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MORE ABOUT SINGLE TAX. fb-- N V

George J. Knapp Takes Issue With John G. Osborn irrailiffiK tSMT
on the Subject.

i iii i t . i --&Lj

Rock Island, Sept. 215. Editor Argus:
In the Issue of The Argus dated the
ISthj inst., I note a letter addressed to
you 'by John G. Osborn or Port Byron,
in which he expresaes surprise that
the single tax is not dead, but perhaps
Mr. Osborn will be still more surprised
to hear that the single tax is only in
its infancy, and that we expect soon to
hear, a lusty noise issuing from its In-

fantile lungs. Mr. Osborn started out
to sb'i.v the impracticability of the sin-

gle v Tuit finished np by trying to
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land cannot justly be "ousted," unless
tlie public purchases their land from
them at present valuation.

2. Because it is impossible to dis-

tinguish between land values and the
artificial value created by improve-
ments. (Mr. Osborn calls this the weak
spot in Henry George's philosophy).

3. Because the complexity of our in-

dustries make the single tax impossi-
ble.

4. Because, no matter how taxes
are collected, productive industry must
foot the bill, and consequently the pub-

lic will be no better off.
Before we examine these reasons it

will not be improper to remark that if
Mr. Osborn knew anything about the
single tax, he would not have saiu.
"suppose the people should be convinc
ed that the single tax is correct and
should show their faith by transferring
the land to the government," etc.

would ask Mr. Osborn to say who
was the bona fide single taxer who
ever advocated transferring the land to
the government?

the

If Mr. Osborn will take the trouble
to look it up, he will see tne
difference between appropriating land
and appropriating laud rents.

Again, he says of the Standard Oil,
the railroads, etc., "they cannot be
ousted, even under the single tax."
"Will Mr. Osborn please say who was
the single taxer who advocated the
ousting of anyone from the land? If
he will look it up, he will find that un
der the single tax no one will be oust
ed. On the contrary, if the
Oil, the railroads, etc., want still more
land than they now hold, no one will
prevent them from taking it. They can
take all they want, but they will have
to pay to the people the full value
which accrues to them by virtue of
their exclusive possession of such land.

It is also proper here to note, that
Mr. Osborne seems to be puzzled ty
that "indefinite something which single
taxers call ground rent." If he hal
lead carefully and considered my prev-
ious article on the single tax. the four
questions implied by his four reasons
(as infer them) would have answer
ed themselves, and that "indefinite
something which single taxers call
'ground rent' " would have assumed
definite shape in his mind. As to the
differences between conditions in the
little town of Faliede, Norway, and
conditions in the United States, they
are after all not so great as they may
at first glance seem. Labor, capital
and land are the factors necessary to
production in both countries.

The people of Norway eat, sleep and
wear ;.rhes, same as we do; they use
all the commodities which we use and
their :rornment needs revenues same
as o1
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Pain Kills
Some People

Pain kills many people from the
simple fact that it wears them out,
robs them' of peace of mind by day
and rent by night. All the opiates in
the world will not cure it. The con-

dition call3 for a nerve tonic that will
give strength and resistive power to
the nervous system and enable It to
throw ofT the trouble." Mrs. Wm. Spen-
cer of 105 Granger St., Syracuse, N. Y
tells you clearly Just how she obtained
a positive result in her case. She says:
"I was always nervous, but of late
years I could not sleep, was intensely
nervous, ringing sounds in the ears and
sharp noises and pain in my head at
night. My strength was way down
had attacks of vertigo when I was so
dizzy I had to catch hold of something
until it passed off. This condition cer-
tainly needed attention as it was grow-
ing steadily worse. Dr. A. W. Chase's
Nerve Pills were recommended to me
and I used them. The results were
splendid the nerves became quiet the
noises, pain and ringing in the head
together with the dizzy spells disap-
peared completely and I began to sleep
well again. The general strength came
back and as a result I feel well every
way again." DOc a box at all dealers or
Dr. A. W. Chase Medicine Co., Buffalo,
N. T-- None genuine without signature
and portrait or Dr. a. w. Chase.
For Sale at Harper House Pharmacy.

be an element of justice in the single
tax.

