproved in spite oi num-
berless attempts to do so.

“The amount of the enclosed check I have
charged in my ledger against the American
Woolen Company and other supporters of
legalized robbery. I advance it in part pay-
ment of a debt they owe, without consulting
them, because their child creditors are in dis-
tress thru their relnctance to settle. I doubt
whether they will recognize the obliga-
tion, in spite of its manifest justice, since it is
not legally enforcible. Consequently if it must
he considered a charitable gift let it be fully
understood that the real recipients of this char-
ity are not poor children from Lawrence, but
the stockholders of the American Woolen Com-

pany and other upholders of existing wrongs..

1 am dear Madam, faithfully, Joseph Fels.”

i
i
i
!
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TALES OF A TRAVELER: Land Aversion in Acirema

(HOW AMERICA WOULI? LOCHK %9 A RATIONAL PEOPLI.)

Returned Traveler; Aciremans have a remarkable
aversion to using their portion of the terra firma.
Vith little thought and often wantonly they use their
strength and energies, their sustenance, their pas-
sions, emotions and their lives, but their land they
hoard jealously. To conserve it from use and occu-
pancy they huddle themselves in large groups called
cities where they build dwelling places like boxes,
hundreds of feet high and packed closely together,
so that often a million people live permanently on
a litile space of earth not large enough to house com-
fortably and wholesomely a hundredth part of its
population. :

Studious Listener: ILike the ants.

The Traveler: Yes, they swarm much like ants,
but not with the same harmony.

Average Listener: Strange, that human beings
should live as the ants. Is there no. individuality
among them?

The Traveler: Relatively little, or they wouldn’t
breathe each other’s breath and think each other’s
thoughts as their excessive crowding compels. Their

. evolution to a measurable degree of individuality,

however, is attested by the discord among them.
Their too-close physical association repels mentally
and physically, so that their sympathy is equal only
to their superficial interests and extends very little
below the surface. The psychic atmosphere is sur-
charged with dissonances. They dislike each other

and quarrel much. Some of the more intelligent

perceive the evil results of their crowding and rebel
against it; they are hanged or restrained. Others
merely agitate for a rational way of living, but they
make little headway against the strange aversion to
land occupancy that obsesses the mass, impelling
them to suffer the devitalizing effects of physical con-
tact as a lesser evil than that of spreading out over
the land. They go to the extremest length of using
as little of the surface of earth as possible, To de-
vise ingenious methods of housing the ninety million
population with the greatest economy of land they
employ irained experts whose achievements are weird
and wonderful. Huge iron box-like structures are
reared hundreds of feet high in which, tier upon
tier, the city inbabitants spend most of the days and
nights, sometimes half a dozen or more of them
being shut tegether in a very small cell-like room.

Studious Listener: Quite a necessary procedure,
I have no doubt .. .It seems to be one of those
adjusting processes of nature which operate even in
the human kingdom against the nascent power of
man’s volition. Their intellectual interests being still
subordinate to the artificially excited repreductive
function, the Acireman tendency is to multiply auto-
matically regardless of enviromment; and the area of
their land being extremely limited

The Traveler: But that is not the case. Their
land is practically unlimited. It stretches from
“cean to ocean. A tenth part of it would comfort-

By

ahly house the human population of the globe.

Chorus of Listeners: And yet they crowd zach
other! Live like ants! Tt is senseless! Absurd!?
Impossible! He is trying our credulity.

Studious Listener: The Traveler is joking us,
Haply I have read in the books that the wise men of
Acirema have great fears of over-population. They
tezch what is called the Malthusian theory, how
that population increases geometrically while the
means of subsistence increases only by arithmetical
ratio. They fear a time when the population will
be so dense that here will be no room for men to
stand on earth., Against such a fate it were a wise
precaution to habituate the inhabitants to air-dwell-
ing, leaving a few open spaces for the last extremiiy.

Thoughtful Listener: But the wise men of Acire-
ma are not very wise or they would know that with
advancing intelligence the sex imstinct expresses it-
self with diminishing force in actual procreation until
a balance is struck between a population and ite land
area. And surely it would be easier and more ia-
tional to raise the intelligence of a populace than to
elevate its residence above the earth.

Studious Listener: As to that, is it not bettsr to
accept the Acireman estimate of their lack of power
to stimulate the mass intelligence, rather than be-
lieve that any men with intelligence enough to write
anything should be ignorant of the simplest and most
obvious law of population?

Thoughtful Listener: I think you state the case
wrongly—if you will pardon me?.

Studions Listener: By all means.

Thoughtful Listener: It doesn’t rest with the wise
or learned to raise the mass intelligence, That takes
place autematically, as we say. By operaticn of =z
law whose antecedents have not yet been traced,
but whose effect is quite obvious, the mass intelli-
gence increases paii passu with populaticn. The
mere coming together of men, their cloge associa-
tion and mental interaction are sufficient to stim-
late the common intelligence to the point where in-
tellectual interests begin to predominate;
dominence heightens the force of the cre:
pulse and lessens the force of the procrsative func-
tion; then the increase of population comme:
diminish. ‘f'o disregard this law is to neglzct the
human element which differentiates men from guinea
pigs and goats.

