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‘What is the
Commonwealth Land Party ¢
- By Xo oo

It is an association of persons firmly convinced that
Henry George in his great work, ‘‘ Progress and Poverty,”’
exposed the cause and prescribed the remedy for Poverty, the
greatest evil and disgrace of modern civilisation.

The followers of Henry George number millions in all
parts bf the world and have numerous.smally prganisations,
the object of which is to carry the Gospel of Fenry George.
to all the people. , Tt o een

The English Commonwealth Land Party, however, is
distinet from other Associations of the kind in-that it -believes

that:—As the remedy can only be applied by politicat-4etion ;-
it is necessary for it to take the form of, a Political Party,:
with a view to returning Members of Parliament who will
urge the application of the remedy. ° It differs: ffém: all ‘other
existing political parties in its complete repudiation of com-
pulsory Socialism, holdipg that man should be free politically
and economically to work out his own individual  destiny,
should own his own body, his own laboutf" power, “and” b
secured the enjoyment and disposition ofthe"prifuct o his
labour as his own private property to which:his labouyr has
given him a title. : Ll
The -*“ Henry George ’’ Doctrine. Gerid o e

Is briefly, that the cause of poverty is private.ownership,

collection, and use. of the rent of the source.of h—
the Barth. . O T T
““Rent is

: sfitutionaf wrong, ‘I :
Taxation, or the taking of that which s be Bft sactédly®
to the individual as private property, to provide the funds to
pay public servants to manage those affairs which must:bé the!
commdn doneern: of -and: be: conducted for the:-henefit: of all
alike. T




The E‘jawm {or the Laad). :
reasserted the self-evident truth, which modern
: s to have lost sight of, that the Earth, out
of which all waalth is produced by labour, must be for the
equal use of all mankind, if there is to be any meaning in the
statement that oll men are equally entitled to *‘ Life, Liberty
and the pursuit of Happiness.’’ _

Herbert Spencer in ‘* Social Statics '’ made the same
truth clear. It is a self-evident truth and needs no argument
to~ establish -it. - It is- constantly being proclaimed=—=and dis-
regarded. o '

From this truth it follows that no one individual can own
the Earth or the rent of it; it is the common property of all,
and the right of every man to access to the means of life
cannot be alienated by any law or custom, nor by a majority
agreement, without the denial of this truth. This denial has
been made by modern civilisation in practice, although in law
the land of England is the property of all the people, with
the Crown, as head of the State, the Trustee for the people.

As the Liberal Land Committee report states clearly,

‘it is not a gquestion of nationalisation, 'because. the land has
never been regarded by the law as private property.  The
C.L.P. simply want the law operated, not disregarded.
Possession,

Exclusive possession, security of tenure, has been con-
fused with ownership, has grown into ownership in actual
practice, and all portions of the common property are bought
and soid without any regard to the rights of the real and legal
owners, the people, not only of this, but of future generations,
It is not possible to sell for money the rights of the unborn.

In order to apply the remedy prescribed by Henry George,
in order to get into harmony with the Moral and Statutory
Law, it is necessary:—That the rights of the people should
be reasserted by a declaration in Parliament in some such form
as has been sugpested by the Liberal Land Comrnittee.

Ii would e no use to stop at this point; the réassertion
of the true selation in which the people must stand towards
their Iand must be followed by a real resumption of those
rights by the collection of the annual rental value of the bare
earth, apart from any improvements which are the results of
the labours of man, and its confiscation into the public
treasury. Thus the owners of the land would collect their
rent as owners are entitled to do.

The C.I1.P. do not advocate the dlspossessmn of any
holder of jand. They contend that security of tenure is a
necessity for the proper use of the land. They believe that
security of tenure should depend upon the payment of the
economic rent of the portion of the land held, and upon nothing
else.

