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SINGLE-TA- AS A BE3XDY.

All Admit That land Monopoly Is One Great
Evil.

BY B. T. SNEDIKER.

Mr. John W. Bell, like many others
who oppose the single-tax- , are not
content with arguments in a logical
way, but are put to the point of having
to put words in single-taxer- s' mouths.
For when they say "single-taxe- rs are
ready to swear that single-ta- x contains
a panacea for all known political
evils," they state a proposition they
never see over a single-taxer'- s signa-
ture. But they do hold, and that be-

yond the possibility of a doubt, that
land monopoly is the parent of all
other monopolies; that the application
of the single-ta- x would crush out land
monopoly, give labor the use of free
raw material, and other reforms would
more easily follow.

It requires much thought to cor-

rectly diagnose a disease. In the
science of medicine this is the main
point. For a true diagnosis we seem
to have credit. The remedy we pro-

pose is what Mr. Bell objects to. He
admits that land monopoly is the
greatest evil that threatens society. He
admits that "a tax on land values, ir-

respective of improvements, will break
this giant monopoly." "There is no
doubt of it. It will kill." If it did
not kill, it would not be effective.
We would not advocate it. Nor would
any sane man propose a remedy unless
he thought it would kill the disease.

When this country was cursed with
chattel slavery, or private property in
men, many remedies were proposed,
but none were effective until it was
proposed to free the slave. The remedy
killed slavery. So will the single-ta- x

destroy industrial slavery by freeing
land.

Now, Mr. Bell objects to a tax on
land values, irrespective of all im-

provements, and proposes a better sys-

tem. Let us examine it by placing the
t wo side by side. In quoting Mr. Bell
I will place it in quotation marks. "In
theory I would not tax land at all, for
it needs no protection." The single-ta- x

would raise all government revenue
by a tax on land values. It would ex-em-

all wealth produced by labor
from taxation of any kind. Wealth
belongs to him that produces it, there-for- e

the state cannot take any frac-

tional part of the earnings of a laborer
without violating this natural law.
Land values are produced by all men
con-jointl- therefore should be used
for the benefit of all men equally.

In Mexico land values are not taxed
at all; there we find a lower state of
civilization than we have here, where
land values furnish about one-fourt- h

of the state revenue.

"If he (owner) did not care to rent it
or live on it he would have a perfect
right to let it lie fallow." The single
tax would allow him to do the same,
hold as many dollars' worth of land as
he wished to, but it would compel him
to pay 100 cents on the dollar of its
rental value into a common fund for
the benefit of all, and this, too, whether
itwasinuseor not in use. It is no
business of the community whether
the speculator uses his land or not, but
they should concern themselves in see-

ing that he pay just as much tax as
the working farmer or other users of
like valuable land. If land values
were free of all tax to-da- the user of
land would have to pay higher prices
to get to use land, and would be com-

plied to pay higher taxes on things he
rrc3sced from the 'land, for govern- -

If all taxes weral

placed on land values, land would be
cheaper; that is, labor would not give
anything for bare land; and would not
be taxed on what labor produced. It
would make homes easier to get, and
millionaires would cease to exist.

"If the country settles up more and
land in that locality more in de-

mand; it would raise in value, 'maybe,'
but its owner is entitled to the ben-

efit for his foresight and wisdom.
Yet all talk against his right

to whatever increase in value because
of influx of population or from any
other cause is the merest nonsense."
Vas it due to your foresight and mine

that IK million people came to Kan
sas? Had they not come would the
best farm land be $50 per acre, or city
lots $10,000 each? If the people pro
duced this land value, you and I did
not. If they produced it you and I
have no ethical right to it as a whole,
only to share equally with all others.
Was it due to Lord Scully's foresight
that makes land values in Illinois so

he is enabled to take yearly $200,000

as rent for the use of a few acres of
bare land? Scully makes not one dol
lar's worth of improvements; the ten
ant does that. He pays not one cent
of national expenses; the tenant does
that. Yet the supreme court of the
United States has said: "Thereserved
right of the people to the rental value of
land must be construed as a condition
to every deed." The single-ta- x would
c ompel Lord Scully to pay $200,000 into
the public treasury for the benefit of
those who produced it. Tell me what
Lord Scully gives for this $200,000 an-

nual rental? If such a system as this
prevails in heaven; if it is due to fore
sight that makes millionaires; if those
who got there first have the most de
sirable places picked out, we, who
must come after, will be forced to go
to the devil to borrow money to pay
the rent.