Studious Listener: But would it obtain in sex ob-
sessed Acirema where, the Traveler has related, the
crudest manifestations of sex are unduly and arti-
ficially excited, not with high purpose =t stated
periods as among the rational tribes, but conting-
ously and wantonly, by their food, clothing, art

Laconic Listener: Art?

The Traveler: It is called art, when puritznicaily,
suzgestively, and sensually drape=d.

ftudious Listener: ——by their art, their talk,
their mode of life, in and out of season?

es 1o
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Thoughtfid Listener: This artifelally induced as-
cendency of the procreative above the creative im-
pulse zreatly complicates the sitnation, it is trute, and
retards the normal tendency. But the hour of adjust-
ment iz only delayed. Sconer or later this sex ob-
zession will be overreached by the law of diminshing
returns; an approach to normality will ensue. It is
inevitable.

The Traveler: The rationally ineviizble is the
thing least Ekely to obtain in Acirema. They are
creatures of blind impulse. They go beyond all Bm-
its in any direction they may be blown. Thus with
huddied housing they have far overleaped the bal-
ancing point and reached the stage where close asso=
clation instead of incressing mass intelligence de-
cidedly and dangerously retards it .

Fiderly Listener: That iz perhaps temporary.
Dioubtisss the adjustment is only delayed till the in-
tensity of the tendency outwears itseif.

The Traveler: The infensity thet prevails in
Acirema cuotwears more than itself; the people are
cugworn by it; the natural adiusting process that
commansurates the effect to the cause is grinding
them pretty fine. The pendulwm of their social and
industrial afairs, as of their emotionsl life, continu-
ally swings far from one extreme to ths other—by
which the balancing of things is long retarded; and
when it is fnally approximated and a degree of ex-
ternal harmony attained in Acirgma probably there
will be no human fesh and bloed left to 2njoy it

However, that is of distant concern. In this unac-
countable huddling wherein gregarionsness defeats its
own ends, 1 am convinced that the Malthus fancy of
over-population is only an evidence of mental aber-
ration and not a factor in the over-crowding,

Eilderly Listener: To suppoese thai 2 population
could increase beyond the sustaining capacity of its
land area is to predicate the future on our very im-
perfect knowledge: only 2 childish mind, lacking the
child’s trustfviness, would be 3o foolish. It is to
ignore the cosmic adjusting processes, 10 compute
the infinite repources of natwre by cur meagre com-
prehension, 6 postulate deific injustce, to bother
zbont an event that is no concern of ours anyway,
and of course to neglect the solable problems of the
presant,

The Traveler: That is precisely the philosophic
attitude that dominates Acirema.

Laconic Ldgtener: Philosophic—did youn say?

The Traveler: Anything that is inherently gloomy
and foredooming passes for philosophy in Acirema,
Being equally remarkable for its superficial reason-
ing and its foreboding eonclusions, the Malthusian
theory of over-population gained ready credence and
passed inte the school text books. ¥t originated on
the other stde of the ocean, however, in an island
which gzve to Acirema its languaps, its literature,
snd most of itg eailier colonists,

Youthinl Liztener: A very small island?

The Traveler: Relatively the land which gave
birth to the Malthusian theory and to most of the
other dominating superstitions of Acirema, is of lim-
ited extent and s population iz closzly packed in

centers where want and disease prevail even more
exzcessively than in Acirema. Yet these densely
crawded groups are sirrounded by large areas of
open and vnused country.

Average Listener: How do you account for the
crowding?

The Traveler: ¥ carn’t; I can only relate the con-
ditions as I observed them. I heard of a sscir——

Average Listener: What's a sect?

The Traveler: I had hoped that guestion would
not arise until we reached our examination of the
religions of Aciremsa

Average Listener: Heligions.-plural?

The Traveler: Yes, there is mental chaos in
Acirema on the commonest phases of life. The in-
babitants are divided mentzlly into anmerous sects,
each of which holds a contrariwise view on some
basic fact which has become proverbial and axiom-
atic among us. Tach of these sects has an element
of truth whick it magnifies into the whole truth and
seeks to enfprce upen zli the others. ... I heard
of a sect called Bingletaxers which maintains that it
is wrong for ten per cent of a population to lay claim
to all the land and permit the others to live upon it
only by sufferance.

Average Listener: Bot such a thing is ridiculous.
How could ien per cent of 2 people rule ninety per
cent—so odiously and sc absurdly? 1 could not be
done were the proportions reversed even.

The Traveler: Of conrse—w, Their crowding is
voluntary, and due, sc far as I could mscertain, to
that remarksbly strange land aversion which cbsesses
the mass of the population. But this obsession they
are unable to perceive—-zven the most intelligent
of them. I asked cne of the Singletazers why his
people used so littie of the land and permitted such
vast areas of it to lie untilled and wnoccupied. “We
are compelled to crowd up as we do,” he replied, “be-
cause a very few people own all the land and will not
permit the rest of us to occupy it save upon wery
onerous terms.” I asked him why they permitted a
few to own such a common necessity as the land.
“We can’t help ourselves,” he answered.

Average Listener: That is a contradiction in
terms.