But not only is there an element of
justice in it, rather it Is justice itself.
He refers to Blackstone, but let us see
what his own legal authority, Sir Wil
liam Blackstone has to say on the sub
ject of private property in land. Here
it is: (Blackstone's commentaries)

"There is nothing which so generally
strikes the Imaginations and engages
the affectations of mankind, a3 th-- i

right of property: or that sole and des
potic dominion which one man claims
and exercises over the external things
of the world, in total exclusion of the
right of any other individual in the.
universe. And yet there are very few
that will give themselves the troublo
to consider the origiual and foundation
of this right. Pleased as we are with
the possession, we seem to be afraid
to look back to the means by which it
was acquired, as if fearful of some de
feet in our title; jor at best we rest sat
isfied with the decision of the laws in
our favor, without examining the rea-
son or authority upon which those
laws have been built. We think It is
enough that our title is derived by thi
grant of the former proprietor, by ds- -

scent from our ancestor, or by the last
will and testament of the dying owner;
not caring to reflect that (accurately
and strictly speaking) there is no
foundation in nature or in natural law,
why a set of words upon parchment
should convey the dominion of land,
why the son should have the right to
exclude his fellow creatures from a da
terminate spot of ground because his
father has done so before him; or why
the occupier of a particular field, whoa
lying on his death bed and no longer
able to maintain possession, should be
entitled to tell the rest of the world
which of them shall enjoy it after
him."

Perhaps Mr. Osborne will now agree
that his legal authority does not reem
to have a very good opinion of the jus-
tice of private property in land. In
his first work on the land question,
"Social Statics," Herbert Spencer dis-
covered this "first principle," i. e. That
every man may claim the fullest lib-

erty to exercise his faculties, compat-
ible with the possession of like liberty
by every other man. Again: every
man has freedom to do all that he
wills, provided that he infringes not
the equal freedom of any other man.
From this "first principal he deduces
the (1) equal right to life and per-
sonal liberty; (2) the equal right to
the use of the earth. Will Mr. Osborn
undertake the task which Herbevt
Spencer himself undertook forty-tw- o

years after he had written "Social Stat
ics," and try to deny that these deduc
tions are self evident corollaries? Her-
bert Spencer himself failed in his
attempted denial, and it would be in
teresting to see Mr. Osborn, beat Mr.
Spencer at his own game. (Chapter ?,
"Social Statics" by Herbert Spencer),
Given a race of beings having like

claims to pursue the objects of the.r
desires given a world adapted to tha
gratification of those desires a world
into which such beings are similarity
born, and it unavoidably follows that
they have equal rights to the use o'
this, world. Forif each of them, 'has
freedom to do all that he wills pro
ided he infringes not tle equal free-
dom of any other,' then each of them
is free to use the earth for the satis
faction of his wants, provided he
allows all others the same liberty. And
conversely, it Is manifest that no one,
or part of them, may use the earth in
such a way as to prevent the rest from
similarily using it; seeing that to do
this is to assume greater liberty than
the rest, and consequently to break the
law. Equity, therefore, does not per
mit property in land. For the assump
tion that land can be held as private
property, involves the assumption thit
the whole globe may become the pri
vate domain, of a part of its inhabi
tants; and if, by consequence, the rest
of its inhabitants can then exercise
their faculties can then exist even
only by consent of the landowners
it is manifest, that an exclusive posses
sion of the soil necessitates an in
fringement of the law of equal fre?
dom.

'For men who cannot 'live and move
and have their being without the
leave of others, cannot be equally fre
with those others."

Ah, it would be laughable were
not so sad; to think that a nation of
80,000,000 people, clothed with political
freedom are today industrial slaves
by laws of their own making. 'Tis th
irony of fate. .

The foregoing, especially the quota
tion from Blackstone, is I think, suffi
cient to show that private property in
land cannot stand on the pedestal of
divine, (or if Mr. Osborn prefers,) nat
ural justice.