"I would abolish land monopoly and
divide the land among the people on

equal terms." When? To day?
"To this question," says Spencer, "it

may in the first place be replied, that
such a division is vetoed by the diffi

culty of fixing the values of respective
tracts of land. Variations in produc
tiveness, different degrees of access!
bility, advantages of climate, proximity
to the centres of civilizations these,
and other such considerations, remove
the problem out of the sphere of mere
mensuration into the region of im
possibility."

But if such a division could be equit
ably made to-da- what would be the
fate of the unfortunate ones, coming
into the world or next year?

The single tax would divide nothing
but the land value, and that among
those who produce it. We do not be
lieve in dividing up what belongs to a
man as his rightful property.

"I would limit the amount anyone
can own, but not the number of acres
he can use. I would make the maxi
mum not over 1G0 acres." It would be
proper here to ask Mr. Bell where he is
going to get 1C0 acres of land for each
man that is now here, and what he will
give those that are to come? One hun
dred and sixty acre3 in the center of
New York city is worth more than the
whole state of Kansas. It might shock
even Mr. Bell's sense of justice did I
claim as a right the land in the state of
Kansas. Yet he says: I would free
land from taxatioo." Under his sys
tem 1 would rather be the owner of
1C0 acres of bare land in the center of
New York city that own the state of
Kansas: for from it the city land would
pay doubb th3 rent. It is not the

acres of land the single tax would
reach, but the value of land. Many an
acre in New York city or Chicago, has
a greater value than Lyon county with
its half million acres. It is not acres
makes monopoly, but land values; the
rent labor must pay for the use of bare
land, before it can feed itself. Is
there any injustice in making men,
who enjoy the best places for produc
ing wealth, pay more tax for common
purposes, than men using the poorest
places?

"I favor opening up all public land
to actual settlement." If what the
late Senator Plumb said be true, the
public land has about all been given
away. And there seems to be some
truth in the statement when we count
the thousands of covered wagons mov
ing over the country, driven by men
looking for cheap land where they can
make a living. In this county we have
ample room for 2,000 more farmers, but
land monopoly will not let them go to
work; single tax would.

Paste, where you can read often: "It
is a vicious system that taxes a man
more for improving his land than
though he held it in idleness."

"When I get time to 'write a book'
presenting my remedy to the world."
You will have to do as we did when
we were little boys: After we had
drawn on our slates, "a house," or
"a horse," we wrote on them, "this is
a house" or "this is a horse," so others
would not take them for a barn or a
cow.

Hartford, Kas.

The Lesson ot History.

BY W. II. T. WAKEFIELD.
It is little more than a century since

Adam Smith and William Godwin
wrote the first books on political econ
omy, but from the dawn of history we
can clearly trace the working of the
inexorable natural laws of economics
in the rise, growth, decay and death of
nations and of civilizations. Always the
same story is told, for like causes pro-

duce like effects, and history repeats
itself.

Before Moses had instituted the year
of jubilee, when every man returned to
his house and his field, the observant
and philosophic Hindoo had written:
"White parasols and elephants mad
with pride are the fruits of a grant of
land," white parasols being an emblem
of rank and wealth, and mad ele-

phants, of pampered pride and reckless
power.