The Traveler: The whole Acirsman continent is
that. It is a land of hidecus paradozes and of
mental obsessions and perversicns on which are
based and maintained innumerable harrowing and
pitiful conditions. Indeed I am not joking, nor over-
stating the sitnation in the slightest, when I tell you
that these cities into which the people crowd them-
sclves liks ants are surmundcd by cpen areas of

of mh:b:tants cmwd ﬁmﬂwﬂlvm nto dewtdha“.b and
disease-breading bomes and cells and sufer keeniy
from lack of food and clothing, there are hundreds
of millisns of acres of uniilled and vacant land =1
around them. Land is the most plentiful thing in
Acirema and the popular aversion to using it is the
most hornfying, obvious, ang inexplicable circum-
stance that afironts the intelligence of the wayfarer
to that gruesome continsni
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Give Human Nature a2 Chance

ORAL progress thru natural sex se-
lection in a reconstructed society
; wherein marriage is not denied, en-
forced or perverted by economic considera-
tions, is the chisf argument of Alfred Russell
Wallace’s latest book, Social Environment and
Moral Progress (Cassell and Company, New
York). Everybody may read this book profit-
ably, but those who publically discuss either
eugenics or natural selection shouid be made
to read it over and over, under extreine penalty
of self-contempt, until the contents of at least
three of its brief chapters have thorcly perco-
lated the areas of their phosphoric densiiies.

This is the book of the great evoluticnist, col-
league of Darwin, and discoverer of natural
selection, so widely and sensationally heralded
for its statement that there has been no in-
crease of intellectual power and no substantial
meral progress from the building of the first
pyramid in Egypt to the laying of the keel for
the last English dreadnaught. Indubtizbly the
bock says this, and offers substantiating proof,
but it says a number of other things of vastily
greater import which the popular reviewers
have been commercially wise not to discloss.
It is a small book, but pregnant with vital
truths clearly presented.

In his brief introductory the aged savant dis-
credits the “once prevalent belief stiil held by
many persons, that a knowledge of right and
wrong is inherent or instinctive in everyone,
and that the immoral person may be justly pun-
ished.” He has scant respect for the penal code
and the criminal court where “justice” is sold
to the rich, and the civil courts are equally im-
moral. And morality itself, he concludes, is
“very largely a matter of convention, varying
at different times and places in accordance with
the degree and kind of social development.”
But there is a morality based upon character
which is permanent in its nature, he thinks,
“and tho the actions of most individuals are
i a considerable extent determined by their
social envircnment, that does not imply any
alteration in their character.” Many historical
considerations he urges to show that human
character has remained stationary from the
earliest glimpses we have of man, and “there
tan be no progressive improvement in charac-
ter wﬂ%am some selective agency tending to
improvement,” —morally and intellectually.

That no such selective agency has been at
work since man became man—“since that far
distant epoch when by the influx of some por-

tion of the Spirit of the Deity man became
“living soul’ "—is elucidated by a brief review
of the theory of natural selection in the animaj
world as first enunciated by him more than fifty
vears ago and endorsed by Darwin and by
Herbert Spencer. T'o this review he is spurred
by the common practice of the popular wriiers
and speakers to discuss natural selection as per-
taining to the human kingdom. He cites a
British press editorialist who declares that nat-
ural selection is the doctrine of the devil take
the hindmost and that if it had sway in lfe
there would be no hospitals, no charitable in-
stitutions, no philanthropy, and no effor: to
better human conditions. To which he might
have added the popular view of natural seiec-
tion which credits it with having “naturaliy
selected” Rockefelier and all the other fellows
who happen to be on top of the social heap,

Ho such theory was ever held by Wallace,
Darwin, Huxley, Herbert Spencer, or any other
of the later evolutionary writers since the tena-
tive theory of Lamarck was shown to be un-
sound. Lamarck vaguely and only tenatively
argued that “the adaptation of each species to
its environment could have arisen by the direct
action of that envircnment”’—thus that “the
long neck and fore-limbs of the giraffz werse
explained by the continual stretching of thess
parts of the body to obtain foliage for fpod
during sever droughts.” But this is not or-
ganic evolution thru natural selection. It is
not evelution at all nor any part of it, since
it does not follow that because the giraffe
kept stretching his neck and forelegs that he

~would have progeny with long necks and fore-

legs—for acquired characteristics are not trans-
mitted by heredity, nor is it a universal rule
that the continued use of an organ strengihens
and improves it. That structural adaptation o
environment occurs and that use of organs
sometimes strengthens them do not constitute
either of these processes essential factors, or
even important factors, in organic evolustion,
which proceeds by force of universal agencies
everywhere at work, unfailing in their opera-
tion, of adequate power to produce such ire-
mendous results as the infinitude of species
and types, and always discernible,

The theory that an animal having stretched
its neck to reach green food shouid pass down
to posterity its elongated neck and that in this
way the species giraffe was produced—and
analogously all other species—{the theory of

o

the devil take the hindmost)—never was won-
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sidered seriously sz an essential slement in
the orocess of evolution, outside the popular
migc%;mprehemiga, That it is still a favorite
fallacy of those who write and talk about €vo-
lution merely proves how few people have talen
the pains to inform themselves about evolution
before permitting themselves to write or talk
about natural selection, which, if Darwin under-
stood the matter at all, operates as the sssential
factor in the crigin of species thru “two great,
universal, and very conspicucus characteristics
of the whole organic world. “Thesc are (1)
the great varizbility in all common and wide-
spraad species, and {2) their enormous powers
of increase,” Infinite varizfion and snormous
reproduction being acted on by environment—
storms, fooeds, cold, heat, and one species prey-
ing on another—"It is a mere rusm that the
fittent survive” iz the story of natural
selection in the ar world, but not in the
humzan.  The moment man appears on the