Do you hold a piece of the public preperty? Very well,
you- can continue to hold it so long as the rent is paid.
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" The effect of such ¢ollection of coonomie rent would be
to put an énd to the buying and selling of ihe public property,
and therefore to speculation in it.

- It would also “ impel " the best use of all land and pro-
vide an enormous stimulus to wealth production under con-
ditionns of freedom without confiscaton by Government

~authority -“and force, or any complicated and ineffectual
- bureaucracy based on the theory ef Socialism.

The self-interest of the producers, now repressed, woukd
find scopé, and, as the confiscation of the economic rent {or

‘public purposes would mean the rapid abolition of enforced

taxes, all wealth produced would be secured to the producer.
The rent would, of course, come out of the wealth pro-
duced, but would be returned to the producer in the form
of the necessary public services.
“This renial value, however, is not the creation of the
producer who would be called upon to pay if into the public
treasury, It is the measure of the extra desirability of any

- portion of the common property over the least desirable

portion ; its collection would not be a Tax. It depends upon
all the people, it grows as the population grows in densny
1t is a nationally created value which the Community is fully
entitled to collect. Tt is the only walue thai can he socialised
without a denial of the réal right of property in the things
produced by labour.

. The words of Lord Oxford are as follows:—** The value
of land rises as population grows, and National necessities
increase, not in proportion to the .application of Capital and
Labour, but through the development of the Community itself.

A spurce of wvalue,. created by the Community, which the

Communily is entitled to a,ppmpriate to itself.” (Paisley,
.1923.)

“The Commonwealth Land Party do not attempt to explain
the failure of Political Leaders to take action based upon the
truths enunciated. Not to see the truth is to be blind. To
see il and not. to act upon it is to be false to principle. The
most charitable explanation of the inaction of politicians is
that they are blind.

Ownership of the Earth by a few can no more be made
moral by an Act of Legislation than can the ownership by
one human being of another of his kind. It is upon the same
moral plane as chattel-slavery. It places mankind in econo-
mic servitude everywhere that private collection of the publicly
created rent is permitted. It is a private tax or tribute levied
by the few on the helpless many. It is wrongful confiscation
of the public property, and should be stopped. The C.L.P.
contend that as it is the cawse of poverty, this evil cannot be
eradicated until and unless the cause is eatirely removed.

“Such is -the C.L.P.’s understanding of the doctrine of
Henry George regarding ownership of the Earth and its rent.
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Only those who are prepared flatly to deny the existence
of any natural right to life; and who are prepared to assert
that the State (soulless abstraction) hag the right to take
away from the producer the product of his labour, will disagree.
Wealth,

Wealth is the result of labour applied to land. For con-
'venience of exchange, money of all kinds, metal, paper, stocks,
shares, bills of exchange, War Bonds, cowrie shells, brass
rods, and what not are merely representative of real wealth,
i.e., of all things produced by labour necessary for the sus-
tenance of life and the satisfaction of the material desires of
man. The lavish production of wealth is to-day a simple
matter. More than enough for everybody could casily be pro-
duced were the prohibitiens as to the free use of the Earth
removed. The Earth is inexhaustible, the matter of it being
usable again and again for all time,

The problem of production, therefore, may be considered
as solved. It never was a difficult one, as human beings
applying their labour to land have always been able to produce
sufficient for their wants.

It is the faulty distribution of the wealth that is produced
which constitutes the second part of the gravest problem. of
Society. It could be solved quite easily when, following the
collection of the rent for the public benefit, wealth-producers
are permitted to retain the whole of their product. Not only
are the wealth-producers to-day deprived of the rent of their
Earth, but a large portion is taken from them by taxation;

it being quite clear that the wealth represented by the taxes -

must come out of the total wealth produced.

When the real right of property is recognised, there can
be no distribution of wealth at all except at the will or with
the consent of the owners thereof. The solution, therefore,
of this secondary problem will follow inevitably on the settle-
ment of man’s true relationship to the Earth, and needs no
official action excepting the abolition of ill enforced taxation.