Ninevah, Babylon, Egypt, Greece,
Carthage, Home, all tell the same sad
story now being enacted in this cou-
ntrya new, freshly colonized country,
sparsely peopled, equality of condi
tions, resources of nature open on equal
terms to all, frugal lives, .industry en-

gaged in subduing nature and unbur-
dened by monopolies; light taxation,
the masses prosperous because not
robbed of the fruits of their labor; vir-

tuous, because independence and
thrifty industry had bred high, sturdy
character, and wealth had not bred
effe minate luxury, licentious vice and
arrogant pride, nor poverty fawning
sycophancy, slavish submission and
hypocritical flattery, to pander to the
vices of the rich. Men were patriotic,
because all had homes, however hum
ble, and the country conferred bless
ings; all were fed from the land, how
ever frugally, the word "eviction" un
coined, laws few, simple, just. There
was no special privilege, no upper and
lower class, no arrogant wealth nor
slavish proletariat.

There were great men, because con
ditionsbred them, and ability, integ

rity, courage and public service, not
family, rank, nor wealth, were the
roads to preferment and reward.

Such has ever been the process of
growth from Sparta and Home to
Plymouth and California.

With increase of population and
wealth came corruption in high places,
insolent nabobs and crouching syco
phants, special privileges, the few very
rich and the many dependent, lords,
courtiers, slaves, usurers, serfs, ten
ants, spies, sneaks, ignorance born of
poverty, degradation of character,
death of patriotism, waste of national
resources and wealth,monopoly of soil,
mine and forest, financial jugglery,
internecine wars, factions, riots, mobs,
invasion or insurrection, defeat, hope-

lessness, waste of life and death of the
nation and of its civilization.

There were no landlords, usurers,
high priests, nor beggars in the host
which Moses led to the border of the
promised land, but there were many of
each when Titus took Jerusalem.
There were no marble palaces in Home
when its legions conquered the world
and it was a proud boast to be a citi-

zen of the republic, but there were
many such palaces and a degraded
rabble of beggars when the once de-

spised Goth and Vandal came to stay.
Inequality of material condition, the

result of ignorant and venal legisla
tion, is the Pandora's box whence
comes all the woes and tortures of
man; the one supreme evil whence all
others flow, the canker that eats to the
heart of the greatest nations, the dry
rot that saps the life of the grandest
civilization and turns the tide of prog-

ress back to barbarism, the harbinger
of a terrible retribution.

The savage Albanian robber of to-

day is the descendant of Pericles,
Plato, or Thedeas; the Egyptian fellah
is the child of the Pharaohs; the Chat-

ham street "sheeny" of Abraham,
Joshua and David; the Dago with his
hurdygurdy, monkey and stiletto is
heir to Virgil and the Caesars. The
Norman conquered England because
serfs were not good citizen soldiers,
but the thirteen American colonies
threw off the English yoke because
three centuries of liberty and equal
access to the bounties of nature had
bred a noble race of men. From Ply--

outh to Lexington the soil, the mine,
the forest, were free to those who

worked them, and this gave us Paul
Revere, Putnam, Warren, Jefferson,
Franklin, Adams and Washington,
with the men of Valley Forge, Mon-

mouth and Ticonderoga.
Since then we have harnessed steam

and lightning, conquered and sub-

dued the richest of continents and
made machinery do the work of many
millions, increasing wealth and the
power of production beyond imagina-

tion's dreams.
Has this unexampled increase of

power to produce wealth increased the
comfort and the happiness of our
people?

Sixty years ago Dickens wrote that a
beggar in Boston or New York would
create as great surprise as a flaming
sword in the air, but now the beggar
and the tramp is everywhere and the
millionaire and corporation have as-

sumed the kingly power which our
sires wrested from George III. In-

stead of Washington, Jefferson, Web-

ster and Lincoln, we have the Astors,
the Vanderbilts, Carnegie, Rockefeller,
W ard McAllister, Depew, Hill, Gor-ma-n

and McKinley, ad nauseum. In-
stead of a nation of home-owner- we
h ave one of tenants at will; instead of
t he busy hum of peaceful industry, wa