Mr. Osborn is short sighted when he
traces his titles back to the covern
ment. Look back a little further, and
see if you can find a single title which
does not rest on conquest, robbery and
fraud.

The title to land taken by conquest,
rests on a force that compels, not on
right which obliges. If I were to take
his watch from Mr. Osborn by fores,
would the title to it vest in me? No

Then how can title to land right
fully rest on force? As for a titl
which rests on fraud and robbery, win
will defend It? But perhaps Mr. Os
born will say "time is a great lega
izer." I ask him then, to answer the
questions which Mr. Herbert Spencer
failed to answer, to wit: "How Ions
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Now IS

NOW When assortments complete and offer
widest range choice. Here you'll find newest and choicest
styles every kind furniture Parlor, Bedroom, Dining
Room, Hall, Library and Kitchen. Ours all good, honest, reliable,
lasting Furniture only kind buy kind we guar-
antee give perfect satisfaction. show through greatest
stock Iowa. Well both enjoy

RUGS

Buy

NEW FALL DESIGNS DOMESTIC RUGS. THIS PLEASANT SPOT

FOR THOSE WHO ARE LOOKING FOR NEW THOUGHTS HOME

FURNISHINGS. THE RUGS ARE SPLENDID TRIBUTES THE SKILL

AND INGENUITY THE AMERICAN METHODS RUG WEAVING.

THE RUGS ARE MARVELS COLOR SCHEME, MANY BEING COPIES

ANTIQUE ORIENTALS, WHICH THEY RIVAL FOR BEAUTY

AND CHARM; ARE ORIGINAL PATTERNS, NONE THE

LESS BEAUTIFUL THE WHOLE FORMING SHOW THAT WILL

SEEKERS AFTER NEW THINGS. RUGS ARE

ALL SIZES FROM MATS CARPETS, SUITABLE FOR THE PARLORS,

SITTING, DINING AND BED ROOMS, HALLS, DENS AND EVERY

PLACE WHERE RUG REQUIRED. SEE THE GREAT SHOW.
SHOULD YOU DECIDE MAKE PURCHASES, AND

USE FOR THE RUGS, WILL HOLD THEM FOR

LATER.
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perfect thousand years, much
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born "but present land-
owners their paid

land with good honest money."
Very true, Osborn
watch someone,
someone pays good honest
money does
watch someone?

Does allow
watch away from someone,
paid good honest money

who bouKht from
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analysis titles landowners

clearly force, landown-
ers have kick coming when
force annuls them. people's land

taken from them force,
whenever neonle choose
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self. (Page 422, Progress Poverty
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x values which labor and capital
have intimately combined with that of
land, how much sreater disconrarr- -

ment is involved in taxing not oniy
these, but all the clearly distinguish
able values which labor and capital
create? But as a matter of fact, the
value of land can always be distin
guished from the value of improve
ments. In countries like the United
States there is much valuable land
that has never been improved; and in
many of the states the value of the
improvements are habitually estimated
separately by the assessors, though
afterward reunited under the term
"Real estate." Xor where ground has
been occupied from immemorial times,
is there any difficulty in getting at the
value of the bare land, for frequently
the land is owned by one person, and
the buildings by another, and when a
fire occurs and improvements are de-

stroyed, a clear and definite value re
mains in the land. In the oldest coun-
try in the world, no difficulty what-
ever can attend the separation, if all
that be attempted, is to separate the
value of the clearly distinguishable im
provements made within a moderate
period, from the value of the land
This manifestly, is all that justice

Now what becomes of Mr. Osborn's
assertion that the value of improve
ments cannot be separated from the
value of the land? Let us suppose
that Mr. Orfborn owns a lot, which he
leases to X. X builds a house on the
lot. Some day I come along and offer
to buy this lot from Mr. Osborn; sub-

ject to the terms of the lease which
X has on it. Mr. Osborn being willing
to sell the lot, do you think it would
take him long to figure out the value
of the lot? Now take away the suppo-
sition and we have a bare fact. In al-

gebraic form:
Improvements plus lot equals total.
Total minus improvements equals

lot, and there you have the full unim-
proved value of the lot. So much for
Mr. Osborn's second reason.