Wealth is now divided into unequal portions :—

1, Wages: the profit of Labour for producing the share of
Labour in the product. The largest portion (but not as
large as it ought to be and might be).

2, Imteresti: the profit of Capital for its assistance to Labour

" in production. '

3. Taxes: for the maintenance of services for the good of all.

4. Rent: the portion allowed to be taken by a few holders of
the public property for doing nothing but give permission
for Labour and Capital to produce wealth.

Obviously, to take rent for public purposes would increase
the portion available for wages. When men have their rights
secured to them, when evervone can keep all the wealth he
produces, and when no one can get any wealth that he does
not produce, except by theft or gift, there will be no problem
of distribution to be solved.
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The C.L.P. urge that the collection of the rent and its
substitution for taxes would be an act of simple justice in strict
conformity with the Moral Law, and with the almost forgotien
Statutory Law of Britain,

Summarised, the self-evident truths for which the C.L.P.
stand are :—

1. That all human bheings have equal right of access io the
. bounty of Nature {i.e., Land Monopoly is morally wrong}.

9. That to the producer exclusively belongs the product (i.c.,
enforced taxation is morally wrong).

“ We would simply take for the Community what belongs
to the Community, the value that attaches to land by the
growth of the Community; leave sacred to the individuat
all that belongs to the individual.”” (Henry George.}

It is up to those political leaders who have enunciated
these same truths, to explain why political action cannot be
taken upon them.

The C.L.P. hold that it is the business of those who pre-
tend to represent the people to keep the Law of the Land in
conformity with the Moral Law, plainly explained in the two
articles of the Great Charter of human liberty formulated by
Henry George and quoted above.

What is required to apply the remedy set forth fully in
¢ Progress apd Poverty *' for the evil of poverty—the crime
of poverty for which all are responsible—is, as indicated in the
foregoing :

1. To re-assert the common ownership of the Earth and forth-
with to call upon any who exclusively possess any portion of it,
to pay into the public treasury the annual rental value thereof.
9. To abolish enforced taxation, local and imperial, whether
levied on incomes, imports or exports, houses, cheques, dogs,
births, marriages, and deaths, in short, to discontinue all the
man-made devices which have been and still are the hurtful
and unjustifiable methods of raising revenue for public ser-
vices practised by all Chapcellories, on the ground that they
all act as taxes on and discouragements of industry.

Capital and Labeur.

Except in the minds of those who misunderstand the rela-
tions existing between them, there is no antagonism between
Capital and Labour. Capital is dependent entirely upon Labour
for its existence, employment, and preservation. How then
can it be in antagonism to that on which it depends? Labour
employs Capital to assist it in the production of more wealth.
How then can Labour be antagonistic to its useful assistant?
It is not so: Capital and Labour do, and must, co-operate.
They are imade to co-operate like the upper and lower teeth.
That there is often friction between individual capitalists and
bodies of those who employ their capital, is obvieusly true.
There is no such thing as a ‘* Capitalistic System,’’ as com-
monly stated by Labour politicians, nor is there yet any com-
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plete organisation of Labour; but there is more organisation
of the workers than of capitalists.  What, ‘then, is the cause of
the feeling that also undoubtedly exists, that Capital and
Lahour are in irreconcilable conflict? The answer the C.L.P.
give is, that the inability of those who wish to produce wealth
they require to employ themselves in its producnon {an :nablhty
directly caused by land monopoly), forces them into a position
in which there is nothing left for them to do but to sell their
labour power io some one who has opportunity in his pos-
session. ’

There have always been, and always will be until the
present land system is changed, numbers of persons willing
to work but unable to find jobs. The so-called capitalists are
obliged to make terms with those who control the only oppor-
tunity in existence, viz., the land, and they get inore criticism

and blame than they deserve. The real cause of the misunder- ~

standing, and the unemployment for which Governments can-
not find any remedy, is the private ownership of the oppor-
" tunity, and the consequent power to exact tribute from the
workers, (capitalists and labourers alike) for mere permission
to work. This, with the wrong method of providing the public
revenue by taking from the workers arbitrarily and unneces-
sarily a portion of their product by way of taxation, restricts
the opportunities for men o employ themselves, brings the
workers in competition for the limited number of jobs, and
forces wages down to subsistence level.

