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BISHO[P, A]RCHBISHOP AND [PRI]EST.

On the sixth an[d seventh?] pages of this issue of THE STAN[DAR]D will be found a document which many of
our readers have heard of but few have ever read—the letter on the land question addressed, in 1881, by
Dr. Thomas Nulty, bishop of Meath, Ireland, to the clergy and laity of his diocese.

This letter, it may be observed, was written by Dr. Nulty before he had read “Progress and Poverty,” or perhaps
ever heard of me. It is the result of the independent observation and study of a Catholic divine, whose orthodoxy
and theological learning no one can question, whose life has been spent in a purely agricultural part of Ireland,
and who, as this letter shows, is disposed to view the land question from that standpoint. Yet its conclusions are
precisely the same as those with which my name is so often associated, and it will be evident to any one who reads
this letter that what is sometimes spoken of as “Georgeism,” could with quite as much propriety be styled
“Nultyism.”

But what gives this letter a peculiar importance here and at this time, is its relation to the case of Dr. McGlynn.
The opinions which Archbishop Corrigan, supported by the Roman propaganda, declares to be inconsistent with
the teachings of the church and to have been condemned by the pope, are the same opinions which have been
openly taught by the greatest and most influential of the Irish Catholic prelates. The American priest has in
nothing gone beyond the Irish bishop. He has pointed out the same injustice; he has proclaimed the same
fundamental truth; he has proposed the same remedy. What, then, becomes of Catholic uniformity if in New York
Dr. McGlynn shall be excommunicated, while in Ireland Dr. Nulty remains bishop of Meath?

Perhaps, however, when he reads this letter in THE STANDARD, Archbishop Corrigan may communicate with
Rome and have Dr. Nulty excommunicated also! The Italian propaganda cannot like the sturdy Irishman. For it
was he who, when they were bent upon placing another tool of England in the archbishopric vacated by the death
of Cardinal McCabe, told them plainly that they had no divine guarantee that Ireland would remain faithful to the
Roman see if they persisted in using their ecclesiastical power to crush the just aspi[rations of the Irish p?]eople.

Th[obscured by stamp] which Dr. Nulty (for [obscured by stamp]le that the Irish bish[obscured by
stamp]ddressed) presents his v[obscured by stamp]d laity of his diocese, [obscured by stamp]st with the manner
in which “his grace” of New York saw fit to address his “subjects” on the same questions. The one, as is evident by
his letter, has made a long study of political economy; the other, as is evident by his pastoral, is in utter ignorance
of its first principles. Yet Dr. Nulty, when moved to present his long and well considered views on the land
question to the clergy and laity of his diocese, does so in the form of a personal essay, which he dedicates to them
as his friends and brethren, expressly disclaiming in this the official character of a bishop, and telling them: “I
have no divine commission to enlighten you on your civil rights or to instruct you in the principles of land tenure
or political economy.”

Archbishop Corrigan, on the contrary, assumes it to be the duty and privilege of his office to thrust his crude
views upon the consciences of the Catholics of New York, and embodies them in an official pastoral which the
priests of his diocese are compelled to read to their flocks from their altars.

The dedication of Bishop Nulty’s address is, in fact, the strongest testimony that could be given to the canonial®®
correctness of the position of Dr. McGlynn—that as a Catholic priest he has a perfect right to hold what opinions
he pleases upon questions of civil rights or political economy—all the stronger because this testimony that the
ecclesiastical authority does not extend to matters of civil rights and political economy is given, as a matter of
course, by a Catholic bishop years before the American controversy had arisen.

Sic in the original; probably “canonical”.
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Of special interest to Catholics as presenting the views of an eminent Catholic theologian and bishop, this letter
of Dr. Nulty’s is well worthy the attention of men of all beliefs. For though containing here and there a sentence or
a paragraph which may not be readily understood by those unfamiliar with the writings of the economists whose
works it is evident Dr. Nulty has carefully studied, and bearing evidence of the influence of environment in the
disposition to dwell on the question with peculiar reference to agriculture, while almost ignoring the even more
striking manifestations of the same principles in great cities and industrial centers, this essay is yet as a whole a
most admirable presentation in all its breadth and fullness of the land question, or rather, as Dr. Nulty clearly
recognizes it to be, the great social question of our times. And to anyone who understands the great, almost
crushing weight which the authority of the English economists has had upon the thought of cultured men on the
other side of the Atlantic, the manner in which the Irish

p.1,col.2

bishop, while accepting their views in many respects, discards their leadership in others, and goes straight to the
heart of the most important questions will inspire the greatest respect for his intellectual freedom and strength,
not unmingled with regret that his daily round of episcopal ministrations over a large diocese should leave him so
little opportunity for work of this kind. If Archbishop Corrigan would only get Dr. Nulty excommunicated as well
as Dr. McGlynn, Ireland might lose a bishop, but the cause of the emanicipations® of labor, the whole world over,
would gain an apostle.

In beginning his essay Bishop Nulty recognizes the wide and long acceptance of private property in land. Yet this
he declares cannot justify an institution in itself unjust, and he points to the wide and long acceptance, even by
the Christian church itself, of property in human flesh and blood as evidence that no amount of sanction that the
world can give to a social institution ought to prevent inquiry into its essential character. Having thus at the outset
disposed of the main argument of the defenders of the right of private property in land, he goes on to show how
and why the right of private ownership does attach to things that are produced by human labor, and how the
recognition of this right is necessary to social well being. But from the necessity of private property in the
products of labor, he deduces with irresistible logic the common right to land, and in words which could not be
made stronger, he, over and over again, asserts the absolutely equal right of every human being to the land of his
country as his equal share in the gift of a common Creator.

Starting again, from the irrefutable proposition that the inhabitants of every country are equally entitled to the
use and enjoyment of the land of that country, Dr. Nulty proceeds to inquire how best this common estate may be
utilized to the greatest advantage of all. Showing that each individual is entitled to the full enjoyment of the fruits
of his own exertions, and that security in the possession of land is necessary to the individual use of land, he
arrives at the conclusion that the value which the growth of society gives to the original and indestructible
qualities of the soil should be taken for the use of the community, leaving to the improver or user that value which
is due to his improvements or use. That rent, in the economic sense of the word (that is to say, the value attaching
to land by reason of social growth and improvement, as distinguished from the value which may be produced
upon it by the exertions of the individual user). is$° the natural provision for social needs, Dr. Nulty sees with the
utmost clearness. And this evidence of creative intent fills him, as it must every man who recognizes it, with a new
and deep sense of the beauty of the creative scheme. For it shows that the wrongs and injustice which under
present conditions seem due to the very advance of civililation*, do not result from any failure or jangle of natural
laws, but are due solely to the injustice of human laws, which, denying to the masses of men their most obvious
natural rights, make what was intended by God for the use of all the private property of a few, and turn the

Sic in the original; probably “emancipation”.
Sic in the original; probably “user), is”.
Sic in the original; probably “civilization”.
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patrimony of the whole people, the great fund arising from social growth and improvement, into a fund for the
encouragement of monopolization and waste and the promotion of monstrous social inequality. Dr. Nulty sees
clearly the real reason why the marvelous increase of productive power by modern invention has failed to raise
wages, and why the enormous increase in wealth has served but to make want more bitter. He sees that the prime
cause of our social difficulties, the real root of the seeming conflict between labor and capital, which is the most
menacing danger of our time, arises simply from the monopolization which has been permitted in that natural
element indispensably necessary to production and to life, and he sounds the keynote of the great struggle for the

emancipation of labor and the abolition of poverty in the rallying cry with which he concludes, “Back to the land-*
2’3!»

A notable thing about Dr. Nulty’s letter is its catholicity®. It is not animated by that narrow spirit characteristic of
the Irish parliamentary leaders, and which was recently emphasized in Mr. William O’Brien’s refusal to attend the
demonstration of New York workingmen. Dr. Nulty does not treat of the /rish land question as though it were
something peculiar to Ireland, and having no relation to the land question anywhere else; but while he uses Irish
illustrations, the Irish land question is in his view only the local phase of a world-wide question. Though he is
directly addressing the agricultural tenants of Meath, he does not fail to point out that the land question is of as
much importance to artisans and laborers and business men as it is to farmers. And he closes with an appeal to the
masses of Great Britain, not to have pity on Ireland; not to do anything specially for Ireland; not to take part in
the settlement of an Irish question, but with the rallying cry of “Back to the land!” to join, for their own sakes and
for the sake of their own country, in a common struggle for the emancipation of labor everywhere by the assertion
of the natural rights, not of Irishmen, but of man!

If Dr. Nulty’s spirit had animated the Irish leaders, the landlords of the British
p.1,col. 3

parliament, instead of being engaged to-day in pushing through a new coercion bill for Ireland, would have had
every energy engrossed in fighting for the retention of their own privileges. If the same effort and the same
expenditure that have been devoted to the making of a purely Irish fight in the British parliament had been
devoted to arousing the masses of the three kingdoms to a common struggle for common rights, England,
Scotland and Wales would be to-day seething with revolt against that system of common robbery to which the
oppressions of Ireland are due. For it is as true of nations and of parties as it is of men that he who would evoke
sympathy must evince sympathy. To tell the British masses that the Irish struggle is merely for the Irish people; to
substitute for the great principle of equal rights for all men in all countries a paltry two-penny demand that the
Irish landlord should be compelled to scale down the rent of the Irish agricultural tenant; to talk constantly of
Irish evictions as though evictions were unknown anywhere else, and of Irish oppressions as though the masses
were nowhere else oppressed, is not merely to forego the opportunity to awake an answering chord in the hearts

1. Ed. The Most Rev. Dr. Thomas Nulty (1818-1898), the Roman Catholic Bishop of Meath, Ireland (1864-1898), author of “Back to the Land: A Letter to the
Clergy and Laity of the Diocese of Meath” (April 2, 1881), online at http://www.wealthandwant.com/docs/Nulty_BttL.html. An abridged version appeared in
The Standard, Issue #024, 1887-06-18, and was reprinted in the Land and Labor Library as Tract #27. See also Issue #002 and the front-page article in Issue
#020. George refers three times to “Back to the Land” in The Condition of Labor, his open letter to Pope Leo Xl (1891) in response to Rerum Novarum. See
also https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thomas_Nulty.

2. Ed. Edward MacCabe or McCabe (1816-1885) was the Roman Catholic Archbishop of Dublin from 1879 until his death and a Cardinal from 1882. See
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Edward_MacCabe. (Placed approximately.)

3. Ed. It is worth noting that Dr. Nulty’s letter was an essay, and not a pastoral letter. See P. J. Markham’s Memoir at http://www.cooperative-
individualism.org/nulty-thomas_back-to-the-land-1880.pdf. Dr. Nulty had, however, issued a pastoral letter related to evictions in Ireland, on February 20,
1871; see https://books.google.com/books?id=rBgSMLcwBLQC&pg=PA20. Soon after that, on April 27, 1871, Dr. Nulty testified at length to a select
committee of the House of Commons; see https://archive.org/details/op1249739-1001. (Placed approximately.)

5. Ed. Catholicity: capitalized : the character of being in conformity with a Catholic church; (https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/catholicity); 1.
broad-mindedness or liberality, as of tastes, interests, or views. 2. universality; general inclusiveness. (http://www.dictionary.com/browse/catholicity)
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of millions, but to leave the opponents of the Irish cause free to avail themselves of prejudices of nationality and
creed that would be consumed as stubble in the flame of a common struggle for the common rights of all men. If
Davitt had been permitted to carry the torch of social revolution from Land’s End to John o’ Groat’s, as his good
angel has constantly whispered to him to do; if the Irish eloquence that has been wasted on empty benches at
St. Stephen’s in picturing Irish woes and demanding Irish concessions had rung out the clear note of God-given
rights, the Irish leaders would ere this have “carried the war into Africa,” and a British revolution would have
already begun to shake to their fall the very foundations of monarchy and aristocracy.

But instead of this, the effort of the men who since 1882 have had control of the Irish movement has been of a
piece with the conduct of Mr. O’Brien in New York. They have striven in every way to avoid the identification of
the Irish cause with the cause of universal freedom; they have pulled down and hidden away the grand banner of
“the land for the people” and have raised in its stead, not the harp of universal harmony and the sunburst of
universal liberty, but a little green flag inscribed, “Home rule—for Ireland,” and “Twenty per cent reduction—jfor Irish
tenant farmers”

This magnificent declaration of fundamental principles by an influenuals® Irish bishop ought to have been
scattered broadcast through Ireland at least, if not through England and Scotland as well; but instead of that it is
probably as little known in Ireland as in the United States. The money which the Irish parliamentary leaders have
expended in printers’ ink has been used to write down these principles, not to disseminate them.

There are, however, three sentences of this letter that did once get a magnificent circulation, being printed in
every daily paper in the three kingdoms and telegraphed in hot haste to Cardinal Simeoni in Rome. They are the
sentences beginning, “Now, therefore, the land of every country is the common property of the people of that
country.” In 1882, when I was in Ireland as correspondent of the /rish World, a copy of that paper (which was then
as carefully excluded from Ireland as though it had been dynamite, although it was at that time advocating
nothing but the moral dynamite of the idea that God made the land for the people) reached me in Dublin. It contained
on the first page those sentences, with a fac simile of the signature of Dr. Nulty. It struck me that they would make
a good thing to substitute for the “no rent” proclamations which the constabulary all over Ireland had been
engaged in tearing down. As the leading men of the Irish movement were then in jail or in England, the Ladies’
land league had the management of affairs, and Miss Parnell readily consented to send this ringing declaration
out in proclamation form. with®® a request that it be posted up. A few days thereafter the press of the three
kingdoms contained, with appropriate comments, the shocking “incendiary proclamation of an Irish bishop,”
which was being posted over Ireland. “His eminence,” Cardinal Simeoni, must have been deeply horrified. What
Latin correspondence ensued I know not; but Dr. Nulty had to come out with a card stating that he had nothing to
do with the matter, which was indeed absolutely true.

Among my letters this week comes to me one from Ireland, written by one of the most learned and lovable regular
priests that it has ever been my good fortune to know, expressing the strongest approbation of the stand taken by
Dr. McGlynn, and inclosing his application for membership in the Anti-poverty society. He has been enrolled.

Another letter, postmarked this city, contains this. The name of the pastor to whom it is addressed and who sends
it to me it is, of course, unnecessary to give:

Sic in the original; probably “influential”.
Sic in the original; probably “form, with”.
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CHANCERY OFFICE,
266 Mulberry street,
NEW YORK, June 7, 1887.

Reverend Sir—I am authorized by the most reverend archbishop to collect the cathedraticum®
p.1,col. 4

for the present year. Your church is rated on the cathedraticum book at $200. Please remit to this office at your
earliest convenience. Yours very respectfully,

THOMAS S. PRESTON,
Vicar-General.

The cathedraticum is the tax which every Catholic church in this diocese is obliged to pay toward the personal
salary of the archbishop. It used to be only $100 instead of $200, and that when the archiepiscopal income from
the deaths of Catholics was not so large as it is now. When Archbishop McCloskey!! was made a cardinal it was
doubled on the plea that more money was needed to support the dignity of the cardinalate. There was some
excuse for this, since the red cap, and the bearer of the red cap, and the noble guard who accompanies him, and all
the other heavy expenses must be paid for by the recipient. But it was not reduced when Archbishop Corrigan*®7
8 succeeded Cardinal McCloskey without being made a cardinal. The subject priest who wishes this demand from
“My Lord” Preston printed in THE STANDARD intends it as the only hint he dares to make that the
cathedraticum ought to be reduced. Seeing that the archbishop gets a salary of $5,000 from the cathedral-6,
besides the palace and its expenses, and that he has, moreover, a tax of $1 apiece on all the burials in Calvary
cemetery, which must make his personal income something over $40,000 per year, while the salaries of parish
priests are only $800, the feeling of this pastor is quite natural.

[lustrative of the manner in which Protestants who have been so deeply concerned about papal aggressions are
now applauding the action of Rome in Dr. McGlynn’s case, is an article in the current number of the Episcopal
monthly, the Church Review, by the Rev. E. F. V. Huiginn!2. Mr. Huiginn declares that, being a Catholic,

Dr. McGlynn must submit his economic and political opinions to the pope, because the doctrine of infallibility
carries with it the right to say what things this infallibility attaches to.

9. Ed. Cathedraticum: an annual sum paid by a Roman Catholic parish for the support of the bishop. See also, in The Standard, Issue #015, “Justice to the
Archbishop;” in Issue #017, “At St. Stephen’s: The Assistant Pastor Finds it Hard to Raise Money;” in Issue #021, “Ego et Deus Meus.”

11. Ed. John McCloskey was made Cardinal of New York — the first American Cardinal —in 1875. McCloskey (1810-1885) was an American prelate of the
Roman Catholic Church. He was the first American born Archbishop of New York from 1864 until his death in 1885, having previously served as Bishop of
Albany (1847-64). He served as the first president of St. John’s College, now Fordham University, beginning in 1841. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
John_McCloskey

4. Ed. Archbishop Corrigan’s Pastoral Letter of November, 1886, appeared at http://archive.thetablet.co.uk/article/11th-december-1886/7/the-reichstag-
and-the-army-bill. A transcription is on this website.

6. Ed. This is said in direct contrast to William O’Brien’s approach. (Placed approximately.)

7. Ed. This is consistent with the 1881 book George originally titled The Irish Land Question being retitled The Land Question. (Placed approximately.)