world-siage seiection becomes modified by
mind. “in the earliest veriods at which we
have any proof of his existence, or in the low-
est siate of barbarism,” writes ‘Wallace, “we
find man able to use and act upon the forces of
nature, and to modify his enviromment, both
inorganic and organic, in ways which formed a
comnpletely new departure in the entire organic
world.” Bat this is “only the first and least im-
poriant of the effects produced by the superior
faculties of man,” says the author. In the
whole animal world below man every species”
is preserved in harmony with the slowly chang-
ing envirenment by modifications of its own
organs or faculties. . . . In the case of mman
such hodily adaptations were unnecessary,” and
therefore ceased. “That the admirable human
kody has reached a condition of permanent sta-
bility” was, says the author, a conch
“received the approval of both Darwin and
¢t Bpencer.”

he ingeillectual ay

wdness, caring for the sick, the weak,
cd-arlentific tion, inven-
y-—~all these are
A1 ﬁature, 3 5
goniatd

constiiuents of 3
we, and “directly ant ic 1o the rigid
lavr of naturzl selection . Those who advo-
ate our allowing natursal selection to have free
play among ourselves on the ground that we
ave interfering with nature, are totelly ignor-
ant of what they are talking about. It is nature
herself, untaught, unsophisticated buman na-
ture, with which thev are seeking to interfzre.”

Likewise those who urge artificial selection
thru eugenics have little standing with Dar-
win's surviving colisague.  Briefly but very

pointedly and forcefully he points out the dis-
ects of “artificial selection by ex-
the voice of the sage rebuking the
latest, most thoughtless, and perhaps most
dangerous faddists. Suenuounsly he protesis
against any interference with the fresdom of

peris.”

marriage “which as 1 shail show,” he writes,
“iz not only totally unmecessary, but would
be a much greater source of danger to morals
end to the well-being of humanity’ than even
the present econemic interference with mar-
riage. Calion’s proposal to offer prizes for
the marriage of proper persons, he pomts out,
would onily add cne more pecumniary obstruc-
tion to the already heavily bandicapped agency
of natural selection in ﬁ‘la":ingm{ Wohen poverty
and its fear are eliminated fromi cur social life
and men znd women are “free to follow their
best impuises; when idleness and hartful
luxury on the one hand, oppressive labor and
the dresd of starvation on the other, are alike
unknowr. . . . then we shall dind that a sys-
v ural selection will coowe spon-
tanieously intoc action whick will steadily 1end
to eliminate the lower, the less developad, or
in any way defective types of men, and will
thus comiinucusly raise the physical, moral,
and intellestual standard of the race.”

Monogarmy he considers to be the ideal state
of the future. He doss not pretend that we
have it now, or anything normally spproaching
it. He dees not believe in the doctrine of ari-
ginal sin. Primarily the human impulses and
affections are good and wholesome znd once
these are permitted expression by “iree selec-
tion in marriage”—that is his term—the race
will rapidiy improve.

Alfred $ussell VWailace is not pessimistic as
to the future. Fe belizves in the revolution of
economical znd industrial conditions, believes
tha: the revolution is already in procsss, be-
lieves that it wil reach fundamental canses—
that land manopoly will be destroyed and every
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Drevicusly he has analyzed the modsarn social
state and found that “our social environment
=5 a whole, in relation te owr possibilities and
pur ciaims, is the worst that the world has
ever seen,”  But in the fact that a large body
of people in every nation now fully realize the

e
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modera iniquities and perceive the fundamental
causes thereof, he sees hope for the near future
and belisves that the revolution will succeed.
Social Environment and Moral Progress is a
book whose weighty contents are out of all pro-

portion to its'size. In a scant 200 pages is dis-
cussed well nigh the whole modern guestion
and is expressed the conclusions thercon of
perhaps the greatest living student of life and
its evolution and of man and his development.

Radical Sectarianism is Doomed

EQUIEMS for sectarianism in the

world-wide revolutionary movement
Q, are in order. Among radicais the
spirit of intolerance is dying. The human
cause has about graduated from its preparaiery
course of academic discussion, and its well-
drilled students are leaving the sheiter of their
various schools, the isms, and taking their
places in the theatre of action. Twenty-one per
cent of the membership of the Socizlist party
in America have dropped out of their traiming
gchool in the last eight months and those who
remain wadded to the party are gaining a
deeper irsizht and a wider vision of the revolu-
tionary movement, by which they will mold the
party on broader lines,

I.2ss and less do men care for their particu-
Iar brand of salvation and more are they giving
ear to the promptings of human sympathy.
The heart of the mass is being quickened. The
intellect is broadening. The average man can
see more than one facet of the diamond truth,
and tho the flash at the heart of the jewel where
the rays converge still blinds human sight from
truth absolute, more clearly to the mass com-
prehension appear the fundamental problems
of the conflict between luxury and want. The
issues are narrowing.

One thing Socialists themselves are finding
out—that their party has no radical program of
immediate relief to the masses and that its
eventual hope of capturing the whole govern-
ment and establishing a new industrial system
is but a very hazy dream of the far {uture.
Indeed, there is not the slightest indication that
an ideal Marxian state of production for wel-
fare, enforced by a strong federal government,
zould ever be instituted in this country. Com-
puisary cooperation upon the whole is an idea
titherently distasteful to the prevailing tem-
perament of the inhabitants of North America.