The C.L.P. see that neither capitalists nor Trade Union
councils, nor any of the leaders of Labour organised or un-
organised, correctly understand the position and the economic
forces that are at work.

They believe that freedom to employ oneself is the only
cure for economic slavery; employment the only cure for un-
employment ; and they know the way to achieve a complete
economic freedom, to solve the unemployment problem and
to abolish involuntary poverty. These are large claims, but
that they are just was ably demonstrated by Henry Geprge,
to whose influence and teaching the Commonwealth Land Party
are due.

All normal men are self-supporting, or would be if free
access to their raw material were secured to them. The dole,
poor law ielief, charity, etc., are well-meant palliatives, no
doubt. That the problem of poverty remains is sufficient in-
dication that the palliatives serve little or no good purpose.
Mankind should not need to beg, and should demand justice
in this matter of the use of the common property.

The Commonwealth Land Party urge upon the people
their right to demand justice, complete justice, and at once,
by insisting that from an appointed day the Crown, as Trustee
for the people, shall collect for the people the economic rent
of the land. .

Lompensatien,

It is not possible to compensate the people for their loss
and suffering caused by land monopoly. When this great
iniquity comes o an end, when the rental value of the people’s
land is confiscated for their use, the people’s claim for com-
pensation, including arrears for past wrongful confiscation of
their rent, may have to be waived because of the impossibility
of collection. ** Let by-gones be by-gones in this matter,”
said Henry George. ‘

Claims for compensation for the loss of power to collect
rent will be put forward, but they are not entitled to be
considered. They cannot be admitted without admitting that
the Earth can be and has been privately owned. It is upon
the self-evident truth that ell own the Earth that the law
stands, and upon it that Henry George founded his philesophy
and based his remedy. Claims by those who have been illegally
collecting the people’s rent in the past will be dealt with as
were claims made by owners of chattel-slaves in the U.S. in
1863. 1t is true that owners of slaves in the British West
Indies were fortunate enough to get paywient from the British
tax-payer of the price they put wpon human beings held as
chattel-slaves, but the British tax-payer is more alive now,
as he is more consulted, and, unless he is deceived by poli-
ticians, will not be so foolish as to agree to purchase his
natural right to life and liberty, for the land is admittedly his
own property. Yet the suggestion is in the air that landlords
may be compensated or pensioned, a suggestion that the C.L.P.
assert 1s an impracticable and immoral one, born of ignorance,
superstition, and cowardice.

That some who now profit financially will suffer hardship
through the loss of their power to take what does not belong
to thém, is probably true. A great wrong, however; cannot
be r:ghtcd without affecting those who are profiting: ﬁnanmaily
from the wrong.

The C.L.P. declare that the collection of the annual rental
value of the lind (the communally created value) for public
use is just, and that which is *‘ just '’ cannot at the same time
be ‘' unjust.” They point out thdt possible hardship is being
mistaken for injustice. Justice must be done at all costs,
hardship can be dealt with in the proper time and place, and
the suggestion the Commonwealth Land Party make is that
a liberated people in possession of their communally created
value (rent) could and would take into consideration any cases
of hardship that might arise, not as claims for compensation,
but as cases of hardship not entirely due to any individual
sufferer. Such cases would be few, and could be quickly dealt
with by a suitable Tribunal.

It is important to remember the difference now pomted out

- between hardship and injustice. The C.L.P. declare that they

-do not advocate injustice, but Justice. It is possible to modify
hardship resulting from just common action.
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Lxamption.