8. Ed. George left New York in mid-October, 1881, with his wife and daughters, and returned in early October, 1882. He lectured widely, in Dublin, London
and other places. See Henry George, Jr.’s The Life of Henry George, Chapters Ill and IV in the section entitled “Third Period: Propagation of the Philosophy,
online at http://schalkenbach.org/life-henry-george-2/. (Placed approximately.)

16. Ed. The Cathedral of Saint John the Divine is the cathedral of the Episcopal Diocese of New York. It is located in New York City on Amsterdam Avenue
between West 110th Street and 113th Street in Manhattan’s Morningside Heights neighborhood. Designed in 1888 and begunin 1892 .. . . There is a dispute
about whether this cathedral or Liverpool Cathedral is the world’s largest Anglican cathedral and church. It is also the fifth largest Christian church in the
world. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cathedral_of_Saint_John_the_Divine.

12. Ed. Rev. Huiginn’s article, in Church Review, Vol 49, June, 1887, is entitled “The Moral of the McGlynn Case,” online at https://books.google.com/
books?id=RbwwAAAAYAAJSpg=PAB20.
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Of what use, he asks, is this infallibility if each individual has the power to say: “This doctrine of mine does not
come within the limits of faith or morals?” “Of what use is it if the pope does not know if a certain proposition lies
within the limits of his so-called infallibility?”

If this Protestant view of the doctrine of infallibility were really what Catholics'® understood by it, then, indeed, it
would be past comprehension how any intelligent man could believe in the infallibility of the pope. But in reality,
in the Catholic view, the limits of papal infallibility are not only extremely narrow, but absolutely fixed. To make
an infallible utterance the pope must speak ex cathedra—that is to say, in his highest official capacity as head of the
whole church; he must speak on matters of faith and morals; and he must speak to the whole universal church.
And it is no more within the power of the pope to infallibly declare that a matter relates to faith and morals which
does not obviously and to common apprehension relate to faith and morals than it is to address a part of the
church and declare it the whole church. Or, to put the matter in another form, the quality of infallibility is, in the
Catholic view, not positive, but negative. It does not consist in an inspiration to speak truthfully, but in a
providential restriction, which in certain conditions and upon certain subjects, prevents speaking falsely.
Catholics believe, in short, that when speaking in any other capacity, on any other subjects, or to any other body,
the pope could do or say what he pleased, and might make an utterance inspired by ignorance, or passion, or
avarice; but when he comes to speak ex cathedra to the universal church, and on matters of faith and morals, if he
tried to teach false doctrine, Divine Providence would interfere to prevent him.

For instance if Urban VIII*3, speaking ex cathedra and addressing the universal church, had declared, as a matter of
faith and morals, that the earth did not move around the sun, but that the sun moved around the earth, no
Catholic of the present day would deem that utterance infallible. Catholics would say that this utterance of Urban
VIII was not infallible, because it did not fulfill one of the required conditions of infallibility—because, no matter
what Urban VIII might have declared, the question whether the sun moved around the earth or the earth moved
around the sun was not a matter of faith and morals, but a matter of physical science.

Here is an authoritative statement of Catholic belief on this subject, taken from a standard Catholic text book,
“The Faith of Catholics,” by Fathers Berington and Kirk, two eminent English priests, and which may be read with
advantage, not only by those anti-Catholics who entertain the vulgar Protestant belief that a good Catholic can
have no conscience or reason of his own, and is bound by his religion to believe anything the pope may tell him,
but also by that class of Catholics who are just now doing their best to give color to this slander:

EXTENT OF THE INERRANCY OF THE CHURCH.
PROPOSITION XI.

It is no article of the Catholic faith that the church cannot err, either in matters of fact not relating to faith, or in matters
of discipline, things alterable by the circumstances of time and place; or in matters of speculation or civil policy, depending
on mere human judgment or testimony. These things are no revelations deposited in the church in regard

p.1,col.5

of which alone she has the promised assistance of the Holy Spirit.

10. Ed. Income from the deaths of Catholics: that is, burial fees. See, in The Standard, Issue #015, Justice to the Archbishop.”

13. Ed. Pope Urban VIII (1568-1644), reigned as Pope from 6 August 1623 to his death in 1644. He expanded the papal territory by force of arms and
advantageous politicking, and was also a prominent patron of the arts and a reformer of Church missions. However, the massive debts incurred during his
pontificate greatly weakened his successors, who were unable to maintain the papacy’s longstanding political and military influence in Europe. He was also
involved in a controversy with Galileo and his theory on heliocentrism during his reign. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pope_Urban_VIII.
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I published last week, as furnished by a Catholic priest, the text of the oath'* denying and abjuring the proposition
that the earth moves round the sun, which the cardinals of the holy inquisition—with the approval of the then
pope—compelled Galileo, two centuries and a half ago, to make. And I also published the declaration of this priest
that Galileo flinched from his clear duty, and was even worse than those ignorant cardinals and that ignorant
pope, because, knowing that the earth did move around the sun, he did not suffer himself to be burned alive at the
stake rather than deny that truth.

In view of the coming excommunication of Dr. McGlynn for refusing to deny and abjure a truth as clear, and to
men far more important, here is a question which Catholics ought to put to themselves:

If Galileo had been excommunicated for refusing to deny that the earth moves around the sun—as he surely would
have been if the disciplinary power of the church had not then possessed more effective means of coercion than it
has now—what binding force would this excommunication have had upon Galileo, and what binding force would it
have had upon other Catholics?

Dr. McGlynn’s friends, with the sanction of Dr. McGlynn himself, have very properly refused to have anything to
do with the proposal to send a petition to Rome asking the pope to reinstate him as pastor of St. Stephen’s. The
time when American Catholics could with self-respect petition the pope in this matter has gone by, and they owe
it to themselves and to their faith to settle, once for all, the question whether their political opinions and political
actions are to be dictated from Rome or not. This is not to be settled by petition, but by protest. The
demonstration which the workingmen of New York propose to hold on Saturday evening will be such a protest;
but the protest that would be most effective, both on Madison avenue and at Rome, would be the shrinkage of the
cathedraticum and the falling off of Peter’s pence!®”. The Italian monsignori will shrug their shoulders at
American Catholic indignation so long as American Catholic money continues to arrive regularly. And it might
also be well for the Catholic masses of New York to consider whether there is not some way to reduce the
extortionate charges for burials in Calvary cemetery; whether there is not some way of giving the people who
support the churches some control over their own property, and whether it is wise to place so much public money,
as now goes to Catholic institutions, in the hands of those who are engaged in teaching the slavish doctrine that
American Catholics are not merely ecclesiastical, but political, “subjects.”

We are to have a six-million-dollar Protestant Episcopal cathedral in New York, and Prior Glynn, the Italianized
Irishman who induced Davitt to apologize to Simeoni, has collected a lot of money to honor St. Patrick by adding
another to the four hundred churches that already exist in Rome. The pope has sent to Queen Victoria, in charge
of three monsignori who are to be made bishops to further emphasize the gift, a magnificent mosaic worth a
considerable part of the Peter’s pence that will come to him this year from suffering Ireland. Westminster abbey is
being lined with scaffolding from which some thousands of people who never did a day’s work in their lives and
some sixty representatives of “the working classes” are to witness the grand pageant which commemorates the

.

queen’s jubilee. And Trinity church, New York, in grateful remembrance of the act of “her gracious majesty’s

14. Ed. See The Standard, Issue #023, and search on “oath.”

15. Ed. Peter’s pence: See http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Peter's_Pence, which suggests that this is an annual collection by the local parish, sent directly to
Rome. It dates back to 1031, but was formalized in 1871 by Pope Pius IX.

17. Ed. In 1705, Queen Anne gave Trinity Church, in Lower Manhattan (now commonly known as “Trinity Wall Street”) 215 acres of Manhattan farmland, in
return for annual rent of one peppercorn. Trinity Church collected land rent for centuries, and in the late 1800s, was one of the largest landlords of
tenements. Today, their holdings are down to 14 acres, with 5.5 million square feet of buildings, worth $2 billion by 2013. See https://
www.episcopalchurch.org/library/glossary/trinity-church-new-york and https://ny.curbed.com/2013/4/25/10250312/parishioners-protest-trinity-churchs-
real-estate-deals and a series of articles in the New York Times in late November and December 1894. (Placed approximately.)
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predecessor in giving that corporation the right to draw an immense income from the labor of the present
generation of New Yorkers, is to celebrate the same event by grand choral services.

Consider the tenement houses of New York; consider the “jubilee” evictions in Ireland; consider the misery that
festers in London, where philanthropists are getting up farthing dinners!®! What would Patrick, the swineherd
and missionary—what would John, the divine—what would Christ, the carpenter’s son—say to all this were they
here to-day?

Said Christ our Lord, “I will go and see

How the men, my brethren, believe in me.”

He passed not again through the gate of birth,
But made himself known to the children of earth.

Then said the chief priests, and rulers, and kings,
“Behold, now, the Giver of all good things;

Go to, let us welcome with pomp and state

Him who alone is mighty and great.”

With carpets of gold the ground they spread
Wherever the Son of Man should tread,

And in palace chambers lofty and rare

They lodged him, and served him with kingly fare.

Great organs surged through arches dim
Their jubilant floods in praise of him;

And in church, and palace, and judgment hall,
He saw his image high over all.

But still, wherever his steps they led,

The Lord in sorrow bent down his head,

And from under the heavy foundation stones,
The son of Mary heard bitter groans.

And in church, and palace, and judgment hall,
He marked great fissures that rent the wall,
And opened wider and yet more wide

As the living foundation heaved and sighed.

“Have ye founded your thrones and altars, then,

p.1,col. 6

18. Ed. Farthing dinners: George Herbert Sargant published a pamphlet by this title in 1887. See https://books.google.com/books?
id=DSZBAAAAIAAJSpg=PT14 and http://archive.spectator.co.uk/article/5th-november-1887/44/farthing-dinners-by-george-herbert-sargent-simpkin,
which begins, “Farthing Dinners, by George Herbert Sargent (Simpkin and Marshall), is an interesting little pamphlet, relating some really wonderful results.
‘The very cheapest dinners,’ he says, ‘are by far the most popular.” What are these dinners? may be asked. ‘Half-a-pint of soup, with a round of bread
weighing about one-tenth of a pound, spread with a quarter of an ounce of jam,’ is ‘quite sufficient for the younger children.’ Eleven gallons of soup (lentil or
pea) may be made for Is. 4%d . This would furnish 176 children, who would have 18 Ib. of bread, costing 1s. 6%4d., and about 2% Ib. of jam, costing 9d. This
would be a total expense of 3s. 8d., which would be exactly met by the 176 farthings.”
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On the bodies and souls of living men?
And think ye that building shall endure,
Which shelters the noble and crushes the poor?

“With gates of silver and bars of gold

Ye have fenced my sheep from their Father’s fold;
I have heard the dropping of their tears

In heaven these eighteen hundred years.”

“O Lord and Master, not ours the guilt,
We build but as our fathers built;
Behold thine images, how they stand,
Sovereign and sole, through all our land.

“Our task is hard—with sword and flame
To hold thine earth forever the same,
And with sharp crooks of steel to keep
Still, as thou leftest them, thy sheep.”

Then Christ sought out an artisan,
Alow-browed, stunted, haggard man,
And a motherless girl, whose fingers thin
Pushed from her faintly want and sin.

These set he in the midst of them,

And as they drew back their garment hem,
For fear of defilement, “Lo, here,” said he,
“The images ye have made of Me!”

—James Russell Lowel[*%21.23,

By and by there may arise here a cathedral worthy of a great metropolis—a cathedral grander and more graceful
than those which yet stand in England, mementoes of a time when there were no paupers in the land, and no one
need fear that he could not make a living—a “poem in stone” that shall express, not the ostentation of a sect, but
the faith of a people. This generation will hardly build it. Other work must be done before that can come.

An artist sends me a pen and ink drawing of striking power and suggestiveness. A high, heavily buttressed wall
supports the foundation of an esplanade, from which arise stately palaces and porticos. Reclining around a well

19. Ed. James Russell Lowell (1819-1891) was an American Romantic poet, critic, editor, and diplomat. He is associated with the Fireside Poets, a group of
New England writers who were among the first American poets that rivaled the popularity of British poets. These writers usually used conventional forms
and meters in their poetry, making them suitable for families entertaining at their fireside. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Russell_Lowell. This
1848 poem was titled “A Parable,” and it was inspiration for William T. Stead’s If Christ came to Chicago! a plea for the union of all who love in the service of
all who suffer (1894), online at https://archive.org/details/ifchristcametoc02steagoog. See https://books.google.com/books?id=0g0O_fkyEealC&pg=PA93,
and http://www.bartleby.com/360/1/173.html.

21. Ed. See John Farrell, The Philosophy of the Single Tax, Part Il, The Need for Reform, in the Sydney, Australia, Daily Telegraph of 1889-10-19, online at
https://trove.nla.gov.au/newspaper/article/235805173 and transcribed at http://Ivtfan.typepad.com/Ivtfans_blog/2018/07/john-farrell-the-philosophy-of-the-
single-tax-part-ii-the-need-for-reform.html. (Placed approximately.)

14


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Russell_Lowell
https://archive.org/details/ifchristcametoc02steagoog
https://books.google.com/books?id=ogO_fkyEeaIC&pg=PA93
http://www.bartleby.com/360/1/173.html
https://trove.nla.gov.au/newspaper/article/235805173
http://lvtfan.typepad.com/lvtfans_blog/2018/07/john-farrell-the-philosophy-of-the-single-tax-part-ii-the-need-for-reform.html
http://lvtfan.typepad.com/lvtfans_blog/2018/07/john-farrell-the-philosophy-of-the-single-tax-part-ii-the-need-for-reform.html

Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page 10f 8

covered table a party of revelers raise high their goblets as they toast each other, and preceded by cymbals and
trumpets, and carried in couches resting on men’s shoulders and sheltered by peacocks’ fans borne above their
heads, other guests are approaching. On the coping? of the wall a jester has stretched himself as if for a nap, and a
coquettishly dressed serving maid who has set down a tray of refreshments, stands in listless attitude with hand
on hip, both looking with most languid interest on what is going on below. There a group of emaciated, half-naked
wretches bend in resigned adoration or prostrate themselves in prayer before the face of the wall. Mounted on a
ladder, stretching from the lower ground tenanted by the starving wretches to the top of the wall, a monk in the
habit of one of the preaching orders, whose burly form prevents any one else from climbing up, is standing
painting. He has painted a maze of angels’ wings and clustering heads of cherubs, and is now engaged in filling in a
figure of Christ, while over all he has painted the words, “Blessed are the poor in spirit, for theirs is the kingdom of
heaven.”

This drawing, which expresses at a glance more than many words could say, is typical of the frame of mind of

many men who have come to hate religion because they have seen it made the bulwark of injustice, and to war
against the very idea of a future state because it has seemed to them that the hope of heaven was used to make
men submissive under wrongs on this earth.

The artist—I never knew him before—who sends me this says:

I send you a drawing once intended for publication, but fortunately never used. I am glad it was not used, for
I now feel like saying to that noble man, McGlynn: “Almost thou persuadest me to be a Christian!” Nay, in
all but that kindly, reverent faith of his in the supernatural / hope I am. I accept Christ as the type®? of
humanity and of the highest love of the good.

It was from the hearts of men like this—men who in their soul’s hunger have asked of the churches bread and been
given a stone, that there burst that joyous shout, that storm of exultant applause which none who heard will easily
forget, that at the first meeting of the Anti-poverty society greeted the words, “Thy kingdom come, Thy will be
done, on earth,” as they fell from the lips of the priest who stands under the shadow of excommunication because
he will not deny the truth and give up the hope and the struggle for the reign of justice here.

Let Rome excommunicate this priest, if it will. There is behind him what made the Pantheon a Christian temple;
what planted the cross on Tara’s hill.

HENRY GEORGE.

Let the Big Boycott Come.

SKANEATELES FALLS, N.Y., June 12.—I attended the lecture of Dr. McGlynn at Syracuse on the 8th inst. He is
full of sincerity and earnestness that shows a soul full of love to God and man. He has thrown himself with the
masses, to be sacrificed and made a burnt offering for their interests and welfare that will let a new flood of light
shine on the world. Well, let the big boycott come. It will greatly help to spread the light. Truth and justice must
prevail.

23. Ed. The first meeting of the Anti-poverty society was held on May 1, 1887. See The Standard, Issue #018, “Dr. McGlynn’s Speech.” (Placed
approximately.)

20. Ed. Coping: the top, typically sloping, course of a brick or stone wall.

22. Ed. Type, in the sense of archetype, a typical example of something, or the original model of something from which others are copied. See https://
dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/archetype.
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M. I. MEAGHER.

The Struggle Must Go On.

NEWTON, Kan., June 11.—Whether Dr. McGlynn be excommunicated or not, the struggle will go on until all men
and women shall be free, whether they be Catholics or Protestants, and the sooner the Corrigans and the would-be
saviors of society understand this the better for all concerned.

O.P. ANDERSON.

The McGlynn Fund.

THE STANDARD has received from Mr. Carew of the Carpenters’ association fifty dollars for the McGlynn
fund?.