‘That the private profit scheme of production
has cutlived its usefulness, is entirely out of
harmony with the better thought of this and
all lands, is in utter discord with an era of
wireless telegraphy and aeroplanes—that it is
docrned and will eventually give way (peace-
ably or forcibly) to a decent and humane indus-
trial system based on the ideals of mutual ajd
and voluntary association--well, I hope so—

and by nature I am hopeful. But I am also
somewhat truthful, which leads me to the con-
fession that I can see no glaring indication of
the immediate realization of such a Utopian
dream. The thought, and even the fact, of ¢o-
operation is quite prevalent. Here in Los An-
cles the nucleus of a cooperative comumnon-
wealith has been launched by a few devoied
souls, the Voluntary Cooperative Association
—-may it live and thrivel—and elsewhzre there
are similar efforts. But these are sporadic and
widely isolated ventures at present.

Can they prosper while the institution of land
monopoly and the private appropriation of land
values persists? I hope they can.

Aside from its ultimate of a strong industrial
goverhment that shall take over the land, the
banks, and all indusiries, what hag Socialism
to ofer? Municipal ownership of public wutili-
ties? Very good, but this is being effected
without the Socialist party—and it is of no
avail in solving the problem of hunger and dis-
employment. It may perturb capital a little,
take the water out of stocks and bonds, and
cause it to invent new miethods of inflation
and exploitation, but every advantage secursd
by the public ownership of utilities, under the
present system of land moncpoly, must accrue
in the end to that very small percentage of
the whole people which now holds and controls

79

- the land and the land values of the nation. §

gas is cheapened, the difference will he added
to rent. If street cars are free, rent will ba
higher, This is inevitable and automatic.
The Socialist party is losing its power, its
offices, and its members. But what of that?
Men who care more for the human cause than
for their particular method of comscrving it

‘kKnow that a party is nothing. It is neither a

personality nor a principle and neither person-
ality nor principle lose their force or meaning
when the party declines. On the contrary, they
are thereby freed from a very exacting tyirang
usually. Such is the case in the present in-
stance, if only half the accusations which the
party Socialists now make against their party
be only haif true. There were and still are a
great many Socialists and Socialist sympatiiz-
ers in the United States—thres million it is
claimed. Were the entire party to go out of
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existence tomorrow nothing would be Jost; the
hyman cause for which it was organized would
not be retarded or harmed in the slightest—
unless i be held that the cause can only be ad-
vanced by a Marxian Soclalistic state. But no
one believes this now—hardly. And even the
Socizlistic state depends in no wise upon a
party. Not parties, but men and ideas, count
and will bring whatever changes come by bu-
man agency. '
Clearer vision has come ocut of all these
years of economic discussion and training. ‘E[’he
great issues of the problem are narrowing.
Revolutionists are getting closer to a funda-
mental basis, They are getting down out of
the clouds of speculation—to the land! Al-
ready it may be said that almost the whole
body of social revelutionists recognize the land
jsgue as the fArst and most important one for
adjustment. When land monopely is killed
and land values are taken by the whole people
who alone create them poverty and disemploy-
ment will be cared without in any way com-
mitting the future economic of social trend
to any particular line of procedure. Socialists
understand this pretty well now and the Single
Tax movement in America, it would seem, may
safely count on the assistance, not of the So-
cialist party, but of nearly or quite the full
strength of the splendid Socialist movement.
Syadicalism is the new revolutionary force in
America, Briefly it may be defined as a mass
movement to secure immediately better condi-
tions for wage workers and the disemployed
by whatever methods are most effective. In
this it foliows the tsachings of Capitalism,
which secures its inordinate profits by what-
ever means may be necessary. A Syndicalist
will have no more scruple about bribing a city
couneil to secure better wage conditions than
the Capitalist has to secure a franchise. When
has capital not used the ballot to further its
own ends? Well, the Syndicaiist is willing to
vote, if there is anything o be gained by it—
tho he is not enamored of eight-hour laws, fac-
tory inspection, and compulsory compensation,
The Syndicalist wants more than that. The
“full dinner pail” and the “fair day’s wage”
are no more aitractive to the Syndicalist than
“legal interest on cash actually invested” is to
the Capitalist. The Syndicalist is a very trucu-
lent perscn; he wanis all he earns—and he
wants ALL spelled with capital letters, And
he doesn’t wani to wait very long to get it
Perbaps the Syndicalist, i he gets the chancs,
will take more than he carng. But at that, it is
not within the realm of the possible that he
should ever get as much more than he esarms

as Capital has been taking for hundreds of

years. The Syndicalist is very numerous.
Mow it ought to be a not very difficult task

for Singletazers to show the Syndicalist the

logic of the land movement and enlist his vor-
ing strength. Omne of the first and strongest |
planks in the Syndicalist platform is the siezure

of the land by those who occupy it. The Byn-
dicalist proposes, not the nationalization of

tand, but he recognition of use and occupancy :

as the only title thereto,

In my not too humble opinion the Bingle- “

taxer has the simpler, easier way of securing
the land for use and occupancy, but it re-
mains for the whele people to decide which
shall reach the land frst, the Syndicalist with
his generai strike, or the Singletaxer with his
ballot. Personaily I am not greatly concerned
which arrives first, for even tho the bailot wins
the race there is litile enough to indicate that
privilege and monopoly will yield gracefully.
Doubtless they will invoke their courts and
the courts will be loyal to the interests,

However, even courts have been known to
be amenable to public sentiment when strong
enough to be felt in high places. It remains for
Singletaxers to educate and create that public
sentiment—and at present, with the strength
of the Fels fund behind them and the liberal
thought of the nation inclined their way there
is much reason for the optimism that animates
the Single Tax movement all over the country
and especially in California.