The principle on which the philosophy and economics of
the C.L.P. are based, being eternally true, is applicable in its
entirety in every case in which portions of the common pro-
perty are exclusively possessed. The holder in every case
must be called upon to pay the annual rent without any exemp-
tions of any kind on any pretence or argument.

The C.L.P. declare that it is not their intention to propose
anything which will disturb those in possession of the Earth.
‘Asserting that all have an equal right to the use of the Earth,
they urge that the method of securing this right is not to
divide up the land, but to take the rent of the land for the
purpose of Government, utilising for this purpose the present
machinery of the Tax Department,

The C.L.P. are convinced that Justice cannot be done,. .

piece-meal, and insist therefore on the necessity of holding
strictly to the principle in all its truth and purity and to its
application in full. On this no compromise is pessible, for so
long as any portion of the rental value of land can be collected
by private individuals, speculation in the people’s property will
be possible and profitable, and the evils arising out of private
ownership of the Earth will persist. -Like causes under similar
conditions produce like effects. There is as deep and abject
poverty in New York, where a large portion of ihe economic
rent is confiscated for public use, as there is in the City of
" London, where little or none of the people’s rent is taken for
public use,

Such is a brief and impeifect outline of the main principles
of the Commonwealth Land Party.

The C.L.P. ask that they be not disregarded simply because
they would supersede what is old and seems to be established.
“ VWrong,” says Lowell, “ wrong, though its title does go
back to the days of Sodom, is by nature a thing of yesterday,
iwhile the right of which we became consclous but an hour ago,
is more ancient than the stars, of the essence of Heaven.”’

Briefly, quotinig from Henry George:—‘* What we, there-
fore, propose as the simple yet sovereign remedy which will
raise wages, increase the earnings of Capital, extirpate
pauperism, abolish involuntary poverty, give remunerative em-
ployment to whoever wishes it, afford free scope to human
powers, lessen crime, lift morals and taste and intefligence,
purify government, and carry civilisation to yet nobler ends,”
is, to appropriate the rental value of the people’s land for the
people’s benefit, and to substilute the remnt collected for all
enforced taxes, thus to abolish all enforced faxation.

Could anything be more simple, just, and effective? If
you agree with the principles set forth in the foregoing, join
the C.L.P. and help in the endeavour to put the clear issue
before the people.

THE END.
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COMMONWEALTH LAND PARTY.
' DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES.

THE RIGHTS OF MAN,

Twice, after successful revolutions, Declarations of
Independence angd of the Rights of Man have been made.

Now, after an upheaval of the world which has left the
minds of men confused, the Commonwealth Land Party address
the following Declaration to men of good-will everywhere, as
indicating the foundation upon which alone Society can be
made secure.

The COMMONWEALTH LAND PARTY DECLARE,
following the statement of the Declaration of Independence of
1776, and the Declaration of the Rights of Man by the French
Assembly in 1798, that:

1. Every human being, by the mere fact of ‘‘ being,”” has
an-equal and inalienable right to life (and therefore to
access to the means of life), and a liberty bounded only
by a like liberty of every other human being.

2. No legal enactment ean deprive any human being of these
inalienable rights, even with the consent of the individual;
they are always and forever inalienable.

3. No human being, therefore, can have or obtain any ex-
clusive right to ownership of the Earth, the source of
all sustenance, the mother of all wealth. It is always
and forever the inalienable property of all its inhabitants.

4. Security of tenure and exclusive occupation {(not owner-
ship) of portions of the Earth are necessary for the better
production, transportation, and exchange of those things
{wealth) upon which mankind depends.

8. Security of tenure and exclusive occupation of portions
of the Earth can be in conformity with the natural inalien-
able equal rights of all, only if:

The value of such exclusive occupation is taken
annually by an Authority representing the whole Com-
munity, and expended by that Authority in the service
of and for the benefit of the whole Community. This
value is Remt {or economic rent), and the measure
of it is the difference in desirahility, from any cause,
of any portion of the Earth, as compared with the
least . desirable portion.