24. Ed. The McGlynn Fund is a weekly feature in The Standard, later in the year, acknowledging contributions so that the donors know their donations have
been applied to their intended purpose. Frequently only initials were published, and often there was a letter from the donor, published in the same issue.
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2 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, JUNE 18, 1887.

p.2,col. 1

ANTI-POVERTY.
ANOTHER CROWDED HOUSE AT THE SOCIETY’S SEVENTH MEETING.

An Impressive Address by Dr. McGlynn—A Short Speech by Mr. James J. Gahan—Questions Answered by
Louis F. Post.

Last Sunday evening the Academy of Music was again crowded in every part, people standing three and four deep
behind the last rows of seats. The programme was one of more variety than usual. Mr. W. T. Croasdale was the
chairman. He announced that as Dr. McGlynn was to take a train for Auburn at a few minutes past 9 o’clock every
moment possible would be given him after his arrival. Miss Munier’s chorus then began singing “The Cross of the
New Crusade,” but had finished only one verse when Dr. McGlynn came upon the stage. The cheering that greeted
him was loud and long. The doctor waited until it was possible to control it, which he did by signaling for silence
by a gesture of the hand. His manner in beginning his address, while utterly unaffected, was deeply impressive,
and as he proceeded it became touching. His voice, always pleasant, was clear and musical, and as he clothed in
choice language the lofty sentiments that animated him, his audience at times seemed spellbound—lost in
admiration of his truth, courage, conscience and splendid talents. A man’s voice called out loudly, just as he was
about to begin, “God bless you, Dr. McGlynn!” and there was not one who beheld him and thought of his high
purpose and sterling manhood but echoed the same prayer in his heart. Dr. McGlynn said:

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen.—Your kind and flattering applause does not elate me. It fills me with a
strange sense of responsibility. It is a dangerous thing for any man to be very much applauded. We must all be
conscious how weak, how imperfect and how impotent we are, except so far as we become instruments in the
hands of Him who disposes all things most powerfully and most sweetly for His own most worthy ends. (Hear!
hear! and applause.) Your excessive kindness to me lays a most sacred obligation upon me (applause); it obliges me
to be careful of every word that I utter; to think seriously of everything that I do, to make no misstep if I can avoid
1t.

It is particularly incumbent upon us when we would do anything great or good for the interests of justice and for
the interests of humanity, to remember that we are but instruments in the hands of another; that we are but mere
instruments upon which the Master must play and sweep the chords and touch the keys, inspire the thoughts and
give the fit and the apt and expressive word, so that the truth may be communicated from mind to mind; and the
impulse to love and to promote a great cause may spread like wildfire. After we have accomplished great things,
after we have raised the banner high in the name of Christ, we have, after all, but to acknowledge that we are
unworthy servants.

So your applause is preaching to me a good sermon. It is teaching me my duty. I ask not so much your applause,
but your sympathy and prayers that I may be a little less unworthy of your applause (great applause) and that I
shall be stimulated by your applause, by the confidence you seem to repose in my judgment, by the perfect
confidence that you seem to have in the integrity of my motives (great applause), to be allowed more carefully to
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weigh every thought and judgment, to be slow to speak words that might be misunderstood; in a word, to do
nothing that may bring a single stain upon the fair white banner of our crusade (cries of “Hear, hear,” and
applause), or be in the least degree unworthy of the benediction of Him from whose sacred sign of redemption we
have taken the symbol of our holy war. (Applause.)

I am profoundly impressed with the comparative nothingness of time, with the comparatively trifling character of
the things, the toys, the children’s playthings, the child’s rattle, the sugar stick, that men call pleasure and business
and politics and statesmanship, and dignify with the name of affairs, except so far as all these things that busy the
brain and torment the heart and engross the fancy of men are signs and symbols of spiritual things.

The things of time and sense have no value, except so far as they are the outward manifestation, the remembrance
and the prophetic expression of the things of the soul, of the things of eternity. The ideal is the real, the eternal.
The ideal truth and justice and goodness and beauty are the real. And these things that seem to us alone real are
but the imperfect and transitory outward manifestations and expressions of the eternal reality which is in the
mind of God. Things here are true not because they are here, but because they are a transcript of the eternal idea
in the mind of God. Our knowledge of these things is borrowed from the things themselves, but the truth of these
things is not in themselves, but in their conformity with the eternal truth, with the ideal in the mind of the
Creator. (Applause.)

It is the teaching of Christian philosophy that not only is it necessary that there should be an infinite and eternal
and all-wise Creator in order that anything should have begun to be, but also that there must be the constant,
never failing concurrence of the Creator in order to prevent all things from instantly falling into nothingness.
There is only one Being in the whole universe that has the reason of his being in Himself, and that is God. All
other things would instantly, by the very necessity of their nature, fall into nonexistence, if God should but for an
instant withdraw His concurrence and His supporting hand.

One who is full of this thought, of this true philosophy of the teachings of this Christian metaphysics, surely must
be impressed with an overwhelming sense of the importance of the things of eternity, of the importance of the
ideal world, of the world of perfect justice and truth and goodness and beauty, and must find worthy objects in the
pursuits of time only so far as they are the signs and symbols and means for the accomplishment of the things of
eternity. (Applause.)

This is religion. This is the teaching of the Christian schools. This is the teaching of the Christ.

Now, then, so far from our crusade being of such a nature as to draw men away from God; from the pursuit of
spiritual things; from intense and ardent love of the unseen truth, and goodness and beauty, by teaching them to
covet more the things of this world, to prize them more highly and to devote themselves more unreservedly to the
attainment of them at the expense of higher and better things, we assert, and must never tire of asserting, that a
large part of the purpose of this crusade is to bring men nearer to God (applause); is to bring back religion to the
world (applause); is to teach men that the apparently trifling and otherwise unworthy pursuits of time—the daily
tasks, the unpleasant burdens, the dreary treadmill of human life—would be without an adequate purpose if a
sacramental value were not given to them by the moral nature and the spiritual dignity of man, investing them

with ideal truth and goodness and beauty. So
p.2,col.2
that we, by performing these tasks of time; by the patient and loving bearing of these burdens that the Father has

laid upon us; by the constant treading day after day in the weary way of duty, no matter how humble or how
undistinguished it may be, are but performing duties which, when regarded from the moral side, when seen by
those who look down from the kingdom of God, take on a dignity, a grace, a charm, a benediction, that never
could be in the things of time, except so far as they have reference to the things of eternity.
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For those of us who take this view, every step is counted by the angels of God, every cross becomes inexpressibly
precious, every task has its eternal reward. We feel that we are weaving here a wondrous tapestry, which can be
enjoyed by those who are on the other side. We are weaving thread after thread in apparent confusion; but He who
has planned the task, who has designed all the destinies of the universe, in giving us the moral law that we are to
obey even when we cannot see its full purpose or the beneficent ends that it is ultimately to attain, bids us go on in
perfect faith that somewhere, some time, somehow, the tapestry that we are weaving shall be placed in its proper
frame, and even we shall be permitted to see the perfect beauty of the design, the wondrous work of art, the
wondrous creation that shall have been made by human beings in humble, lowly fulfilling of the tasks that have
been assigned to them by duty. (Applause.)

The whole human family is composing and performing a magnificent oratorio that is sending up a wondrous
ascription of praise to the Creator. (Applause.) The silent performance of duty, the humble love of spiritual things,
the temptation secretly and successfully resisted, the charity to others not because of the lovableness we may find
in them, but because on every human being we find stamped the image of the Creator (applause); all these things
lend a grace and a dignity to our lives and give a ready answer to the skeptical question, “Is life worth the living, is
the battle worth the fighting, is the burden worth the bearing?”

Yes, the battle is worth the fighting! And to those who understand the magnificent objects that are to be obtained
by the victorious fighting of the battle of life, the very strife itself takes on a fierce delight; and we feel that it is
better to battle, to receive many a wound, to bear upon our souls and upon our bodies the scar of many a conflict
as we shall enter the portals of our Father’s kingdom to hear from Him the acknowledgement of our well-earned
triumph for having fought His battle. (Great applause.) The burden is worth the bearing through the heat of the
day, through the arid wilderness, in spite of hunger and thirst, in spite of the mockery of those who, self-
indulgent, lie in the shade and wonder that we should continue in the performance of a task for which there seems
to be for a time so little and so unworthy a requital. The burden is worth the bearing if we have the assurance that
somehow, sometime, we shall be able to lay it down at the feet of the Father, to learn from Him the secret why he
has asked us to bear it, and to receive the assurance that, having borne it well and faithfully for His dear sake, and
after the example of Him who by our Father was made the exemplar, the teacher of humanity—we shall deserve an
everlasting reward. (Applause.)

It was the perception, the clear perception of these great truths that made him whom we honor ourselves by
calling our guide, our philosopher and our leader, Mr. Henry George (great applause), say that in the heart of these
supposed nihilists, anarchists, dynamiters, in spite of their hatred of so much that is good, in spite of a spirit that
at times may seem satanic in its blind desire for revenge, in spite of a spirit that would seem so destructive and so
subversive and at times absolutely atheistic—that there is for all that more of the essence of religion in them than
in many of those who sit in the foremost places in the synagogue and thank God that they are not like the rest of
mankind (applause and cheers), socialists, atheists, dynamiters, followers of Henry George (laughter and applause),
engaged in a Quixotic crusade.

And yet it was not the purpose, the intent, the thought of Mr. Henry George, and no more is it my thought or
purpose, to justify the excesses of nihilists or socialists or dynamiters, whatever they may be. But what we have
said, and what, in spite of obloquy?5, we shall not be afraid to say again and again (great applause), is this: That the
very rage, the very fury, the very apparent satanic hatred of the nihilist and the dynamiter is a magnificent tribute
of the spiritual and better part of man to the god-given instinct of justice. (Applause.) Take away injustice, preach
to the dynamiter, to the extreme socialist, to the nihilist, of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man
(applause); teach him that the crimes that outrage him, that make him so bitter against the existing order of
things, are not the result of the law of God, but are the necessary penalty, the self-inflicted, the natural penalty of

25. Ed. Obloquy: strong public criticism or verbal abuse; disgrace, especially that brought about by public abuse.
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the violation of God’s law—and he ceases to be the dynamiter (applause); he ceases to be the atheist; he takes on a
reverent and a loving spirit; his sense of justice is satisfied, and he is the more willing to work by peaceful, lawful
and constitutional means for the rights of the wronged, for the preaching of the gospel of truth, until we shall
have attained a majority of the voters (applause), who shall constitutionally and lawfully re-write the laws and
satisfy the cravings for absolute equal justice among men. (Great applause.)

We are talking about nihilists, social extremists, dynamiters, in this favored land of ours. We can persuade them—
we have succeeded already in persuading not a few—to take on a different spirit. When they are permitted to see,
like a gleam or a ray of light, that by constitutional means these reforms may be accomplished, they will be patient
until they exhaust all such constitutional and lawful means. We are not talking about other countries that,
unfortunately for them, are different from ours, where constitutional justice does not exist, where even petition is
considered a crime, where the despotic spirit of one man makes him the lawgiver and absolute master of a
hundred millions of people (hisses); it is idle for us to prate?® to such as are subject to so brutal a despotism, of
lawful and constitutional agitation; where even a respectful petition to the despot may be considered as an insult
to offended majesty (hisses); where the construction to be put upon the petition and the penalty to be awarded to
the petitioner all rest with the unrestrained will of a despot. Will some one be kind enough to tell us what will be
the constitutional and lawful remedy by which the people of Russia can accomplish their necessary reforms?
(Voices from all over the hall, “Dynamite, dynamite,” and applause. Another voice, “Send Bayard?’ there”)

It is very painful and humiliating for us to observe how strangely the tone and the temper of very many of our
American fellow citizens have changed within a few years; how rapidly the spirit of the fierce democracy has died
out; how it has become fashionable to admire and to toady to despotism anywhere and everywhere (applause);
how it has become the correct thing to congratulate and to honor any wretched scion of the ruling family of the
unfortunate country to which we have just been alluding; how a great many Americans consider? it a great honor

to be admitted to make a bow before the presence of crowned majesty (hisses); how it has got to be one of
p.2,col. 3
the dearest objects of the heart of some American fathers and mothers to wed their daughters to men whom they

have to bribe with a good round sum of money to condescend to honor American girls with the touch of their
hands, and with the imparting of their inherited titles of nobility. (Hisses and laughter.)

A friend of mine from San Francisco, California, was visiting Rome some years ago, when a young ecclesiastic
came to him on a matrimonial embassy from an antiquated Roman duke, the great great grandson of a pope. I
happen to know all about the story, and was intimately acquainted with the parties, for the lady in question
happened to be my own niece. This Benedictine monk came with a serious proposal to the father of the child to
the effect that if he would put down four hundred thousand dollars the duke would condescend to marry the girl
and impart to her the title of a duchess. I am happy to say that the proposal was not accepted (applause), although
it came through so eminently respectable and ecclesiastical a channel. (Laughter.)

Now, then, I think it will be one of the magnificent objects to be attained by this crusade that it will revive the
spirit of American republicanism and democracy. (Applause.) It teaches, as a matter of political economy, sound
philosophy and true religion, that the liberty and the equality of men (applause) spoken of in our magnificent
Declaration of Independence (applause) are in wondrous consonance with the very spirit of the gospel of Christ.
This is the gospel of the new crusade (applause), the equal brotherhood of man, the equal rights of all men to the

26. Ed. Prate: talk foolishly or tediously about something.

27. Ed. Thomas Francis Bayard (1828-1898) was an American lawyer, politician, and diplomat from Wilmington, Delaware. A Democrat, he served three
terms as United States Senator from Delaware and made three unsuccessful bids for the Democratic nomination for President of the United States. In 1885,
President Grover Cleveland appointed him Secretary of State. After four years in private life, he returned to the diplomatic arena as Ambassador to the
United Kingdom. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thomas_F._Bayard

28. Ed. Consider the premise of the 2010’s TV series Downton Abbey.
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general bounties that God the Creator has spread out so lavishly for the use, the comfort and the instruction of
His children. (Applause.)

Our movement is necessarily a moral one. We must appeal to the sentiments of the masses as against the classes.
We must be in sympathy with the poorest, the lowliest. We must necessarily be on our guard against aristocrats.
We must necessarily believe that it will be as hard for a true aristocrat to enter heart and soul into this movement
as it is, by the very teaching of the Master Himself, difficult for a rich man to enter into the kingdom of heaven.
(Applause.)

Dr. McGlynn brought his short address to a conclusion with the announcement that he was obliged to catch a
train in order to keep an engagement for the morrow in Auburn, N.Y.

The chairman then made several announcements of meetings during the coming week. He said that the audience
that was present and cheered McGlynn to the echo?® did not look as if the doctor was very much isolated. He then
alluded to the parade and mass meeting that was to be given in honor of Dr. McGlynn on the following Saturday,
and said that the Anti-poverty society had at its last business meeting resolved to participate in a body. He also
invited the audience and their friends to participate, and requested them all to meet at Irving hall at six o’clock on
the afternoon of Saturday to arrange for the parade. The society will have one of the places of honor in the
procession, St. Stephen’s parishioners having the first place.

The chairman also announced that next Sunday evening the Anti-poverty society will have two meetings, one in
the Academy of Music and one in Irving hall, each of which will be addressed by Dr. McGlynn, Rev. Hugh O.
Pentecost and Mr. Henry George.

The choir then sang “Land and Labor®’” and Mr. Croasdale introduced the author of the song, Mr. James J.
Gahan, who was received with great applause, and said:

Mr. Chairman Ladies and Gentlemen—While I was sitting here this evening I could not but congratulate myself
upon the fact that I had a very peaceably-disposed gentleman sitting beside me. Within a week or two, in this city,
it has become suddenly fashionable for men who style themselves Irish nationalists to denounce dynamiters, and
remembering that resource of civilization which has occupied the pages of so many of our New York papers
during the past week, I could not but congratulate myself upon the fact that I had such a very peaceably disposed
individual as my friend Mr. Redpath®! (applause) sitting between me and my very good friend, that awful
dynamiter, John McMackin3233. (Applause.)

The position which has been assigned to me this evening by the executive committee of this Anti-poverty society
fills me with embarrassment. To follow the great man who has planted the cross of the new crusade on the hilltops
of our consciences, is to bring forth in sharp and vivid contrast the richness of his gifts and the poverty of my
own. (Applause.) But in this crusade there is room and work for all. There is room and work for such a great man
as all acknowledge our great crusader to be. (applause.) There is room and work for one who is as humble as [ am.
There is room and work for all who believe in doing their duty toward their fellow men, independent of the sneers
of a hostile press, and always ready to repel and resist the advances of corrupt politicians and political halls.
(Applause.)

29. Ed. To cheer to the echo: to applaud most heartily, so that the room resounds.

30. Ed. Gahan’s “Land and Labor,” sung to the tune of “Wearing of the Green,” appeared in The Standard, Issue #021.

31. Ed. James Redpath (1833-1891) was an American journalist and antislavery activist. He was a reporter for Horace Greeley’s New York Tribune, under
the pseudonym “Berwick,” and later the editor of the North American Review. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Redpath. See also, and translate via
translate.google.com, http://www.josemarti.cu/wp-content/uploads/2014/06/Marti_-Redpath.pdf See also the front-page article in The Standard, Issue
#008, a brief mention in #009, several items in #010 and one in #019.
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We have heard uttered on this platform great truths; and a speaker in this new crusade can, perhaps more than
most men, realize what must have been the feeling of the Hebrew emancipator when he heard from out the
burning bush the words which told him that the ground on which he stood was holy. And grand and holy is this
spot, because here a grand and a holy man has stood preaching and teaching the great truths of the fatherhood of
God and the brotherhood of man; teaching us that as God is no respectors® of persons He cannot extend his
benediction over hearts which do respect persons; teaching us that if we are to fulfill our duty, if we are to carry
out the mission of our hearts and souls in its fullest and completest sense, we must be prepared to carry on a
battle for truth, for justice, for right among men, a combat for liberty, equality and fraternity, an undying struggle
against the apologists—be they ecclesiastical or lay, I care not—of the system which creates classes and which
oppresses the masses. (Applause.)