Single Tax is not essentially a creed or an
ism. It is the easy, simple, scientific method
of getting the land to the whole people. That
is the way it appeals to me, who am not anxious
to impose my plan of life on future genera-
tions, and in that sense, I believe, it will gain
the support of all radical and liberal thinkers.
Single Tax is a material step toward material
freedom—the first step—and it binds no ones to
any further or future thonght or action.

Single Tax has the interest snd the atten-
tion of the world today, not as a creed or as a
party, for it has no party and sectarianism
among radicals is dying out, but as a general
movement of the whole people toward the land.
Other human needs must be supplied, other

wrongs must be righted—Ilife is not all of the

earth. But the earth is first. Why argue

whether to free the land and give every human.

a foothold on it will be sufficient? Let future
generations decide a few things. Any form of
government or no government (the latter
would suit me better) can be instituted on the
tand, but nothing worth while can be done till
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“The Gods Are Athirst”’

= ARCH of anarchists iz Anatoie
France, a Hbertarian among liber-
y 4 tarians, pleading with radicals for
freedom, urging the thoughtful and the daring
to think further and be still more couragenus;
he will be satisfied with nothing short of God-
hood in Man-—the human being walking up-
right, untrammelled of ail the mental yokes,
bound to nothing but his innate sense of jus-
tice and kindness, his own individuat discrimin-
aticn on every problem of life, and these made
strong and effective by—exercise. He does
not say =ll this in a categorical way: the gen-
eralization is my own. There are no categori-
czl imperatives for this master of naiveté, this
artless artist seemingly without opinions of his
own yet omnipotent in reach. Nothing eludes
him. He bares to the guick, but cnly to the
eyes of the quick, every human fallacy and
superstition, however newly appareiled, that
binds this modern civilization to the errors of
the past.

Tn the days of the Revolutionary Tribunal a
group of artists are sketching in the wWoods
near Paris. “All strove to express nailire 23
they saw her,” he writes, “but sach saw her,”
not thru his own eyes—these apostles of lib-
arty and equality have not yet learned 1o use
their . own eyes—“but thru the eyes of a
master.” And the product of the day’s sketch-
ing is not a dozen individual landscapes, but a
dozen replicas of the favorite masters. There
is no comment by France. Truly he writes for
those who can see. There are other writers
for the blind—books printed in raised letiers.

“You will only have to determine between
hate and love,” says old Brotteaux who co-
gratulates the young republican artist on his
appointment as juror of the tribunal. Brot-
teaux reads Lucretius, makes paper dolls for
a living, and has the same contempt for reve-
lutionary tribunals as he had for the courts of
the old regime. To judge between hate and
love is a spontaneous act, says Brotteaux, less
fallible perhaps than any other judgment “be-
cause it searches out good and evil not in them-
selves and in their essence, but solely in rela-
tion to tangible interests.” To discriminate
between iruth and falsehood, to administer ab-
stract justice, “Is impossible for the feeble mind
of man.” And finally Brotteaux tells the young
juryman, “If I was your president I should
imitate Bridoie and appeal to the dice. In mat-
ters of justice it is still the surest plan.”

This same Brotteaux (France himself in dis-
zuise) says of his paper dolls: “I am their
creator; they have received of me a perishable

body, exempt from joys and suffering. I have
not given them the gift of thought, for I am
a benevolent God.”

To what extent France loves the popular
virtues one may surmise from this remark of
Brotteaux who is commending the mob for
its sterling qualities of mot stealing when in
want tho surrcunded by hoarded and unused
wealth: “From the cradle these sentiments
have heen instilled in them by their parents,
whe have whipped them well and soundly and
inculcated the virtues thru their backside.”

The stern, upright, puritanical young jury-
man regrets the infliction of the death pen-
alty and denmounces it as the “tool of des-
sots” The Republic will soon abolish it, thank
heaven! but of course it cannot go “tili the last
foe of the Republic has perished beneath the
sword of Law and Order.” The author makes
no comment. Was there ever a wider-reaching
iconociast? But France is compassionate. e
is zlways searching for causes. He knows iie
toilsorneness of the human struggle. For men
tie has no contempt, but only for the chains
that bind them. Even these mad republicans
in their saturnalia of blood he dees not con-
demn, but explains. Of their tribunal he says:
“fight centuries of absolute power had molded
tiie magisterial conscience, and it was by the
principies of ‘Divine Right’ that the court tried
znd sentenced the enemies of ‘Liberty’.”

Brotteaux wonders at Frenchmen who will
not put up with a mortal king, but insist on
“retaining an immortal tyrant far more des-
potic znd ferocious.”