3. His third reason is that the com
plexity of our industries makes the
single tax impossible.

In the first place, the single tax will
take some of that much vaunted com-
plexity out of our Industries, for since
land would have no speculative or sel-

ling value, it would hardly be worth
while for anyone to hold land, the im-

provements on which belonged to an-
other: for the land holder In that case
would collect that "somewhat indefi-
nite something called by single taxers
ground rent" from his tenant, only tn
turn every cent of it into the people's
treasury. But, perhaps the land hold-
er would then raise the rent on the
improvement owner, says Mr. Onborr..
Yes, he would if he were an idiot. But
maybe he wouldn't, when he stopped

Time
Furniture

BRASS AND
IRON BEDS

The foremost line in the

country the famous "Sim-

mons Line" marvels of beau-

ty thirty styles Brass Beds

ranging in price from $25 to

$75. You'll never run across

another line like this it's

unequaled in quality and

price.

IRON BEDS
Any size, any color, a special
line priced from $2.50 to $6.00,

that are 25 per cent below alf
others.

to think that such action would be
equivalent to his raising or the assess
ment on his own holdings, and that
all of that increased rem would go into
the people's treasury akso. Here we
must consider that the taking of some
of the complexity out of our industries.
would greatly simplify government.

nd hence it would be a groat saving
of the public funds.

4. Mr. Osborn's final reason is. thot
no matter how taxes are col.eetel
'productive industry'' must foot tho
bill, and consequently the public would
be no better off. It would interest mo
immensely, to know by what bright
chain of reasoning, Mr. Osborn arrived
at that conclusion. Can he produ?;
"testimony from experience"' in sup
port of that conclusion or iiu he ar
rive at it by "any inference from log
ic" or "any deduction from reasonin:
Even the most obtuse can readily sew-ho-

the single tax will benefit the pub-

lic, if they will but stop to consider
the single tax in its fullness. Let me
repeat what the single tax is. It is u

tax on land, equal to the full value of
the land, irrespective of the improve-
ments thereon or the use to which the
land is put. This tax on land values
to be accompanied by the repeal of all
taxes now levied on the products and
processes of industry, which taxes fall
on, and are eventually paid by the con-

sumer, and which, since they take
from the earnings of labor, are an in-

fringement on the right of property.
Any taxes on commodities, serve to in-

crease the cost of those commodities,
and if these taxes are repealed, the ef-

fect will be to decrease the cost of tha
commodities. If the people had to pav
in direct taxes, the money they now
pay in indirect taxes, they would thro v

conniption fits, three times a day. B it
as it is, they do not realize that they
are paying any taxes, because the taxes
are collected in the form of higher
prices; and so they say nothing. Do
I hear Mr. Osborn asking "how will

J the government make up for the loss
cf the revenues, which it now gets by
means of indirect taxes." Simply by
taking from the Astors, (who are ncv
subjects of Edward VII.) and from a1!

the other land monopolists, the hundreds
of millions which they annually take from
the people by virtue of their ownership
of the land on which and from which
the people must live and using these
hundreds of millions for the purposes
which now make it necessary to lew
Indirect taxes. Under the present sys-
tem the people pay double taxes; one
tax to the. land monopolists for the
privilege of using the very land whic'.i
rightfully belongs to them, and anothei
tax to the government for the privilege
of consuming the products of the-- r

present pay for the privilege of con-
suming the products of their own W
bor; and if the holders of land had to

to
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SHOULD EASILY

SECURE BUSINESS.

YOU ENJOY EVERY ECON-

OMICAL ADVANTAGE BY
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Iowa Furniture & Carpet Co,,
324-326-3- 28 Brady Street

the

Davenport, Iowa

pay to the people the full value of anv
advantage which accrues to them bv
virtue of their exclusive possession f
that land, would not the people be be.i- -

efited?