And how does this Anti-poverty society propose to accomplish this mission? By infusing into the hearts and the
minds and the consciences of men the great fact that there cannot be any other than a hideous and horrid system
of things existing until all men rise up in their might and dignity, and bring about by their own acts the
restoration of natural justice among men. (Applause.)

It is, my friends, a magnificent mission, and it is a mission which is not likely to down at the bidding of the
politicians of this or any other city. (Applause.) And why? Because we have flung out our banner inscribed with
these great words, that poverty, that crime, that misery, must exist and cannot be eradicated until all the bounties
of nature created by the eternal God are thrown open to all and made free of access to all. (Cries of “Hear! hear!”
and applause.)

In other words, as has been said on this platform by Mr. George and Dr. McGlynn and Mr. Pentecost, we want the
earth, and with nothing less than the earth will we be satisfied. (Applause.) We want the land for the people
(applause); and in making our demand for the restoration of the land to the people, we do so with a firm resolve
and a fixed determination never to allow any mere expediency or any mere tricks of opportunism to make us
lower that fair banner or enter upon compromises with the devil and with wrong.

We have seen in a newspaper published in
p.2,col. 4
this city this morning, a newspaper largely read by the countrymen and countrywomen of Michael Davitt, a most

extraordinary statement. The editor makes a faint efort, a very silly attempt, to prove that the utterances of
Bishop Nulty have not been correctly or fully quoted, but have been garbled by those on this side of the Atlantic
who believe in the doctrine of the land for the people. And in order to make good his strange and silly case, he tells

32. Ed. John McMackin (1852-1906). See a New York Times article entitled “Working Men Agitating” 1873-12-12; he was one of the speakers at a mass
meeting at Cooper Union: “John McMackin, a painter, followed, and characterized the meeting as the second declaration of independence. The movement
for providing the unemployed with provisions he ridiculed as contemptible, and evoked from his hearers bursts of ironical laughter. The speaker criticised
Mayor Havemeyer’s appointments adversely, and condemned the entire banking system as corrupt to the core.” By 1886, he was a strong advocate for the
8-hour movement; he was Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Central Labor Union, and presided at the meeting at which Henry George accepted
the nomination for Mayor. An 1899-01-18 New York Times article provides this background: “John McMackin is the present Deputy Commissioner of Labor
Statistics in New York, with an office at 30 West Twenty-ninth Street. He is a painter by trade, and was an active labor organizer with a large following when
he entered the Henry George movement and became President of the United Labor Party, which in 1886 nominated Henry George for Mayor. He also took
part in the Coogan Mayoralty campaign, but had a leaning toward the Republican Party, and took a good many of his followers with him when he decided to
become an active Republican. As a reward for his services he was made a Special Treasury Agent under the Harrison Administration, and later he ran for
Congress, but was defeated. When Commissioner McDonough was appointed to the Bureau of Labor Statistics he made Mr. McMackin Deputy
Commissioner in New York.” By 1901, he was the Commissioner of Labor for New York State. A 1905 article reporting his appointment as U. S. Consul to
Georgetown, British Guiana, included, “Mr. McMackin, as State Labor Commissioner, failed to live up to the standards of the Child Labor Committee of this
city, of which Robert Hunter is Chairman. In January of this year Mr. Hunter had a conference with Gov. Higgins and charged Mr. McMackin with failure to
enforce the laws, not only against the employment in factories of children under fourteen, but also regarding the protection of adult employees.

Mr. McMackin denied the charges. The committee urged that he be not reappointed.” He died in 1906, of an accidental poisoning.

33. Ed. Patrick Ford (1837-1913) was an Irish-American journalist and Georgist land reformer. See http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Patrick_Ford_(journalist).
The paper is the Irish World. (Placed approximately.)

Sic in the original; probably “respecter”.

22


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Patrick_Ford_(journalist

Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page20f 8

us that the Catholic hierarchy of Ireland have had a meeting recently, and that they declared that the only just and
fair settlement of the land question at the present time over there in Ireland would be for the government to buy
out the landlords’ interest in the soil and then relet that soil to those of the people who desire to occupy it, at a
rent much below that which the landlords are now enabled to obtain for it. The editor says, “There is not a word
about land nationalization in this!” (Laughter.) Why, do not the very words of the resolution declare that in the
opinion of the bishops and archbishops of Ireland, the land of the country should be bought out by the
government? What is the government? The government is the state, the government is the people. That it should
be relet to those who desire to occupy it. Relet by whom? Relet by the government, by the state, by the people,
back to the people, with rents to be paid back to the people, back to the state, back to the government, in order to
carry on the functions of government. (Applause.) And with the exception of the very vicious doctrine of the
resolution that the land thieves now in occupancy should be compensated, there is not a single essential feature of
difference between the land theory as preached upon this platform and the land theory as declared just, equitable,
wise and judicious by the assembly of archbishops and bishops of Ireland. (Applause.)

My friends, on this platform to follow me there is a gentleman who deserves always at the hands of the people in
this city a royal welcome—no, an anti-poverty welcome; and I believe that he will much better be able to interest,
and, above all, to instruct you, and it is the instruction you get here, not the regular attendance at these meetings,
that is useful. And for the purpose of enabling him to be assailed from all quarters of this vast audience with
questions pertinent to the issue, I will retire, first thanking you for the friendly attention you have given me, and
at the same time joining my voice with that of your worthy chairman in the hope that not a single member of the
Anti-poverty society, not a single friend of the society, man or woman, will be found absent next Saturday
evening, but will be there (applause) to tell that marble hearted archbishop (hisses) who lives in that marble hall, to
tell those people over in Rome (hisses) that the day has passed, if that day ever existed, when he or they could or
can with impunity dare to lay their sacrilegious hands upon the ark of American freedom, the American ballot
box! (Applause).

Chairman Croasdale then introduced Mr. Louis F. Post®, and announced that he would answer such questions
pertinent to the object of the meeting as anyone might choose to put.

Mr. Post said:

Ladies and Gentlemen: Without any vanity, I confess that I am very much embarasseds® by the duty which your
committee has assigned to me to-night; and I assure you now that I shall not undertake to perform that duty in
full. I do not propose to set myself up as a prize answerer of conundrums. But I will tell you what I will do. If there
is any one in this audience who has any doubt upon this subject, who has any objection to make to our
propositions, who is seriously inquiring into the subject, and who in that spirit will ask a question, I will answer
him here and now if I can. If I cannot answer him here and now [ will look into the question and see that he gets
an answer, if there is one. And if his question is a vital question, and after consideration and reflection cannot be
answered, then that is the end of our crusade. (Applause.)

We see about us a condition of poverty, and it is from that poirt that we start. Poverty in the midst of plenty;
poverty among the people who work, and plenty among the people who are idle. (Applause.) And our attention is
attracted by this anomaly. How can it be? We know that there are no material things that we enjoy in this world

34. Ed. Louis Freeland Post (1849-1928), later the editor of The Public and Undersecretary of Labor in the Wilson Administration. He lectured widely about
the Single Tax (see Outlines of Louis F. Post’s Lectures on the Single Tax: Absolute Free Trade, the Labor Question, Progress and Poverty, the Land
Question, the Elements of Political Economy, Socialism, Hard Times, online at https://books.google.com/books?id=1GIUAQAAIAAJ, and wrote The Ethics
of Democracy, online at http://savingcommunities.org/docs/post.louisf/ethicscontents.html. It seems likely that he wrote many of the answers in the
“Queries and Answers” column in The Standard. See also https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Louis_F._Post.

Sic in the original; probably “embarrassed”.
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that are not produced by human labor and maintained by human labor. Then how happens it that he who works
from morning until night is in poverty, and he who spends his days and his nights as he pleases is in wealth? How
happens it? That is the question that we have put to ourselves, and it is the question that we put to you.

We are told sometimes that if men would only be moral and honest and industrious there would be no poverty.
But we know that the work, the industry and the honesty of the masses will not abolish poverty so long as the
classes have possession of the source of wealth without which no wealth can be produced. (Applause.) We have
traced poverty in the world to the private ownership of the earth. So long as the earth can be privately owned, so
long will we have poverty, and so long will poverty increase and spread and intensify. And it is for that reason that
we propose to get the earth back again. (Applause.)

We do not intend to divide this earth up. That is not necessary nor desirable. So long as there is no such thing as
rent®5, any one can take what land he wants. Then there would be no necessity for an anti-poverty society. Slavery
takes a different form then—the form of chattel slavery. But under present conditions one needs not to own men,
for he who owns the land owns the men who must live on and out of the land.

What we want is the rent, the rent of the land. No land has rent until two men want it; and as the number of men
who want it increases, the rent increases. That we have noticed, and that you can notice all about you, all over the
civilized world. Rent is produced by no man; it is born of the competition of men for the privilege of using the
earth on which they live.

Now we say we will take that rent for the people. How shall we take it? We propose to take it by the present
methods of taxation. We will abolish all taxes save taxes on land values. We will abolish taxes on all products of
labor, and put taxes on land values and increase those taxes as the values of the land grow until he who says I own
this ground may say so, but it won’t do him any good. (Applause.) But we do not propose that those taxes shall
absorb the whole rental value at once. We propose at the beginning merely to shift present taxation. That is
enough. That raises the whole question. We have no right to tax one class of property and exempt all other classes.
We concede that any man would have a right to object—landlords would have a right to object and say, “You must
not tax my property and exempt other kinds of property.” Very well, we agree to that. And so, before we have a
right to shift taxation, we must prove that land cannot belong to any one man exclusive of other men.

So, in order merely to shift taxation, we have got to take upon our shoulders the whole burden of the fight, and
prove that the land of a country belongs of right to the people of that country. (Applause.) Therefore, all we want

at the start is to shift present taxes. After we have got that far there will
p.2,col.5
be no trouble—it will only be a matter of detail—to increase the tax, and no man can make a fortune thereafter by

putting a fence around land and going to bed.

Now, I repeat that I won’t promise to answer every question, but every question will receive attention; and any
question that I cannot answer at once I will answer through the query column of THE STANDARD, if it can be
answered. Now fire away.

The following questions were then showered upon Mr. Post in rapid succession, and he as quickly answered them.
The first was:

Q.—An editorial in the Brooklyn Eagle®®% of June 10, winds up with the statement that if the community is the
creator of the value of land, it is equally the creator of the value of personal property; and the principle that

35. Ed. No such thing as rent: that is, no land that is better than any other that is available for free. Rent is the difference between the land that is available for
free, and land that is superior in location or fertility, or some other quality.
36. Ed. Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 1887-06-10, page 6, “The Land Question,” online at https://www.newspapers.com/image/60790814#
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demands that the value of land be returned to the people would demand that the value of personal property be
returned, which is downright communism. I, myself, understand it; but many do not. I would, therefore, like to
have you clearly explain it, and everything connected with it. (Applause.)

Mr. Post.—The value of all products of labor is determined by labor. No product of labor can for any length of time
be worth any more than it will cost to reproduce that article. If a house, for instance, is worth two thousand
dollars, measured by labor, that house cannot for any length of time be worth more than two thousand dollars,
because labor can reproduce it at the same cost. But when land has acquired a value of two thousand dollars, you
will have to go a great way for the laborer who can reproduce that land for that cost. (Great applause.) The value of
land is not determined by labor, but by demand for the land. If there had been two men on Robinson Crusoe’s
island, and one man had built a house, for instance, and another had raised a goat, and they had each devoted the
same time to their different works, the value of the house would have been the value of the goat. Labor would have
determined that value. But there would have been no value to land. No land has value until the best land is
appropriated and inferior lands must be resorted to. (Applause).

Q.—When you tax a land owner, how will you prevent him from raising his rent?

Mr. Post.—We will raise his taxes. The difficulty with you is that you think the tax on land values can be shifted off
upon the community. A tax upon land values cannot be shifted upon the community. It is the only kind of a tax
that cannot be so shifted. The rent of land is determined by the margin of production, which I need not explain
here, as it would take too much time, and rent is always up to the mark—it is all that the traffic will bear. The
landlord is not particular to have a tax imposed in order to raise rent. (Applause.) When you can afford to pay
more your landlord will call just before the expiration of your lease; and he will talk of how your business
prospers, and will say, “I know of other men who would like this place, but I like you and will give you the first call.
Improvements are going up all around and I must raise you a little.” He don’t wait for any increase of taxation in
order to raise the rent. (Great applause.)

Q.—My brother is a farmer. He has a small farm, but the richest farmer in the county has sold his farm and put all
his money in government bonds. He pays no taxes, and my brother on his small farm has to educate his children
and pay taxes besides.

Mr. Post.—I am in favor of putting an end to bonds of that kind. (A voice: “That is right.” Applause.) Those bonds
represent powder that was used up twenty-five years ago. They represent no existing capital. I will not say, and it is
not necessary, what I would do with those particular bonds; but the next time they come around asking us to make
bonds to carry on war, we will say to those people that inasmuch as we have to draft men we propose to draft
capital too. (Applause.) That is not a question of taking taxes off of capital. That question relates to another
method of robbery, of which rent is the mother. I am a little in doubt whether we had better pay those bonds off
and get rid of the leeches, or cut them off. However, the Anti-poverty society has not taken any stand on that
question, and when our ground rents are restored to us we shall be rich enough to pay off our old bonds and begin
fresh.

Q.—Suppose A owns a piece of property on one side of the street, and B owns a piece on the opposite side. A, who
is a very rich man, builds a magnificent hotel upon his piece of property. He derives rent from letting out the
rooms; while B, who is a poor man and has his own little place on this side, has to pay the same amount of taxes?

Mr. Post.—I do not know of any such case except in the imagination of Mayor Hewitt. But suppose there were such
a case—the poor man, occupying a valuable piece of ground that lots of people want, is not a poor man at all; he is
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a mere speculator in land. (Applause.) He is entitled to no consideration because he is a poor man. He is
speculating in land values, and he expects to get rich by occupying ground that other people want.

The searcher after truth returned to the charge as follows:

Q.—That does not satisfy me, Mr. Post. B is a man who has saved enough to buy a dwelling on this side of the
street. A has had enough money left him by his ancestors to build a magnificent hotel on the other side. By letting
that out to boarders and others he derives a large revenue. Should B pay the same amount of taxes as A?

Mr. Post.—You think because A has got more of the products of labor than B has that it is unjust that he should pay
no more taxes. [ will give you an illustration. Oil wells are land. Suppose one man has got a whole lot of oil out of
one well and that a poor man owning an equally valuable well has not got any oil out of it. The rich man has
barrels and barrels of oil stored away. Now, we would tax the two men the same. You would come back at us and
say this rich man should be taxed for the barrels of oil he has stored away. But we don’t care for the oil that has
been stored away so long as we can put our hands on the source of the oil. The stored oil won’t last long; it isn’t
worth while bothering with that. Let us get at the land, and then the things that have been taken from the land
cannot last much longer. They will all in the process of time decay or be consumed and go back again to the land.
(Applause.)

Q.—What particular advantage is to be gained by an individual who lives in a tenement house to-day if the taxes
are shifted from the building, the improvement, and placed on the land? Wouldn't his rent still remain the same,
inasmuch as his landlord would have control of the house?

Mr. Post.—His great advantage will be that he will not have to live in a tenement house. When you tax land values,
all land that is not required for use and is consequently vacant will be substantially free. And with all vacant land
freed, no man need live in a tenement house. (Applause.) Tenement houses will give place to homes.

Q.—Will land owners stand the proposed tax on land values? Will they not resist such a tax, and cause a terrible
and bloody war?

Mr. Post.—If they want to go into the anarchy business we can take care of them. When the taxes are shifted to
land values, I do not think there will be any difficulty. But if there should be, we will be strong enough to put down
the law breakers.

Q.—At arecent debate there was a point
p.2,col.6
made against this theory that I would like to have you answer. It was this—that if the taxes were shifted to land, it

would destroy the insurance companies and trust companies that have large mortgages on land.

Mr. Post.—I remember hearing that point made. Of course there is a great variety of points raised in behalf of
special interests whenever a moral reform is undertaken. Such points were raised during the antislavery contest.
Present taxes must first be shifted, and when we see the advantage of that, taxes will be increased until rental
value is entirely absorbed. I think that during the process of shifting there will be a shifting of securities, so that
no great loss will fall upon any one. I don’t know this absolutely; but I don’t think that there will be any great
damage done to those interests. At any rate, such interests cannot weigh against the absolute right of every child
that comes into this world to his share of the earth. (Great applause.)

37. Ed. In 1895, Will Atkinson married Henry George’s daughter, Jennie, who died about six months before her father, in April, 1897. He was an active
Georgist, and wrote pamphlets of a number of George’s books. See Capon Springs, at https://hgarchives.org/historical-collections-2/material-from-
various-single-tax-leagues-and-clubs-1902-1945/. (Placed approximately.)
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Q.—Will you please define original ownership to anything, and the whys and wherefores?