“A man cannot be a republican if he does
not believe in God,” answers the Robespierre
juryman, who hopes that at last when the Re-
public has established the worship of Reason,
Brotteaux will not refuse “adhesion to so wise 2
religion.” ‘

“{ love reason,” says Brotteaux, “but I am
no fanatic in my love. Reason is our guide and
beacon-light, but when you have made a divin-
ity of it, it will blind you and instigate you to
crime.” But the “reason” that guided the tri-
bunal was rather like those philosophical
gtudies which troubled the devout heart of siz-
teen-year-old George Sand. She wrote to her
confessor asking if they were compatible with
Christian humility, and he doubted, in reply,
whether they were sufficiently profound to
varvant intellectual pride.

Passion, prejudice, superstition raled the He-
pablic as it had the throne which it avertorned,
and France does not blink this fact in his won-
derfully moving tale, The Gods Arc Athirsi.
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These gods are men, athirst for human blood,
and by what sophistries of “reason” they ex-
cuse themselves for their drunken bout no one,
T think, has shown so acutely and prefoundly.
Others have told of the atrocities of the mab,
how “the gutters of Paris ran with human
blood,” how the heart of a princess was spitted
on a pike and carried from house to house by
the crowd. But France teils us why. He is
not a sensational reporter, but 2 philosopher
of history and romance—who knows that his-
tory is nearly all romance and who garbs his
epicurean romances in historical attire. He is
always reaching beneath the external and the
obvious for the secret relations of things, and
sometimes he finds them. Heis always truth-
ful, and tho a circumsiance suppressed would
strengthen a point, or distorted would embel-
lish his art, he tells what be sees and as he sees
jt—yet not him, but always a personage of his
tale. The author is silent. It is the artist-
juryman, in the height ‘of his sanguinary
frenzy, who refiects:

Why! the old-time state, the Royal monster, as-
sured its empire by imprisoning every year four
hundred thousand persons, by hanging fifteen thou-
sand, by breaking three thousand on the wheel—and
the Republic still hesitates to sacrifice a few bun-
dred heads for its security and deminationl Let us

How Much Land S

That wonderful story of Tolstoy’s, Three
Arshins of Land, now published under the title
of How Much Land Should a Man Own?
probes deeply. Pakhom is a poor peasant
who complains bitterly of the heavy fines im-
posed on him whenever his cattle stray into
the field of his richer neighbor. It is hard
to be poor and then to be taxed for being
poor. Life is unjust. Well, Pakhom is saving
and crops are good, so he gets ahead and buys
more land. A traveler tells him of cheap
and good land on the Volga. e emigrates and
soon is owner of quite a farm. Again crops are
good and notbing troubles him but that his
poor neighbors let their cattle stray into his
ficids. He appeals to the court for protec-
tion. Presently another traveler tells him
of still fairer lands. He emigrates again and
gets a larger farm. Comes still a third traveler
with tales of marvelously rich lands to be had
from the Pashkiro for a song. He makes a
seven days journey to the new country and is
amazed at the richness and cheapness of the
land. For a thousand rublez he can have as
large zn area as he can step off in a day. The
offer astounds him and he sleeps but little that
night. He 1s up before sunrise to begin his

drown in bleod and save the fatherland. . - - -

They did. Soon the guillotine claimed its
victims by the score. Old and young were con-
demned, men and Wwomen, fair and decrepit,
without the semblance of a trial. FEven dice
were not used. A bare accusation was enough
to send a hundred heads to the knife—"to save
the Republic.” And that subtle but ominous
relation Dbetween murder and sensuality—
France does not blink it or seek to hide it, but
treats it with rare delicacy. Science iz still
dumb before the grewsome affinity between
murder and the lowest manifestations of the
sex impulse. France does not reason about it,
but states it, calmly, incidently. That is his
style, anyway. Everything is an incident. HEven
when jealousy masks itself bekind puritan
righteousness and the young juryman sentences
the wrong man to death believing him to have
seduced the heroine of the tale—it is only an
incident. There is no moralizing. The reader
can draw his own conclusions. France has
three rules for writing. The first is lucidity ;-
the other two are lucidity—but his bocks are
not printed in raised letters. The Gods Are
Athirst (John Lane Company, New York) is
a vivid, moving tale, that only Anatole France
could have written.

hould a Man Own?

great day’s walk. The bargain is that he must

return by sundown or forfeit his thousand
rubles. One can guess the conclusion. Three
arshins of land are about equal to six feet—
and that is the amount of land that Pakhom
wins in this fair Eden. For, of course, he tries
to step off toc much and to reach his goal by
sundown he strains himself beyond endurance
and falls dead at the stake as the sun's light
goes out. There his servant buries him,

it is an unpleasant, but a irue ajlegory.
The tale was printed in Russia and sold for a
half cent, more than a million copies, it i3 said,
being distributed to the Russian peasaniry.

One could wish the tale circulated more
widely among those who already have encugh
to eat and wear. The humility of Tolstoy was
4 beautiful thing—in him—for he was bornt
rich and powerful. Humility is the crown of
all virtues, but it rests better on the brow of
him who has than of him who must give his
life’s blood to obtain the necessities of life.

Sterner virtues become better the too-humble
peasantry of Russia—and the landless every-
where. It is as vapid to teach moderation t0
the starving as it'is to preach thrift to the dis-
employed. Let those who have yield. Those
who have not must take first.