6. This Rent, or value of the bare site, appears as the result
of the presence of human beings, and grows with the
growth of the population.

7. The collection of this Rent for private use (as at present)
is a denial of the right of access to the means of Life:
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10.

11,

12.

13.

14.

4 denial of the justice of equality of opportunity: and
has no sanetion in equity or ia natural (or moral) Law.
It is, in {act, the assertion by some of a greater right to
Lite and Liberty than that right which should be enjoyed
by all. :
This denial of the equality of the right to Life has led
to a denial of the real right of property in the things
produced by labour, viz.: o
The imposition of unequal, unjust, arbitrary taxa-
tion on Industry, to meet public needs, on the prin-
ciple that ‘* Necessity knows no Law,”” which is the
denial of the right of the producer of wealth to retain
it for his or her own use. This denial of the right
of property, together with the failure to colléct for
public use the annual valie created hy the public, is
the real cause of wars, revolutions, involuntary
poverty, and most of thé disease and crime of the
world,
The Rent created by the Communpity is sufficient in normal
times, under just conditions, to meet the expenses of
the pubiic services, and. to enable the managers of the
public business to take care of the incompetent and the
old, and to provide educational facilities for all alike—
not as charity or benevolence, but as mere Justice.
No generation can bind a following one, and it is the
right and duty of the living to do Justice, even if some
who profit by unjust conditions suffer hardship.
No legislative emactments of the past that are contrary
to the natural Law of simple Justice can be regarded by
the living as valid; if there are any such, they should be
ignored or repealed. ‘
No human being can purchase or otherwise acquire any
valid title to the right to exact toll from other human
beings in exchange for permission to use the Earth. Alfl
claims to such, or for pecuniary compensation on the part
of individuals claiming to “‘ own "’ the Earth, for loss of
power to confiscate public rent, as above defined, should
be denied. :

“Whoever exercises labour on land after opportunities are

equalised by the collection of the Renf of the bare land
for the public Treasury, has an exclusive right to all the
products of such labour, free from any arbitrary, con-
fiscatory deductions by officials.

Proposals for the control of human activities by the State
or Government are in the direction of economic skavery;
any such, and any interference with the right of the in-
dividual to seif-development and self-sustenance, are no
substitutes for a freedom based on the foregoing prin-
ciples and leading to a natural and wvoluntary extension of
the co-operation under which alone Society can peacefully
endure and prosper.
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The COMMONWEALTH LAND PARTY reahse that
the obstacles to the establishment of a just relationship between
man and the Earth, and therefore hetween the individual units
of Society, can be removed in an orderly, reasonable, just, and
constitutional manner, only when and if the Electorate in
sufficient majority see the principles upon which Society rnust
be constituted; and, recognising that the only trire and just
solution of the Social Problem is to make all the land the
common property of all the people, by diverting the rental
value, which now flows into the pockets of the Land Lords,
into the Common Treasury, call for support for an attempt to
return Members to Parliament pledged to .carry out, at the
earliest moment, the Will of the people to Freedom, through
Justice and equality of opportunity. -

The COMMONWEALTH LAND PARTY invite all
interested in the proper solution of the questions which now
vex us, to join up and make a united effort to carry into effect
the principles clearly defined and urged upon the world by
Hznry (GECRGE.

For further information address:i—

The Secretary, COMMONWEALTH LAND PARTY,
43, Chancery Lane, London, W.C.2.

Telephone : Holborn 0309.

THE FIGHT FOR THE LAND.

KEEP UP TO DATE BY READING
THE COMMONWEAL.
EDITED BY J. W. GRAHAM PEACE.

Weekly: One Penny. Post Free, 3 Months 1s. 6d.

43, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C.2.
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