Mr. Post.—I might make a speech all night on that. Briefly, the right to own a thing flows from the production of
that thing. A man who makes any product of labor owns it while it remains in that form. From the time that he
withdraws the material from nature until it returns to the earth again, the object in the shape which he has given it
belongs to him. His ownership relates to the production of the materials from the earth and their transformation
into a form that meets his desire; and so long as they remain in that form—until they return to the original source
again—he has ownership in the object. That is my idea of ownership, and beyond that ownership cannot go.
(Applause.)

Q.—We will suppose that taxes are shifted to land values. What will prevent the farmers from combining and
charging shoemakers two days’ pay for one of their own, so that they will not have to work more than one day
themselves?

Mr. Post.—Too many farmers and too few shoemakers. (Applause.)

Q.—I say that the gentleman who wants to know what original ownership was ought to read “Progress and
Poverty.”

Mr. Post—You all ought to do that.

Q.—At present, under the constitution, is it legal to sell land? Does the spirit of the constitution of the United
States permit the sale of land?

Mr. Post.—You know what that fellow in jail said when the lawyer told him, “They can’t put you in jail,” and showed
him so in Blackstone. “You infernal fool,” said the prisoner, “I am in jail.” (Laughter.)

Q.—Suppose three brothers are on three different pieces of land. One was industrious, but he had a large family of
children to educate, clothe, and so forth; the second was a worthy single man; the third was supposed to be a
perfect gambler—squandered his money, etc. Of course the man with the large family had very little money—in
fact, could not pay his rent; the second could pay his rent, and had plenty of money the third®® could pay his rent,
but wouldn’t?

Mr. Post.—As to the man that had a large family and who had to pay a heavy tax, if the land was worth it and he
could not pay it, he need not keep that land, for he would find plenty of other land that did not have any tax at all.
As to the brother that was paying the tax, the advantage of his tax would go to the brother that did not pay. What
he lost as a tenant he would gain as a landlord. By the way, what happens in such cases under the present system?
(Applause.)

Q.—What would you do with the gambler?

Mr. Post.—Except gambling for fun, there wouldn’t be any occasion for gambling. When you can make a living
decently and honestly, all the incentives to gambling, except as an amusement, will be lost. (Applause.)

The following telegram from the Anti-poverty meeting in Philadelphia was received after the meeting had
adjourned:

Three thousand Quakers send fraternal greetings to their New York brothers and sisters. The cross of the new
crusade has been raised in Philadelphia.

Sic in the original; probably “money; the third”.
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W.J. ATKINSON,

President Anti-poverty society.

Dr. McGlynn’s Lectures.

On Thursday evening of last week Dr. McGlynn spoke at Hoosick Falls, and on Friday at Oswego. He had been
invited to both places by the Knights of Labor and had large audiences. His engagements for the present week
were at Auburn on Monday, at Rochester on Tuesday, at Elmira on Wednesday, at Port Jervis on Thursday, at
Middletown on Friday. At Auburn the Academy of Music was crowded. Among those present were Mayor Austin,
Judge Cady, Rev. J. J. Brayton, Rev. C. C. Hemenway, Rev. Arthur Copeland, Rev. F. H. Hinman, John W. O’Brien, B.
B. Snow, T. J. Searles and Dr. West. Wherever the doctor has visited in the state he has brought many within the
folds of the party of the land for the people. The opposing newspapers all concede his sincerity of purpose and
admire his eloquence. Letters are constantly being received at room 28, Cooper union, telling of his effective work
in many places.

PHILADELPHIA’S ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.

McCaull’s opera house in Philadelphia was crowded in every part last Sunday evening at the first public meeting
of the branch of the Anti-poverty society of that city. President William J. Atkinson called the meeting to order
and explained the objects of the society. Henry George spoke on “The Cause and Cure of Poverty.” At the close of
his address numerous questions were put to him by people in the audience. A collection amounting to $115 was
taken up. The audience was enthusiastic throughout the evening, evidently having caught the spirit of the parent
society. Another meeting will be held on Sunday evening next, at which Louis F. Post will be present.

Two Enthusiastic Meetings in New Haven.

On Sunday last the Rev®8. Charles P. McCarthy delivered two addresses in New Haven, under the auspices of the
land and labor club and the united labor party.

The afternoon meeting was held in the Central labor hall at three o’clock, the subject of the lecture being “The
evils arising from the unjust distribution of wealth.” The lecturer pointed out that the only possible cure for social
wrongs was their abolition, and that most, if not all, of these spring from the present unjust distribution of wealth,
all of which was produced by labor. He pointed out and emphasized the fact that measures which did not strike at
the root of the disease were worse than useless and that half-way reforms were worthless.

In the evening an open-air meeting was held on the green opposite Yale college, nearly two thousand people being
present, when Mr. McCarthy delivered an eloquent address. The names of Henry George and Dr. McGlynn were
received with prolonged cheers and enthusiasm.

At the close of the discourse the editor of the Advocate announced that these meetings would be continued
throughout the summer, and eminent speakers from New York city and other places would be in attendance.

38. Ed. Rev. Charles McCarthy: see also “City Churches: Protestant Ecclesiasticism in New York City, in The Standard, Issue #009; a brief mention in Issue
#016; “Sea CIliff, L. ., Land and Labor Club” in Issue #018; “Writing on the Wall” and “Rev. C. P. McCarthy’s Sunday Lecture” in Issue #021; and “Christ and
the Mosaic Code” in Issue #022 and “Two Enthusiastic Meetings in New Haven” in Issue #023.
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THE PACKARD STUDENTS AND HENRY GEORGE.

It is the custom of the students of Packard3®*?’s Business college to take up for discussion on Friday mornings
some of the burning questions of the day, the object being more especially to incite the young mind to more
general reading and thinking. For some weeks past they have been discussing private ownership of land. Finally,
in order to settle certain differences of opinion which had arisen in the discussion, Mr. Packard suggested that
Mr. George be invited to be present on the next occasion, and to answer such questions as might be puzzling the
minds of the young people. Mr. George acceded to the request, and on Friday, May [277], met a large lecture room
full of students and their friends. Mr. Packard had formulated a few of the leading questions which had been
presented to him in the previous discussions, and opened the exercises by reading these questions in their order,
Mr. George responding as they were read. After this more formal opening the matter of questions passed into the
hands of the pupils, who spoke entirely from the spur of the moment. As the brief newspaper reports of these
questions and answers has been made the subject of considerable press comment, the following verbatim report,
made by the pupils of the shorthand department of Packard’s, is here printed:

Q.—Under your proposition to tax land to an amount which would be equivalent to confiscation, would not great
injustice be done to owners of mortgages thereon?

A.—I don’t think it would be a great injustice; but supposing there should be some injury it would be very much
less than the injury now done to the community by the continuance of the present state of things, and the people
who might lose somewhat as mortgagees would gain so much by the general improvement in the condition of the
community that they also would be great gainers.

Q.—Has land intrinsic value?
A.—No; nothing has intrinsic value.
Q.—Does not all the value that inheres in land come from the labor of man in one direction or another?

A.—The value which attaches to land comes from the demands of men. If I understand the question it is, Does not
the value which inheres in land come from the labor bestowed upon that land? No, it does not. You may have a
piece of land on which no labor has been bestowed, and if there is a demand for it it will have a value. Land*! has a
value when®1, and not until, some one will pay for its use; in other words, if land** is to be used for a productive

39. Ed. Packard’s Business College or Packard Business College was a post-secondary business college in New York City which provided a concentrated
one-year education in practical business subjects, such as arithmetic, bookkeeping, penmanship, and business correspondence. The school was well
respected for the quality of its graduates. The school was founded 1858, under the name of Bryant, Stratton & Packard’s Mercantile College, by Mr. S. S.
Packard and was the New York branch of a chain known as the Bryant & Stratton chain of business colleges. In 1867 Mr. Packard purchased the Bryant &
Stratton interest in the New York College, and changed its name to Packard’s Business College. The teachers employed in the college were chosen for their
practical as well as their theoretical knowledge of business affairs. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Packard_Business_College and https://
books.google.com/books?id=mGtIAAAAYAAJ. See the New York Times (1898-10-28) obituary for Silas Sadler Packard (1826-1898). Bryant & Stratton
College still exists, with 19 campuses and online courses; see https://www.bryantstratton.edu/about-us/history.

40. Ed. See also a brief mention of this discussion in “The Rising Tide” in The Standard, Issue #022. (Placed approximately.)
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purpose it has no value until some one, for its use, will consent to give the owner53 of it some portion of the
product of his labor; or, to put it in another form, land has no value until two or more people want the same piece.
The demand for use constitutes the real value of land, but land may also have a prospective or speculative value
due to the confident expectation that in the future some one will be willing to pay for its use. For instance, land on
the outskirts of the cities has a higher value than the present demand for its use would give it. This value is based
on the confident expectation of the growth of the community.

Q.—Is not the private possession of land one of the greatest inducements to industry, sobriety and good
citizenship?

A.—Private possession, yes; private ownership, no. Possession is necessary to the use of land. No one, for instance,
will sow a crop unless there is some certainty that he shall reap it. No one will put up a house unless he has
security that it may stand. No one will open a mine unless he can benefit by it. But possession is a very different
thing from ownership. Many buildings in this city are put up by men who do not own the land. Nearly the whole
city of London has been built in that way, the builder being one man and the land owner another. The Sailors’
Snug Harbor owns a great deal of land in this city, which is let out on ground rent. Buildings are erected upon it by
persons who have no ownership in the land on the certainty of the possession for a given series of years. Security
of possession is absolutely necessary to the best use of land, but private ownership is not. For instance, if the
Sailors’ Snug Harbor can hold certain blocks here, retaining the ownership thereof, and yet induce people, by
security of possession for a long term of years, to put up the finest buildings, so the whole land of the city of New
York might be held by the corporation—that is, by the people of New York in the same way. There would then be
no private ownership of the land of New York, but private improvers would have, possession®; a possession
sufficient to give them the security necessary to improvement.

Q.—Would not the evil of putting the rental of land in the hands of the government be greater than any evil likely
to come from private ownership?

A.—No. What underlies that question is the idea of the corruption of the government by the vast fund there would
be to spend. But in taking the rental value of land for public purposes we could dispense with many other taxes
that we now collect, and which in their very nature foster corruption, give incentives to fraud and demoralize our
whole public system. Take, for instance, the principal tax by which our national government is supported, that on
imports; it is a constant cause of fraud, for it tempts men desiring to get taxes levied for their benefit to spend
money in politics, and to bring a pressure upon congress for the passage of laws which favor a class to the injury of
the whole people. There is, besides, a source of corruption in the large number of employes required, which adds
to the number of places to be filled by the adherents of the winning party. Then, again, look at the perjury, fraud
and corruption involved in the collection of these duties. So it is with the taxes on personal property and
improvements all over the United States. The rich men constantly escape—in very many cases by direct bribery of
the officials; in others by putting their money in politics, and in still others by perjury. All that would be swept
away. The advantage of a tax levied upon land values is, in the first place, that it can be collected with certainty,
and can be assessed more fairly than any other tax. Land*? lies out of doors; it cannot be hid; its value can be

41. Ed. See Land and Labor Tract #13, Sailors’ Snug Harbor and the Randall Farm, by William T. Croasdale. The articles were originally published in The
Standard, Issues #013 and 014.

Sic in the original; probably “where”.

44. Ed. Severalty (of land): in one’s own right as private property, rather than in interest with another. See https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/
severalty. A sole, separate, and exclusive possession, dominion, or ownership: one’s own right without a joint interest in any other person tenants in
severalty. See https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/severalty . The word “severalty” is related to “severed.”

Sic in the original; probably “the owner”.

Sic in the original; probably “have possession”.

42. Ed. “Land lies out of doors. It cannot be hid or carried off. Its value can be ascertained with greater ease and exactness than the value of anything else,
and taxes upon that value can be collected with absolute certainty and at a minimum of expense.” See Social Problems, Chapter XIX, The First Great
Reform, online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/social-problems/sp19.html#p-24. (Placed approximately.)
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ascertained more clearly than anything else. Here is a piece of land on Fifth avenue. You go to a real estate broker,
give him the location of it, and he will tell you pretty nearly its value; but he cannot tell you the value of the house
without examination, and as to the value of what is inside the house, that is impossible. It may be filled with the
most costly furniture and paintings, or it may be bare. Again, in the funds raised for purposes of common benefit,
the people would have a direct interest, and public attention would be concentrated upon their collection and
disbursement; and finally, something that you will not fully understand until you see clearly what enormous
improvements in present social conditions this simple reform would work—poverty would be abolished; no one
need be poor if he is willing to work, and in that condition of society the greed for wealth would also surely go.
Men would become less grasping than they are to-day. It would be possible to get for public service the

p.3,col. 2
best talent and the highest character. Society would be elevated—elevated from the very foundation, and the social

conscience improved.

Q.—In the Captain“® Kidd illustration given by you, would not the same argument pertain equally to the
possession of personal property which may have been unjustly obtained?

A.—No; as I say in that very illustration, the wrong done in the appropriation of personal property ceases with
time. A horse is stolen, a watch is picked out of one’s pocket, a ship is taken, and the injury soon ends; but when
land is wrongfully appropriated it is not merely taken from that generation, but the robbery goes on with all
succeeding generations. Personal property tends to decay, and passes away in a very short time; in one or two
generations at the most it is gone; but the land remains forever. One generation after another will live on this land.
Where will this building be one thousand years from now? But others will be living on this land.

Q.—In case people could hold land only as tenants, would not the tendency be to deterioration in all matters of
improvement, especially in beautifying homes and in scientific and esthetic farming?

A.—Possibly, if they were to hold land as tenants liable to be put out in a short time. But we don’t propose the
actual taking of land by the state; we don’t propose to make the holders of land formal tenants. We propose that
land shall be held precisely as it is now, the only change being the increase of the tax on land values and the
abolition of other taxes. The effect of this would be that no one would care to get hold of land that he did not wish
to make use of] and the formal ownership of land, the real possession of it, would pass into the hands of those
wishing to use it. Under this system a man would own his home just as securely, in fact far more securely, than he
can now. The house would be his, the possession of the land would be his. He would still be its owner, subject to
the condition of paying this tax, and could give it or sell it, just as he does now.

Q.—Inasmuch as the popular sentiment and the calm judgment of the people are opposed to the spending of our
present surplus for the benefit of any part of the country or of any special interest, may we not infer that were the
government the great landlord, it would be powerless to do anything with its land, except in the most economical
and parsimonious way? And would not even this limited power open the flood-gates of political corruption?

A.—I think probably you have in your mind that the government will take the position of th e owner of the land on
whose shoulders rests the burden of improvement. This, as [ have said, we do not propose. As for the surplus that
remains in our national treasury, the real cause of its existence is the system under which we now raise our
revenues. Everybody knows that we are raising too much; but when an attempt is made to repeal any of these
taxes, up jump selfish interests to protest, log roll, and bribe, against the repeal of the tax which benefits them,
though it injures the public at large. Sweep away that system, and you are rid of one great cause of corruption. But

43. Ed. George wrote about Captain Kidd in The Land Question. Chapter 7 is entitled “The Great-Great-Grandson of Captain Kidd, and begins, “l apologize
to the Irish landlords and to all other landlords for likening them to thieves and robbers.” See https://schalkenbach.org/henry-george/land-question/Ig-7.html
(Placed approximately.)
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you should understand that we do not propose that the income from the taxation of land values should go to the
general government, except in very small part. We have no necessity for much revenue for the general
government. We have no need whatever for an army, a navy or a lot of ministers abroad; and very many of the
present expenses of the general government would be largely reduced by the simpler system of raising revenue.

Q.—Do you not think that the best way to civilizeds the Indians is to confer upon them the private ownership of
land?

A.—No, on the contrary; if you ask the Indians themselves they will tell you that this simply means destruction,
extermination. Where the Indians can hold their lands in common, under the tribal system, as is the custom with
all primitive peoples, there is among them no such thing as pauperism. The father may be a drunkard, but when
the children come they have a chance to earn a living, an opportunity to make homes for themselves. Wherever
the Indian lands have been divided up in severalty they have in a little while passed into the possession of
speculators. I was talking recently with a gentleman who spent a number of years at Saginaw, Mich., and he told
me the saddest stories of a tribe that was living on that peninsula. They were living in contentment in a simple
state and still they all had enough. A lot of speculators got a bill through congress to divide up their lands in
severalty, and the consequence was that in two years there were only fourteen who had any land left; the rest had
become mere tramps.

Q.—Is there any greater wrong or any greater temptation to wrong in holding large quantities of land for a rise
than in holding the products of land for a similar purpose?

A.—Certainly there is. The effect of speculation which raises the price of corn, wheat, or anything of that kind, is
to increase the incentive for production; but you cannot produce land. The effect of speculation in land is to
deprive people of the opportunity of producing other things. One might corner all the wheat in the world, and the
effect would not last very long; but let one become the absolute owner of all the land in the world and what would
become of the people? They could only live as his serfs.

Q.—Would the inability to own land have the tendency to equalize the ownership of wealth? Under such a
dispensation should we not be just as likely to have Goulds and Vanderbilts as we are now?