OAK,

THAT

YOUR

HERE.

In other words, would not the peo-
ple benefit thereby, if the hundreds )1

millions which are annually spent i:i
luxurious idleness, or are hoarded u,i.
by a privileged few, were turned intj
the national, state and municipal treas-
uries and a corresponding amount de-

ducted from the indirect taxes which
the people now pay in the form t f
higher prices? Mr. Osborn says, "pro-
ductive industry must foot the bill."
True, in a sense. All wealth is pro
duced by labor. But if it is not nec-
essary that the actual producer cf
wealth, should pay a tax to a lan 1

monopolist for the privilege of produc
ing wealth, and then on top of that,
should pay a tax to the government
for having produced that wealth. At
present "productive industry" foots not
one bill, but two. Mr. Osborn contin
ues: "capital would be reluctant to en
gage in large enterprises upon the un-

certain tenure contemplated by th.
single tax." Thus speck the unini'i- -

atcd! .

Why does a man buy or rent land?
Primarily, to obtain security of po
session, of course. And would he not
obtain security of ossc3sion as cer
tainly as he does now, if he paid his
rent to the people at large, instead of
into private pockets? And since thi
speculative value of land would be
clone away with by the single tax, the
cost of things necessary to engage it.
large enterprises would bv. reducjd.
and i- - would require far less capital
than it does now, to engage in a given
enterprise.

Mr. Osborn says: "admitting tint
the single tax theory looks good on
paper, etc." Fiddlesticks! Evidently
Mr. Osborn uses the word "theory"
without knowing its true meaning.
What is theory, if it is not the explan-
ation of the relation of facts? And 5f

theory is the explanation of the relat-
ion of facts, how can a theory look
good on paper and be impracticable?
Facts are facts, whether they are on
paper or otherwise. And in the same
way must the connecting facts, whlc.i
explain the relation of . the primary
facts, work out whether they are o-- i

paper or otherwise. In conclusion let
me say that the single tax would not
hurt farmers and small land owner-;- ,

but on the contrary It would benefit
them I would like to show this her,
but space does not permit, Mr. Osborn
observes that the single tax Is not a
social cure at all. No, It is not, but
freedom Is. That the single tax will
eventually triumph, cannot be doubtel.
for "Truth crushed to earth will rise
again." The single tax will but carry
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We show more stoves and ranges

than any house in the west

all goods that are superior in

construction and in baking quali-

ties. Positively guaranteed to

give satisfactory service. i

Full Line of Tin and j
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ICLOSING OUT CROCKERY,

ETC., AT FIFTY CENTS

ON THE DOLLAR.

A CREDIT PLAN

THAT WILL APPEAL

TO THE MOST

out the truths enunciated by our decla-
ration of independence, i. e. "that ail
men are created equal: that they .:- -

endowed by their Creator with cert ii'
unalienable rights; that among th-

life, liberty and the pursuit of h ip- -

pinoss" It is sad to reflect how tr iiy
these words of Tiberius Gracchus j

the Roman people, apply as well to h
American people. ".Men of Roir "
said Gracchus, "you are called h
lords of the world, yet you have n.i
right to a square foot of its soil! Tii
wild beasts have their dens, but li

soldiers of Italy have only water ni I

air."
Very Respectfully.

GEOKGE J. KNAPP
Note. In bia letter, Mr. Osb- - in

speaks as though th' community J, o-- ;

not give to land, its value. I do voi
think this to be worthy of a reply. H"
also says that the single tax will i (

bust trusts. In my previous arti- i

which appeared in The Argus on S.;'.
11, I showed how it would take fr mi
theni the power to bleed the people,
and that they could get on their act
money investment, only what the o k-re-

interest rate would bring tlnm
This will be better than busted (nets.

G. J. K.

Sick Headache.
This disease is caused by a derange-

ment of the stomach. Take a dose of
Chamberlain's Stomach and Liver Tab-

lets to correct this disorder and 'he
sick headache will disappear. For s.ile
by all druggists.
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