California League for

WARTS YWl

Al who realize that our present tax system is harmiul and u
irages building, and bears too heavily on legitimate busines

are earncstly requasted to assist in educating
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HALION.
# you are in favor of Home Bule in Taxation, you

anntribute as jiberally as you can, to visit headquarters and attend mestings,

nome or nelghborhood, and stherwise agtively assist

The League distributes Higrature, carries on a large cory
and furnishes speakers for large or small assemblics of in
an & vigorous campaign i the slection of Movembear

bend your active suppart if you can, whatever financial support you are able and your vois and your in-
terest anyway. Subscribe for Tax Tabk, by Luks Morth, weekly, ¢

LOS AMGELES BRAMNCH, 518 American Bank bidg.
DA MONT PLANT, president) SR 2 ABRBARSON, treasorer; MIES HELWN MM Y., secieiary.
SAN FRANGISCO, 34 Elis Street.
JA :hr;“‘si.‘-‘\i_il-'iit.ii. president OLARINCE B LS, smeoreiary andh onmpalinn 01 JOSERPIT LEGEETTE

cendment, which is the first step toward the adeption by easch community of

1

= - s Tt

ome Rule in Taxation
B OBUPPORTY '
st—that it piaces @ fine on iz":du%’tr’y,
witii fostering unprodustive spsoula-
the voters on the merits of the Homs Fule in Taxation
a fzir and rational systam

are invited to enrell as a member of the League, to
to erganize mestings in your
in the work.
espondence, holds regular and special meetings,
wquuirerﬁ. and—with your co-operatbon—will carry
, .
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General Otis savs that Everyman

is “Disturbing

v hat is off to Deneral Otis for this charming i me raciniis . . ;

o 3;_ e 1; < neral is Aci; mf thimagg boost, 50 graciously contributéd fo the

cause of “disturbing mental stability” and of “art insurgency.” I have it straight from the fani
& * & -

tor's brother-in-law who got it direct from the

that the (ieneral wrote these few remarks himself—they seen him when he done 1t. He came
in on a warm morning, laid aside his sword, and took his pen in hand, This is the net result:

(Eidiiorinl 1 Los Angefes Time

DARROW'S APOLOGIST

O all the pother of bizarre and Ireakish things
aow encumbering the newsstands gnd likely to tor-
ture the reading hours of scber-minded folk suscep-
fibie to the lure of rubrics and wids-margin formats,
one of the most DISTUWEBING TO MENTAL
ETARILITY is that ecstatic and pornographic ex-
ponent of sex freedom and irreversncs for estab-

£ums

Eshed institotions which is miscalled “Everyman.”

¥ law and order, respect for decent conventions,
and property rights are to be maintained in this land
and i clv ion continued, publications of the
“Treryman” strips must be suppressed by abment
treajrnent,

Aside from is heavy task of exploiting the mental
and moral aberrations of Clarence Darrow, “Hvery-
man’s” chisf occupation is to vent the astounding

wagaries in logic and literature aof one James H.

Griffes, who pervades the crank purlieus of Los Aa-
geles  and  the LAMENTABLY BRILLIANT
PAGES of his own magazine under the cognomen
of Luke MNorth, If “Everyman” were written in
the mongrel English of egaivalent value with 1ts
mental and spiritual mendacity, dofe in poor pring,
and shorn of its Morrisy-craft ormamentation, its
vaporings of free love and ridiculous comparison of
convicts with Christ would be its own sufficient dam-
nation to the unaberrated citizenry, but when ART
is perverted to the cunning uses of SOCIAL DIs-
TURBERS, when Venetian borders and eggshell

as, Boptember 25th, 1L

to Mental Stability”’

elewvator man's cousin {the line is unbroken)

paper become monthly advocates of the destrucilve
teachings of Clarenge Darrow and hbis law-subvert-
ing disciples, it is fhime to wave a ved lantern at the
"i:{iée Adpiz{aﬂq When marriage laws are wantonly
launted and ali other laws indecently scouted;
irresponsible rebellion attacks God }a;f;a:éiﬁ;zi?
tionz of Christiznity, the cajolments of matrical
nross and antigue type should not dissuade the
rigorens and effective cengorship of popular disap-
proval.  Biarvation is the guickest remedy against
the virus of ART INSURGENCY,

man's” August ufterances on personal iv-

TEEP i crime, on eugenics, sadism, and
other prison regime topics {generally @boo in mor-
ally responsible publications) arz as sentimentally
?naudlin and a3 unspeakably mpossible a3 the wrig»
gs ‘@f Luke Nerth have the nsual stigma of being,
and for their iniguiticus subtlety perhaps are equaily
as dangercus as the heavier-handed anariﬁhisi:{c ut-
terances of Clarence Darrow. What an eastsrn oritic
calls the “nervously brilliant” style of Luke Morth
is nothing more thaa neurasthenia ron te letters.

) An"seng‘ sane people art has its scher and sacred
functions. These are net the disssmination of a
freak’s moral delinguencies and mental vagaries.
‘When the lightheaded and feathery-fingered gentry
tamper with art to BESTROY THE FORMS AND
USAGES OF CENTURIES it is time for z belated
and over-burdened literary discernment to asgert
itself and rid the land of such pestiferous vermin.

_I have added the capitals to emphasize certain of the General's generous genuflexions to
art insurgency, etc. Perhaps they were unnecessary—one hesitates to paint the lily )