A.—Inability to own land is hardly the way to put it. What we propose is to levy upon the land a tax equal to its
annual value, irrespective of improvements upon it. This would strike at the heart of the great fortunes of the
Goulds and the Vanderbilts. It would do this by making it unprofitable for any one to hold land which he did not
want to put to use. The consequence of this would be that there would be no such thing as a class of men who
could not find employment for themselves. There would be a demand for all possible labor. Then that intense
competition that now drives down wages in all vocations would be gone, and in thus striking at the root of
poverty you strike at the root of great wealth. The power that a man gets by the possession of millions comes not
so much from the fact that he has the millions as from the poverty of the people, who are glad to do anything to
get only a few dollars of it. A man can have all the money he wants in a condition of things where everyone could
find employment and get a good and independent living, and he could do no harm, further than these fortunes of
which you speak. As for the fortunes that have come with the rise of the railroad systems, they have come because
we have left in private hands a great public franchise*. We have done what would have been equivalent in old
times to making over the highways to individuals. Now, properly, the maintenance of highways is a public

Sic in the original; probably “civilize”.

46. Ed. Franchise: an authorization granted by a government or company to an individual or group enabling them to carry out specified commercial
activities, e.g., providing a broadcasting service or acting as an agent for a company’s products. Electric and gas utilities and cable TV are common now.
Years ago, the railroads, gas and electric utilities showed up on the Monopoly board. The franchise is often an exclusive right, granted for “natural
monopolies” of various kinds. The alternative is municipal ownership, which functions more like a mutual company, owned by the ratepayers instead of by
shareholders. See also https://books.google.com/books?id=cPk7AAAAIAAJEpg=PA766 and https://www.mackinac.org/S2006-07

32


https://books.google.com/books?id=cPk7AAAAIAAJ&pg=PA766
https://www.mackinac.org/S2006-07

Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page 30f 8

function, and this is just as true when those highways are of iron as when they are of cobble-stones, or Macadam,
or mere earth. The difficulty that stands in the way of our taking these highways and managing them for the
public benefit, is simply the corruption of the government. The simple plan that we propose of levying a single
tax, leaving everything else free, would be to simplify our government so that we could take possession of these
railways and even run the roads (or run cars over them) with far less danger of

p.3,col. 3
demoralization than is involved in our present system of taxation. Our tariff is, to my mind, productive of far

more corruption than the running of the railroads by government could possibly be.
Q.—Does not the “unearned increment” idea apply with as much force to personal property as to land?

A.—TIt does not. What is the kind of personal property that increases with the growth of society? Can you think of
any? Here, take this house; it is not more valuable than it was when it was built. On the contrary, it is less valuable.
It is nearer decay, and, further than that, the improvement in building has been such that a similar house could
now be built for less cost. The building has not increased in value, but the ground on which it stands has. What
other thing is there that with the growth of the community grows in value, save land? Land, always and
everywhere, does, and it is the only thing. What John Stuart Mill called the “unearned increment” is this increase
in value, unearned by the owner. The value of a piece of land is not what the individual owner has given to it; it is
the value caused by the growth of the community. He may be asleep, or he may be off in Europe, or traveling
around the world; this increase of value goes on all the same. It is a value created by the community, and it should
belong to the community.

Q.—How about the accumulation of interest? Is not that equally an “unearned increment?”

A.—No; interest is the return for the use of capital, which is the produce of labor used in further production.
Interest does not increase with increase of population. Is interest here any higher than it was fifty years ago?

Q.—Under the present condition is there any unwholesome tendency to the acquirement or the possession of
land?

A.—Unquestionably there is, if you mean by that is the possession of land concentrating? All over the United
States, it is concentrating in obedience to a general law. As the land goes up in value it steadily tends to

concentrate. If you take Macaulay*®’

s introduction to the “History of England,” you will find it states that at the
time of the accession of James II the majority of English farmers were owners of their own land. At the beginning
of this century there were so few of them owners of their own land that they had ceased to be considered. The
great agency in producing this concentration was the rise in the value of land. Land, as I said before, lies out of
doors. It cannot be stolen; it cannot run away. There it is, and there it will remain. For that reason, under the
system of private ownership, land is the most secure investment, and the people who have large amounts of
money are willing to pay for land—for the purpose of having a secure investment—more than it is worth to the
owner of only a small amount of capital. For instance, the English farmer having a piece of land that would sell for
£1,000 could not borrow what capital he wanted to use for less than six, seven or eight per cent; but he might sell
his land and then get back its use by paying a rent of only three and a half or four per cent on the selling price.
Manifestly, therefore, it was to his interest to sell the land, and in the mutations that come of sickness, accident
and losing speculation, he has gradually lost his capital, and of his successors some to-day are tenant farmers of
the English capitalist type, and more are agricultural laborers of England—probably the most degraded race of
men who speak the English language; men whose lives are spent in the hardest kind of work, and whose old age—
if they live to be old—has no relief but in going to the alms house.

49. Ed. Macaulay’s History of England is online at https://archive.org/details/macaulayshistory01maca.
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Q.—Would not the placing of taxation wholly upon land work to the disadvantage of cultivators thereof and to the
advantage of owners and managers of money and personal wealth?

A.—No, not at all. The taxation of capital does not affect the capitalist. It falls ultimately upon the user of the
capital, and it gives, moreover, an advantage to those sharp and unscrupulous enough to take advantage in
avoiding the taxation. But to raise our public revenues by a tax upon the value of land alone would exempt the
producer and the consumer from taxation. It would be to the advantage of the man who is cultivating land or
otherwise making use of it. He would gain far more by the exemption of his labor and all that it produced from
taxation direct and indirect than he would have to pay by reason of the increased tax on the value of his ground.
He would be a great gainer.

Q.—Would not the doing away with the private ownership of land destroy one of the most sacred charms of home
—the home feeling? This question is one which has seemed to trouble the minds of our young ladies.

A.—Well now, young ladies, look around you in this city. Here we have private ownership of land. What are its
results? In this city not four per cent of the people live in separate homes of their own. Over sixty-five per cent of
the families of this city are crowded together more than two families to the floor. There are thousands of families
in this city living in single rooms. Do you call that home? Can there be a home in the condition in which the vast
majority of the people of this city live? Look, then, to the country. What is the condition of the ordinary farmer’s
wife? Can anything be more dreary than that isolated existence? People are scattered so far apart that they have
none of the conveniences and intellectual enjoyments of neighborhood. It is a most significant fact that insanity is
rapidly increasing in this country, and it is nowhere increasing more rapidly than among farmers’ wives. Now, the
effect of the reform we propose would be that, no one having any incentive to hold land idle, the population in our
cities would spread, while in the country it would come closer together. One-half of the area in this city is yet
unbuilt upon—simply lying in vacant lots—not because people do not want homes, not because there is not capital
and labor sufficient to cover these vacant lots, but because the owners of the land are holding it at enormous
prices, trusting to the increase of population to give them profit. And the isolation of country life is caused by the
same thing. Men when they take up land do not take up what they want to use; they grab all they can get, and so
you have a population unduly crowded at the centers and unduly separated at the outskirts. Under the system that
we propose it would be profitable for no one to hold land that was not put into use. Population in our cities would
spread out, and we would get even in our greatest cities populations living in separate homes surrounded by
gardens, and in the country, instead of the present isolation, people would settle closer together, so that they
would have opportunities for social enjoyment and intellectual life. So far from destroying homes, the system we
advocate would make it easy for every one to get a home. What to-day stands in the way of a man getting a home?
The big thing is the price he has to pay for the lot on which a house is to be put. Then comes the tax gatherer and
[fines?] him for having built himself a house. Under our system he could get his land for nothing, and he would
have little or no tax to pay. Now, which system is the best in that respect?

It was here proposed that Mr. George briefly state his scheme so that it might be understood, Mr. Packard
remarking that, although the young men and young women had been diligently pondering over “Progress and
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Poverty,” “Social Problems**#748” and “Property in Land-%%%1” nobody seemed quite to understand the “George

theory.”

Mr. George—I am afraid that is because you have read rather what the newspapers say of my books than the books
themselves. However, I set out with the proposition that land—that is to say, the material universe, because it is
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only through land and by land that we can use any part of the material universe—is something that belongs in
usufruct® to all men and women equally and of natural right, while the things produced by human labor belong
exclusively to the producers. Now to secure that common right of all in the land in conformity with the individual
right of the producer to the things he produces, so that all may have access on equal terms to the element
necessary to life and labor, and all may have the fullest possession of that which their labor of hand or of head
adds to the common wealth, what we propose is this: To let the present legal title to the land remain as it is, and to
simply abolish all taxes upon production or upon accumulation—not to tax any man for building a house, for
making a piece of goods, or for erecting a factory, or for bringing into the country any wealth from abroad; not to
tax him because he accumulates wealth, no matter how much he accumulates; but, abolishing these taxes, to raise
our public revenues by a tax levied on the value of the land, irrespective of improvements—raising this tax as fast
as we may, until we come as near as possible to taking the full, actual value of the land, thus giving to the
community that fund which arises from the development of the community and grows with its growth, and
leaving to the individual all that his industry or thrift gives him.

45. Ed. A tramp is a person who travels from place to place on foot in search of work or as a vagrant or beggar. George writes about tramps in Progress and
Poverty’s Introductory: “But just as such a community realizes the conditions which all civilized communities are striving for, and advances in the scale of
material progress — just as closer settlement and a more intimate connection with the rest of the world, and greater utilization of labor-saving machinery,
make possible greater economies in production and exchange, and wealth in consequence increases, not merely in the aggregate, but in proportion to
population — so does poverty take a darker aspect. Some get an infinitely better and easier living, but others find it hard to get a living at all. The ‘tramp’
comes with the locomotive, and alms houses and prisons are as surely the marks of ‘material progress’ as are costly dwellings, rich warehouses, and
maghnificent churches.” The Introductory chapter of Progress and Poverty, “The Problem,” is online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/p+p/
ppintro.html and, in Drake’s modern abridgment, at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/drake-p+p/pchp0.htm. And again, in Book X, Chapter 5,
The Central Truth, online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/p+p/pp105.html; in Bob Drake’s 2006 abridgment, it is Chapter 43, online at http://
schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/drake-p+p/pchp43.htm. There is also a passage in George’s speech, Thy Kingdom Come (1889) [LINK] which
draws on Abner C. Thomas’s “Only a Dream,” which appeared in The Standard, Issue #011, and was reprinted as Land and Labor Tract #15. Tramps are
also mentioned in HG’s 1885 speech, The Crime of Poverty [LINK].

47. Ed. The unearned increment is an increase in the value of land or any property without expenditure of any kind on the part of the proprietor; it is an early
statement of the notion of unearned income. It was coined by John Stuart Mill, who proposed taxing it. Mill’s concept was refined and developed by
nineteenth-century economist Henry George in his book Progress and Poverty (1879). See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Unearned_increment and http://
www.wealthandwant.com/themes/Unearned_Increment.html (Placed approximately.)

48. Ed. “And if, under such circumstances, you take his advice, you need do nothing more. You may sit down and smoke your pipe; you may lie around like
the lazzaroni of Naples or the leperos of Mexico; you may go up in a balloon, or down a hole in the ground; and without doing one stroke of work, without
adding one iota to the wealth of the community, in ten years you will be rich! In the new city you may have a luxurious mansion; but among its public
buildings will be an aimshouse.” Book V of Progress and Poverty is titled “The Problem Solved;” Chapter 2 is titled “The Persistence of Poverty amid
Advancing Wealth” and is online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/p+p/pp052.html#p-31. In Bob Drake’s 2006 abridgment, it is Chapter 23,
“The Persistence of Poverty Despite Increasing Wealth,” online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/drake-p+p/pchp23.htm (Placed
approximately.)

50. Ed. Land lies out of doors: see earlier footnote to Social Problems, chapter XIX, “The First Great Reform.”

51. Ed. “Man is a gregarious animal. He cannot live by bread alone. If he suffers in body, mind and soul from being crowded into too close contact with his
fellows, so also does he suffer from being separated too far from them. The beauty and the grandeur of nature pall upon man where other men are not to be
met; her infinite diversity becomes monotonous where there is not human companionship; his physical comforts are poor and scant, his nobler powers
languish; all that makes him higher than the animal suffers for want of the stimulus that comes from the contact of man with man. Consider the barrenness of
the isolated farmer’s life—the dull round ot work and sleep, in which so much of it passes. Consider, what is still worse, the monotonous existence to which
his wife is condemned; its lack of recreation and excitement, and of gratifications of taste, and of the sense of harmony and beauty; its steady drag of cares
and toils that make women worn and wrinkled when they should be in their bloom. Even the discomforts and evils of the croweded tenement house are not
worse than the discomforts and evils of such a life. Yet as the cities grow, unwholesomely crowding people together till they are packed in tiers, family above
family, so are they unwholesomely separated in the country. The tendency everywhere that this process of urban concentration is going on, is to make the
life of the country poor and hard, and to rob it of the social stimulus and social gratifications that are so necessary to human beings.” The 21st essay in
Social Problems (1883) is entitled “City and Country,” online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/social-problems/sp21.html. (Placed
approximately.)

52. Ed. Usufruct is a right of enjoyment, enabling a holder to derive profit or benefit from property that either is titled to another person or which is held in
common ownership, as long as the property is not damaged or destroyed. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Usufruct. See also http://www.wealthandwant.com/
themes/Usufruct.html. Thomas Jefferson wrote to James Madison, September 6, 1789, as follows: “The question Whether one generation of men has a
right to bind another, seems never to have been started either on this or our side of the water. Yet it is a question of such consequences as not only to merit
decision, but place also, among the fundamental principles of every government. The course of reflection in which we are immersed here on the elementary
principles of society has presented this question to my mind; and that no such obligation can be so transmitted | think very capable of proof. — | set out on
this ground, which | suppose to be self evident, ‘that the earth belongs in usufruct to the living’: that the dead have neither powers nor rights over it. The
portion occupied by an individual ceases to be his when himself ceases to be, and reverts to the society.” See http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/
documents/vlch2s23.html.
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That is our scheme. It is very simple, it involves no revolution, it will not add to the functions of the state. All we
have to do to carry it out is to abolish taxes. We now put some tax upon land values. By increasing this tax we can
dispense with other taxes, taking more and more of the annual value of land, until finally we take the whole. We
would thus get not merely enough to pay our present expenses, but to do very much more. We would have a great
public fund to be used for public recreation, education and amusement; that could be used to give us clean streets,
fine walks and splendid parks; for purposes of scientific investigation, etc., and finally, could be used—as I believe a
portion ought to be used—for taking care of the widow and orphan; not as a matter of charity, but as a matter of
right. Everyone in a civilized community like this is a co-heir to a great estate. Here is an enormous value
constantly growing, produced by no individual, but by the growth of the community, that should be used for the
common benefit. This is what we propose, and the gains that we look for result, first, from the simplification in our
present form of taxation; second, from the exemption of the results of labor from taxation; third, from the
utilization for public purposes of what is now supposed to be unjustly gathered by individuals, and, fourth, from
the opening of land, now monopolized, to the use of labor.

Q.—(From a young lady.)—Do you think that fund could ever be used equitably for the people so long as God has
made them so unequal—some born with evil hearts and grasping dispositions, some unscrupulous, some honest,
some immoral, drunken and shiftless; in short, so long as God sees fit to create them so widely different, can we
set them on an equality by any plan that can be devised?

A.—I do not think God creates people as unequal as our conditions make them, either mentally or morally. I do not
think God makes them so wicked as bad conditions lead them to be. I do not think the human heart is altogether
evil. On the contrary, my experience is that most men are inclined to be just and generous; that they become hard,
greedy, grasping and unscrupulous by reason of the fierce struggle for existence in which they are engaged. The
motto of our society to-day is in reality, “Devil take the hindmost”—either crush others or be crushed yourself; and
the thing that we really worship is not the living God, but the golden calf. Let man get wealth by whatever means
he pleases, let him but get wealth, and he will be honored, and will have all that, to the eye at least, makes life
worth having. Abolish poverty, give us the state of society in which every child that comes into the world could at
least have wholesome surroundings, could at least have a good education, could at least have an opportunity of
making a good living, and I think the temptation to greed would be gone. Under a condition like that we could not
admire wealth as we do now. We admire wealth because we fear poverty. Under that state of things I do not think
we would have an immoral class or a pauper class. I do not think that men would be as bad as they are to-day, and
that all the influences and good motives that animate men would have a much stronger sway.

There are, as you say, differences among men; but the great differences of which you speak are owing mainly to
human institutions. There are children coming into the world in this city every day who come in absolutely
disinherited, who come in amid squalid surroundings, under conditions in which healthy development is
absolutely impossible—many of them under conditions which drive them out of the world within a few months or
years. We can certainly change this state of things; and then whatever differences there are among men—
differences of industry, of prudence, of capability, let them have their sway and produce their natural result. Let
him who works hardest get his natural reward. Under our present condition of things the man who grabs best, or
whose ancestors grab for him, is the successful man.

No; I do not think the present evils of society result from the wickedness of the human heart, except as that
wickedness may take shape in social institutions which give scope for greed, and then react upon the characters of
men; but if we can conform our institutions and laws to promote right and justice, we will be doing away with that
tendency.

Q.—(Student)-Would it be just for the owner of a plot of ground with only a small building of two stories, say, to
pay as much tax on the land as his neighbor on the opposite corner who owns a similar piece of land, but has a fine
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six-story fire-proof building on his property? Would that be fair for the poor man? He would be taxed just as much
as the rich man.

A.—If I go up here to the Fifth Avenue hotel and order a room, they will charge me just the same whether [ am a big
man or a little man, whether I am rich or poor. Just the same whether I make use of it or not. And the reason is that
I am taking that room and keeping somebody else out of it. If one man has little buildings it is not the fault of the
community. He is holding the ground on which he might put big buildings. We give him the opportunity; if he
does not put up big buildings it is his own fault.

This is the true system of taxation. It is not what the man himself does, but the opportunity that the community
gives him that ought to be considered, and if the opportunities are equal, taxation ought to be equal.

Q.—(Student)—Do they charge as much for a little room as for a big one?
A.—No; nor should we charge as much for a little lot as for a big one.
Q.—(Student)—Does not England dictate to the landlords their prices?

A.—Yes; and the people who are support-

p.3,col. 5
ing that sort of thing are supporting the grossest sort of communism.
Q.—(Young lady student)—Why do we need no army or navy?

A.—We have no use for an army or navy because we are sixty millions of people, the richest, the brightest, the most
inventive, and therefore the strongest of any nation upon earth, living upon a continent separated by three
thousand miles of water from all the wars and quarrels of Europe. We are so strong that nobody on the earth
would dare to pick a quarrel with us. We ought to be so just and so righteous that we would pick a quarrel with
nobody; and we no more want an army or navy than John L. Sullivan®” would want a stuffed club in walking down
Broadway.

Q.—(Same)—Although so strong, we once were weak enough to quarrel with ourselves.

Mr. George.—I hope we never shall quarrel with ourselves again; but this is certain, that our preparations for war,
our army and navy that we had before the war did not do much toward putting it down or making it impossible;
and to maintain an army and navy would not make internal quarrels any more improbable, but on the contrary,
might be an inducement to quarrel. A man and his wife sometimes quarrel, but it would be a dangerous thing for
them to keep weapons at hand in case they might quarrel.

Q.—(Student.)-How would a poor man get money to put a building on a piece of land?

A.—Supposing he could not get it he would have this advantage, that he could get buildings that other men put
upon land much cheaper than he can now. To make monopolization—the holding of land without using it—
impossible would be to make land cheap for the putting up of buildings, and to take the taxes off buildings would
be to increase by that much the inducement to put them up. Therefore, men who have money would go to work

57. Ed. John Lawrence Sullivan (1858-1918), also known as the “Boston Strong Boy”, was an Irish-American boxer recognized as the first heavyweight
champion of gloved boxing, holding the title from February 7, 1882, to 1892. He is also generally recognized as the last heavyweight champion of bare-
knuckle boxing under the London Prize Ring Rules. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_L._Sullivan.
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and put up buildings on what are now vacant lots. It would increase the number of buildings, and the man who
must rent a building could get it by paying less rent than he does to-day.

Q.—(Student)—With no army, what protection would you have against mobs?

A.—I think we could rely upon our militia to put down all mobs; but wherever there is
a mob you will find that there is some injustice. The best way to prevent mobs is to do justice.

Q.—(Student)—In 1886, during the great labor strikes, the employes of a factory in Chicago were urged to strike by
a man who it was afterward found had never worked in his life.

A.—You must not believe all you read in the newspapers. I think that story is not quite correct, and even if it were
correct there is underneath some real basis of complaint. Do away with that and you will have no difficulty.

Q.—(Student)—To abolish poverty and to give the poor people money we must take it out of the rich man’s pockets,
and he would not like that very well.

Mr. George.—Where does the rich man get his money?
Student.—That has nothing to do with the man who hasn’t any.

Mr. George.—It has everything to do with it. If the rich men got their wealth by making it, by giving something
fairly in return, then all right. We do not propose to take it from them. But if they do not, then it must come from
somebody who does work to produce it, and the wealth they have is really the robbery of the poor. This we aim to
stop. It is utterly impossible for any man to fairly get the monstrous fortunes that some have in this community.
What we want to do is to give men a fair opportunity. Under the present system thousands and thousands of men
must constantly pay other men for the privilege of living and working—must pay somebody else for the privilege
of using that which was created for their use. Abolish that system; do away with this primary injustice, and then all
men will have equal opportunities and you can secure to those who produce wealth the full enjoyment of it.

Q.—Did not all land once belong to the government?

A.—Yes; but, supposing somebody’s forefather had had the foresight to lay claim to property in the sun, and were
to leave his children the right of charging other people’s children for the enjoyment of the light of the sun, would
that be a reason why other people’s children should be such fools as to keep on paying it? What right had Adam
and Eve to give away this world? When they died and went to some other world they certainly lost all right in this.
And what right has any one since then had? All the generations of the world have had no right to give any one
perpetual title to the use of the earth. Every child that is born is born with a natural right to the use of land—a
right that nothing can bar.

Q.—(Student)—You say the government is not corrupt, but the men who go into the government corrupt it?

A.—No, I did not say that. I said that our laws of the present day, and especially our laws for raising revenue, foster
corruption and put a premium upon fraud, and that they tend to make the government corrupt.

Q.—(Student)-Would not your plan make the people slaves to the government?

A.—No; but even if that were true, the American people had better be serfs to a government which means but
themselves than to be serfs to private individuals. The great mass of American people are fast passing into the
condition of serfdom. What is the essential thing in serfdom? It is that you must give your labor and ask no return.
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The majority of children that are born to-day must give their labor for the privilege of living and working in their
native land, for the privilege of breathing the air or using the sunshine.

Q.—(Student)—Suppose a man owns a house and lot worth, say, $15,000, and it is all he has. From the rent of that
house he lives. Would you have the government take it from him without an equivalent, and thus destroy his only
income?

A.—Twould let things remain as they are now, the only difference being that I would take taxation off from the
personal property and improvements and put it on the value of land. The man who now has a $15,000 house
which he rents would continue to rent it and receive the rent as he does now. The only difference would be that he
would have to pay to the community a higher tax upon the value of his land, and no tax upon the value of his
house. The relation between him and the tenant would be just the same as it is now. The tenant, however, would
have the advantage in this, that the tendency being to erect more houses the tenant’s rent would fall.

Q.—(Young lady student)—Is not the ocean as well as the land the gift of the Creator? Should not the people who
use the ocean pay taxes?

A.—Yes; if that use is exclusive. Wherever the use of any part of the ocean becomes a valuable privilege, then the
best way would be to have the user pay a tax; as, for instance, on the valuable fur fisheries in the Aleutian islands a
tax is paid to the general government.

Q.—(Young lady)—Ought not the people who have refrigerators to pay taxes on the air they use?

A.—Wherever, if you can imagine such a case, the use of air is necessarily exclusive; but in that case the valuable
privilege would give value to land. If you had some piece of land where the air was peculiarly good, that

1p).i2,ci:ocl).fgs land would have a value resulting from the opportunity to get good air, and that value ought to be taken
for the public.

Q.—(Young lady)—You say that land can not be produced. How about the Netherlands?

Mr. George.—Tell me how the Netherlands were produced.

Young lady.—They were wholly reclaimed by human labor.

Mr. George.—What kind of labor?

Young lady—By draining, and diking, and digging trenches and canals.

Mr. George.—Where did they build the dikes?

Young lady.—Partly in the sea, and then filled in with earth and reclaimed the bottom of the sea.

Mr. George.—What would they have done if there had been no bottom there? The improvement is the result of
human labor, and that is something for which no one ought to be taxed, for at least a specified time. But what was
the bottom before it was filled up?

Young lady.—It was presumably land.

Mr. George.—Yes; and if any value attached to that it ought to be taxed. Land53545556.58 doesn’t mean simply the
surface of the earth which you see. It is all land in the economic sense, down to the center. You have got to have
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some foundation before you can improve. The ocean has value in only specified places, where some exclusive
advantage is attached to its use, as in pearl fisheries or in an oyster bed. Land, as I said in the beginning, has no
intrinsic value. All the land on the continent of America was worth nothing before men came here.

Q.—(Student)—How do you account for all the land destroyed by human labor, etc.?
A.—You cannot destroy land; even where you wash the soil away, land remains.

And now, young ladies and gentlemen, I find that my time has more than elapsed, and I must conclude. I have
been greatly pleased with your questions and have answered them as well as I could so briefly. I fully agree with
Mr. Packard that the only way to get knowledge is to get it for yourselves. You will, indeed, remember very little of
all I have said, but it may induce you to think and read, and out of that I hope some good may come.

The Crusaders’ Song.
(Air—“Marching Through Georgia.”)
“Egypt” in the Catholic Herald.

Sound a blast for freedom, boys, and send it far and wide!
March along to victory; for God is on our side!

While the voice of Nature thunders o’er the rising tide,
“God made the land for the people!”

CHORUS.

The land! The land! "Twas God who gave the land!

The land! The land! The ground whereon we stand?
Why should we be beggars, with the ballot in our hand?
God gave the land for the people!

Hark! The shout is swelling, from the east and from the west;
Why should we beg work and let the landlords take the best?

53. Ed. Land is not wealth. “Land and labor are the factors of production. Wealth is such result of their union as retains the capacity of ministering to human
desire.” (Henry George, “The Common Sense of Taxation,” 1881) See http://www.wealthandwant.com/themes/Wealth.html.

54. Ed. It would soon become known as the Single Tax. See http://www.wealthandwant.com/themes/Single_Tax.html (Placed approximately.)

55. Ed. Devil-take-the-hindmost: “An imprecation that everyone should look after then own interests, leaving those who cannot cope to whatever fate befalls
them.” source: https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/devil_take_the_hindmost. “Everyone should (or does) look after their own interests, without regard for the fate
of others.” Source: https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/(the)_devil_take_the_hindmost . “‘Let the Devil Take the Hindmost’ refers to a situation
where the Devil is chasing us. Some of us—the young, the fit, the healthy—are able to run away from the Devil. And those others—the old, the children, the
sick and, frankly, the scared—they can’t run as fast. They’re the hindmost. They’re the ones that the Devil catches, and destroys. . . . The phrase “Let the
Devil Take the Hindmost” is a venerable phrase; it just celebrated its 400th birthday. It comes from a 1610 play called “Love Lies a-Bleeding.” (All you Elton
John fans now know where the song “Love Lies Bleeding” comes from.) Shakespeare didn’t write the play, but it was performed by Shakespeare’s theatre
troop. The King’s Men. In Act V of “Love Lies a-Bleeding,” the people rise in rebellion against a bad government. The character Thrasiline questions whether
the people can remain united, however. Thrasaline says that even when a mere “toy” clicks at the people’s heels, “they run all away, and cry, ‘the devil take
the hindmost.”” Dion responds to Thrasiline this way: “Then the same devil take the foremost too, and souse him for his breakfast! If they all prove cowards,
my curses fly amongst them, and be speeding!”” See http://www.huffingtonpost.com/rep-alan-grayson/devil-take-the-hindmost_b_904042.html and the
play itself at https://books.google.com/books?id=p7nTAAAAMAAJSpg=RA2-PA162 (Placed approximately.)

56. Ed. According to the Bible, the golden calf was an idol (a cult image) made by the Israelites during Moses’ absence, when he went up to Mount Sinai. . .
the incident is known “The Sin of the Calf.” It is first mentioned in Exodus 32:4: “He took the gold from them, formed it in a mold, and cast an image of a calf;
and they said, ‘These are your gods, O Israel, who brought you up out of the land of Egypt!"” (Placed approximately.)

58. Ed. For a history of refrigerators, see https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Refrigerator. (Placed approximately.)
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Make them pay the taxes for their land—we’ll risk the rest.
The land was meant for the people.

Chorus—

George has raised the banner high, to face the battle din!

At his side comes marching®® with his cross, the brave McGlynn!
Forward, all our armyj, till we’ve crushed the host of sin,

That keeps the land from the people!

Chorus—

“Henry George is dead,” they said; "McGlynn®® has lost his place.
Church and state alike are joined to grind the poor man’s face.”
Eighty-eight will show them all that we’ll be in the race,

To win the land for the people!

Chorus—

Clear the way for Liberty! The land must all be free!
Freemen will not falter in the fight, though stern it be;
Till the flag we love so well shall wave, from sea to sea,
O’er land that’s free for the people.

Chorus—

Plain Common Sense.
Rev. H. O. Pentecost in New Jersey Unionist.

The New York Herald says, in speaking of the activity of the real estate market in that city: “New York cannot grow
without causing the growth of her suburbs, and new facilities for getting to and from those places must inevitably
raise the value of their lands.”

Precisely. All improvements in any community “raise the value of lands”-the selling and the renting value. Wages

have not been raised in Harlem by the better facilities of travel which the elevated roads afford, but rents have. If

passengers were carried free on those roads the ten cents a day the laborer would thus save would ultimately go to
the landlord, because the rush of persons to the termini of free railroads would immediately push up rents.

Suppose New York had the best public schools in the world and the best wealth producing machinery and
methods of exchange (trade) and all her laboring population were total abstainers, very industrious and
economical, and that burglaries, murders and other forms of crime were unknown. What would be the result? New
York would then be a very desirable place of residence, and the value of land would increase, but wages would not.
Wages could not increase, because when the men who own the land take all the effects of industrial and social
improvement in the form of rent the laborer is just where he was before the improvement came about. The land
owner holds a first mortgage on all the wealth produced, and he has the legal right to take it all, and he does take it

59. Ed. Marching Through Georgia: see https://digitalcommons.conncoll.edu/sheetmusic/898/
Sic in the original; probably ““McGlynn”.
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all except what it is expedient to allow the laboring man to retain (as interest or wages), to make him willing to go
on working for the land owner’s benefit.

Facts for Farmers to Consider.

Chicago Daily News.

It appears that in the states of Kansas and Nebraska, in counties taken at random, from fifiy per cent to three-quarters
of the farm lands are mortgaged up to within sixty to seventy-five per cent of their cash value; that there is no
accumulation of capital in the hands of the farmers; that in case of a failure of crops the owners would have to buy
the lands; that in the states of Kansas and Nebraska there are 134 real estate loan companies who charge from
eight to twelve per cent interest per annum; and, finally, that the much-denounced landlord system of the old
world is rapidly appearing in a most revolting, plutocratic form in the new.

Direct Taxation.
Detroit Advance.

There is a claim made that the change will work injustice to the farmers who, as is well known, are the class of all
classes of workers the most tax ridden. Certainly any system that would any farther oppress them ought to be
resisted, but placing all taxes upon land values will not oppress the farmers. On the contrary it will place the
burden of taxation upon the valuable land of the large cities, and the very valuable mining and oil lands, when a
square acre often has more value than a whole fertile farming county.
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4 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, JUNE 18, 1887.

p.4,col. 1

THE STANDARD.
HENRY GEORGE, Editor and Proprietor.
Published weekly at
25 ANN STREET, NEW YORK.
TERMS, POSTAGE FREE.
One year, $2.50; six months, $1.25; single copies, 5 cents.
Entered at the postoffice, New York, as second class matter.

Communications and contributions are invited, and will be attentively considered. Manuscripts not found
suitable for publication will be returned if sufficient stamps are sent for return postage. No notice will be takens® of
anonymous communications.

Contributions and letters on editorial matters should be addressed to THE EDITOR OF THE STANDARD, and all
communications on business to the PUBLISHER OF THE STANDARD.

THE STANDARD wants an agent to secure subscribers at every post office in the United States, to whom liberal
terms will be given.

THE STANDARD is for sale by newsdealers throughout the United States. Persons who may be unable to obtain it
will confer a favor on the publisher by notifying him promptly.

Sample copies sent free on application.

SATURDAY, JUNE 18, 1887.

THE STANDARD is forwarded to subscribers by the early morning mails each Friday. Subscribers who do not receive the
paper promptly will confer a favor by communicating with the publisher.

DEACON S. V. WHITE of Brooklyn and Wall street recently made a speech at Galesburg, OS°., in which, after
boasting of the immense opportunities offered to industry and enterprise in this country, he referred to the fact
that he himself began his business career thirty-five years ago by sawing wood in Galesburg at seventy-five cents a

Sic in the original; probably “taken”.
Sic in the original; probably “Galesburg, III.”.
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day, the necessary inference being that any American who begins life by sawing wood, or performing other
manual labor, may, by diligence and thrift, come to be as rich as Deacon®?6! White is, within thirty-five years.

The same New York paper which reports the deacon’s speech informs us that the drivers and conductors of a
street railway chiefly owned by Mr. White are complaining to district assembly 75, K. of L., that they are allowed
only half an hour for dinner, instead of an hour, and that there is no regularity in their trips.

The connection which Deacon White endeavored to establish in the minds of the people of Galesburg between
sawing wood at seventy-five cents a day and becoming a millionaire within thirty-five years is somewhat difficult.
The connection between the unpaid daily performance of half an hour’s extra work by some hundreds or
thousands of men, and the rapid increase of the wealth of the man for whom they work, is decidedly obvious.

THE pro-poverty economists and papers tell us that in thus demanding a daily extra half hour’s work from every
one of his drivers and conductors, Deacon White is acting strictly within his rights; he offers his employes a
certain wage for a certain amount of work; if they don’t feel satisfied with it, let them leave the job and go
elsewhere. Then one of two things will happen—either men will come forward who will be satisfied to work for
Deacon White on Deacon White’s own terms, or the deacon, finding it impossible to secure men for the wages he
offers, will be compelled to accede to his present employes’ demands. In either case, the matter will have been
settled without friction, and in strict accordance with the laws of trade. There is an appearance of
straightforwardness and simplicity about such a statement of the case that is very captivating—to people who
don’t take the trouble to think.

“This,” says Deacon White to his conductors and drivers, “is my railroad. If you don’t choose to work on it on my
terms, leave it! If you want to dictate the terms on which a railroad shall be run, go get a railroad of your own!”

All right. Suppose they do it. Let us fancy that the conductors and drivers, taking the deacon at his word, and
favored by extraordinary good luck, hunt around until they find people willing to let them have the use of sleepers
and iron and cars and horses—the whole equipment of a railroad, in short. Still something is lacking—the most
essential thing of all. Before they can lay or operate their road, they must get something more, which Deacon
White has, and which they haven’t—the franchise®3—the privilege of using the streets. Without that, ties’®26* and

60. Ed. “Deacon” Stephen Van Culen White (1831-1913) was, among other things, a stock manipulator. “In 1865 White and his wife of eight years, Eliza M.
Chandler, moved to Brooklyn, N.Y., where he joined the Plymouth Congregational Church, serving as a trustee (1866-1902) and as treasurer (1869-1902).
He became a close friend of the church’s minister, Henry Ward Beecher, for whom he testified and reportedly paid legal expenses in the famous Beecher-
Tilton-Woodhull seduction trial of 1875. After his admission to the New York bar, White was associated with the banking and brokerage firm of Marvin and
White on Wall Street until it failed in 1867. He then established his own brokerage business. In 1869 he joined the New York Stock Exchange, where, as a
stock manipulator, he made a name for himself with Delaware, Lackawanna, and Western Railroad stock. As many investors, White suffered his second
financial setback in 1872 because of the great fires of Boston. By 1882 he had formed another banking and brokerage firm, S. V. White and Company, and by
March 1884 he was worth over one million dollars. . . . In 1886, after serving as park commissioner for Brooklyn, he was elected as a Republican
representative from Brooklyn to the Fiftieth Congress (1887-89). He declined renomination in 1888. In 1891, while trying to corner the corn market, White
lost over a million dollars. The loss was not entirely his fault, but he took total blame. Although he was in debt to over 250 individuals, his honesty and credit-
worthiness helped him maintain assets of $200,000 on his word alone; within a year he paid back all of his creditors. He was readmitted to the New York
Stock Exchange on 15 Feb. 1892 but sold his seat in 1902, when he returned to his law practice. Although not always successful on Wall Street, he was
known there both for his honesty and daring.” At Plymouth Church, he would have known Thomas G. Shearman well, and may have paid for Shearman’s
defense of Beecher. See https://www.ncpedia.org/biography/white-stephen-van-culen, and the Real Estate Record and Builders’ Guide of 1886-10-30, at
https://books.google.com/books?id=Ig9a9pi6_b8C&pg=PA1325, which said “Deacon S. V. White is running for Congress, in Brooklyn. Such men as he
should not represent any honest, decent community. He is one of the most consciousless, rapacious money sharks that has ever appeared in the ‘street,’
and his pretence of religious fervor only makes his character the more despicable.”

61. Ed. This is reminiscent of Abram Hewitt’s talk to a meeting of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, on 1887-05-15: “The railroad employees of the
United States could buy the New York Central Railroad for the price of a glass of beer every day for eight years.” See The Standard, Issue #021. (Placed
approximately.)

63. Ed. Franchise: an authorization granted by a government or company to an individual or group enabling them to carry out specified commercial
activities, e.g., providing a broadcasting service or acting as an agent for a company’s products. Electric and gas utilities and cable TV are common now.
Years ago, the railroads, gas and electric utilities showed up on the Monopoly board. The franchise is often an exclusive right, granted for “natural
monopolies” of various kinds. The alternative is municipal ownership, which functions more like a mutual company, owned by the ratepayers instead of by
shareholders. See also https://books.google.com/books?id=cPk7AAAAIAAJEpg=PA766 and https://www.mackinac.org/S2006-07
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iron and cars and horses and their own brawn and muscle are useless to them8585; their condition is practically
unchanged; they must still accept the deacon’s offered terms or remain idle.

“This is ridiculous,” says the pro-poverty advocate. “There are plenty of occupations besides railroading; let these
discontented fellows select some other vocation for which no franchise is needed, and go to work at that.” And
where, pray, are these vocations to be found? Mr. Maloney, the car driver, could make an excellent living by
crossing the river to the Jersey shore and breaking the solid rock of the Palisades up into paving blocks. There is
plenty of demand for these blocks; there are millions of tons of rock to split them out of; a hammer, a drill and a
pound or two of gunpowder are all the capital required for the business. But let Mr. Maloney go to work on the
Palisade rocks, and straightway some fellow will appear with his little franchise paper, duly signed, sealed and
delivered, confounding Maloney’s impudence, and vigorously explaining that he doesn’t want paving blocks split
out of that rock just now, and when he does, he’ll hire a man to do it at suitable wages.

Is Mr. Maloney an agriculturist? There are thousands of acres of arable land close at hand, untilled and vacant;
but for every acre some individual possesses a written franchise, such as Deacon White holds for his railroad. Is he

a house builder? Before
p.4,col.2
he can go to work appears some franchise holder from whom permission to build must be bought. Soil, rock,

mineral, over each and all of them stand people waving franchise papers, forbidding any man to go to work unless
he gives them so much out of what he makes, and contemptuously bidding him, if he doesn’t like the terms they
offer, to go elsewhere.

In the light of these facts, Deacon White’s fair-seeming suggestion to his employes to go look for work somewhere
else if they don’t like his hours or his pay is something of a mockery. And the methods by which, within the space
of thirty-five years, a man can develop from a wood sawer at seventy-five cents a day to a several-times millionaire
are pretty evident. An immense and steadily increasing mass of humanity is urged to labor by the pressing need of
food and shelter; a small body of men hold franchises which enable them to say whether other men shall go to
work or not. Manifestly, the sure way to wealth is, not to work, but to become a franchise holder and sell the
privilege of working to others®°. And this is what Deacon White and other millionaires have done. What the good
man meant to say in his Galesburg speech was, not that the way to get rich is to saw wood at seventy-five cents a
day, which is absurd, but that a man may begin life by working at seventy-five cents a day and get rich
nevertheless, provided he is cunning enough, and unscrupulous enough, and lucky enough to get possession of a
sufficient quantity of franchises to make an army of men work for him.

IN a blind, unconscious, groping sort of a way these facts are recognized by our law makers and administrators.
Only the other day there arrived in this port of New York fifteen Irish families—ninety-three souls in all-from
Killarney, in Ireland, against whom the heinous charge was made that they had no money wherewith to buy
permission to go to work. The grown persons among them were stout, able-bodied and healthy, and of good moral
character—the same sort of people exactly as were the ancestors of the best and most aristocratic families of New

62. Ed. A railway sleeper is a rectangular-kind support for the rails in railroad tracks. They’re generally structured perpendicularly to the rails. As such, they
transfer the loads to the subgrade and track ballast, in addition to holding the rail upright and maintaining the spacing at the correct gauge. Commonly
known today as “ties.” See also https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Railroad_tie

64. Ed. Taxi medallions are an example of this. Fleet owners buy medallions from someone who is retiring, or from other fleet owners, and then rent them —
at a price — to those who drive the taxis. The advent of Uber and other alternatives to medallion taxis has reduced the value of that franchise, and upset the
retirement plans of individual medallion owners and the balance sheets of fleet owners, who can often be considered speculators. The ownership of land in
high-rent areas is another example. (Placed approximately.)

65. Ed. Pay for them what they may be worth: that is, not buy the privilege once and for all, either by a payment to the municipality or via bribes to the
decision-makers, or by purchasing them from willing sellers, but, month in and month out, paying the rental value of that privilege, to the municipality, and as
its value rises, with any combination of the growth of population, general prosperity, and technological progress, so does that rental value. Such a franchise
can’t be sold from one party to another, as, say, landing rights at airports or radio frequencies commonly are.

66. Ed. See “The First Landlord”, in The Standard, Issue #022. (Placed approximately.)

Sic in the original; probably “others.””.
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York and other of our cities; but they brought with them nothing but a willingness to work, and—and—in fact, all
the work franchises have been gobbled by the best families aforesaid, and there are no more left. And so free
America sought to bang the door in the face of oppressed Ireland, and but for a judicially discovered “defect” in
the law would have sent the fools who had fled hither to be rid of landlordism back to Killarney, bidding them put
money in their purses before they came again.

It was a cruel thing to try to do, but strictly logical. It rather takes the point off our Fourth of July oratory to be
sending the oppressed of Ireland back to Ireland and refusing them an asylum here, but really it’s the very least we
can do, in justice to Mr. Maloney, the car driver, and his fellows. For if we insist that Mr. Maloney and the rest of
the people already here shall compete, each with all the rest, to see who will give most to the holders of franchises
in return for the privilege of working for a living, it would be a manifest injustice to make the competition keener
by introducing fresh competitors.

There is an alternative, of course—there always is. We might tell Deacon White and the other franchise owners
that God evidently provided this earth for the use of the people living in it, and that if they want to control the
franchises of car running, and stone cutting, and grain raising, and coal mining, and so forth, to the exclusion of
Mr. Maloney and his fellows, they must be content to pay for them whatever they may be worth. Such a system
would very soon throw the work franchise open, not only to Deacon White’s car drivers and conductors and all the
rest of the plundered poor of these United States, but also to as many Killarney families as might choose to
immigrate; or, for that matter, to the whole population of Europe if they came here in a body.

But then it wouldn’t be possible for a man to begin life by sawing wood at seventy-five cents a day and become a
double or treble millionaire within thirty-five years.

IT is said that the various manufacturers and importers of india rubber have decided to pool their interests in one
grand combination, to be known as the “rubber trust;” and, whether the report be true or not, it is interesting as
illustrating one of the strongest tendencies of the modern industrial system—that toward combination and
consolidation. The small producers are swallowed up by the larger; the large producers are combined into
corporations; and these in turn are aggregated into pools or syndicates or trusts, in such a way as to render
competition among producers not only needlesss®® and unprofitable, but absolutely impossible. By acting together
in this way the coal mine owners settle month by month what shall be the people’s allowance of coal, and what
price the people shall pay for it; the railway monarchs impose upon commerce such rates as it can bear; the
Standard oil trust prevents competition among the refineries; the phosphate rock-syndicate regulates the
phosphate mining of South Carolina; the cotton seed oil trust rules the market of the whole United States, and the
rubber trust will fix the price of its raw material, regulate the manufacture of rubber products, and determine,
with mathematical certainty, the highest rate of profit that can be exacted without unduly checking consumption.

Thus the march of concentration goes on, in obedience to the law of social evolution; tending more and more to

abolish

p.4,col.3
that competition which is said to be the life of trade, while enforcing and rendering keener the competition for

employment among the great mass of the people who have only brain and muscle to offer in exchange for the
necessaries of life. That these combinations are well nigh irresistible engines of oppression is a truth which even
the pro-poverty press and preachers are forced to recognize. What is less generally understood is that their power
of oppression is mainly due to the counter pressure against their victims of the unyielding wall of landlordism.
Between the syndicate which will give him work only upon its own terms and the land monopolist who either
absolutely refuses him permission to work, or grants it on terms still more oppressive, the laborer is rapidly being

Sic in the original; probably “needless”.
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squeezed to the limit of his endurance. The situation is becoming plainer every day to whomsoever, having eyes,
will see. It is fortunate for our civilization that as the evil becomes more apparent the remedy also grows more
evident. When once the equal right of access to the general bounties of nature shall have been restored to men by
the absorption of land values in taxation, if these giant combinations are not transformed from instruments of
oppression to beneficent agents of production, the way to deal with them will at least have been made clearer.

> THE labor party is petitioning the pope to reinstate McGlynn and denounces O’Brien because he refuses to
advocate the theory that the Irish should steal their landlords’ss® property.—[Mail and Express.

Two deliberate falsehoods. The labor party has never thought of petitioning the pope or any other foreign prince,
and it denounces William O’Brien, not because he refuses to advocate the theory that the Irish should steal their
landlords’ property, but because he persists in advocating the theory that the landlords should only steal seventy-
five per cent of their tenants’ property.

A CORRESPONDENT calls attention to the fact that a sale of land is mentioned in the Bible before that by which
the people of Egypt delivered up their lands and their bodies to Pharoahs® to gain relief from famine. This is true,
though the sale was not one such as we would even at this day call a real estate transaction. It was merely the
purchase of a burial lot. Sarah being dead, Abraham begged of the children of Heth that they would give him
possession of a burial place, and Ephron sold him the field in which was situated the cave of Machpelah for the
purpose. This certainly indicates that private ownership in land was known to the Hittites, or children of Heth,
but it must be remembered that the Hittites were a Hamite race, neither of the country nor kindred of Abraham
or Isaac, and that the Old Testament does not represent them as enjoying the favor and guidance of God. THE
STANDARD, therefore, appears to have been right in showing that the first real estate operation, as we
understand the term, was that which delivered the Egyptians into slavery, and that the direct command of God to
the chosen people forbade to them the system of ownership in anything more than the mere right to the use of
land.

QUERIES AND ANSWERS.
The Tariff and the Land Value Tax.

NEWBURYPORT.-I wish to inquire whether or not your system of taxing land values could be applied, and
yet maintain a protective tariff ? Having read your “Protection, or Free Trade?” I am convinced that by the
abolishment of our protective tariff our burdens would be greatly diminished. But there are many who,
although they believe that land values, and not improvements, should be taxed, are as yet unwilling to
abolish the system of raising revenues by an indirect taxation.

A.R.CURTIS.

The system of taxing land values alone could not be fully applied without abolishing both revenue and protective
tariffs. All who understand the land value tax and appreciate its far-reaching effects in setting labor free are not
only willing, but anxious to abolish our system of raising revenue by indirect taxation. Those people to whom you
refer as believing “that land values and not improvements should be taxed,” and who also favor indirect taxation,
have other reasons than conviction for approving the land value tax. They, unlike yourself, have not read
“Protection or Free Trade.”

Sic in the original; probably “landlords’”.
Sic in the original; probably “Pharaoh”.
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Substantially Correct.

NEW YORK, June 8.—I have submitted the following paragraph to a friend of mine, who, upon reading it,
declares that I am wrong in my statement. Will you please state whether my statement is true or not:”

“Land value is an intangible value which can only be created by the aggregation of population, in the
creation of which one member of a community contributes as much as another—his presence. Indeed, in
many cases, the land owner does not even do so much.”

CHARLES H. MITCHELL.

Your statement, so far as it relates to real as distinguished from speculative land values, is perfectly correct, except
that improvements in the arts, government. mannersS©, morals, and so on, also create land values. Your idea
evidently is that it is only demand for land that creates land values, and that landlords contribute no more than
the rest of the community, and in this you are right. The only way in which landlords specially contribute to land
values is by cornering:%® land, and thus giving to it a speculative value; in doing that they are not entitled to the
gratitude of other people, nor would they do it, except in expcctation® of future demand for use. Your use of the
adjective, “intangible,” is unnecessary.

Which?

NEW YORK, June 10.—An esteemed friend of mine has purchased a house and lot, which cost him $13,500,
on which he has paid $2,000 in cash, and the balance is secured by a mortgage at five per cent per annum.
Supposing that through legislation a single tax becomes an accomplished fact, how would he be affected by

it? And what would prevent the
p.4,col. 4
holder of the mortgage from foreclosing in consequence of the fall in land values?

BENJAMIN VAN VEEN.

The single tax would make such a change in the industrial conditions that it is impossible to say exactly how your
friend would be affected. His land value would fall, while the interest and principal on his mortgage would not. If
he took advantage of the improved business condition, he would make enough more than, as an average business
man, he makes now, to enable him to keep down the interest and pay off the principal with greater ease than he
can now. If he did not take advantage of that improved condition, but relied solely on the land and house for his
income, he would be foreclosed. That this would be an injustice to him so far as it affected his interest in the house
is undisputed; but his wrong would be temporary. whileS® the greater wrong which the land value tax would
remove is perpetual. Which shall we choose?

67. Ed. Protection or Free Trade is online at http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/protection-or-free-trade/preface-index.html. (Placed
approximately.)

Sic in the original; probably “government, manners”.

68. Ed. The board game Monopoly illustrates this “cornering” by allowing the owner of a color block to collect double the rent from other players who land on
his sites, even if he has left the lots vacant of houses or hotels. Monopoly is based on an earlier game, The Landlord’s Game, created by Lizzie Magie by
1902 to teach Henry George’s ideas. See http://landlordsgame.info/ and https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Landlord%27s_Game

Sic in the original; probably “expectation”.

Sic in the original; probably “temporary, while”.
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A Lapsus Calami.

LYNN, Mass., June 14.—In the last STANDARD is a bad misprint in an article on the effect of a tax on land.
It says, I believe, that whatever tends to increase the supply of anything tends to increase the price. Should
like to see it corrected this week.5®

T. P. PERKINS.

It was a slip of the pen and should read, “Whatever tends to increase the supply of anything tends to decrease the
price’”

Land Grabbing in Henry VIII’s Time.

OSWEGO, N. Y.—The present immoral theories of private ownership of land are comparatively modern and were
allowed to grow and assert themselves after the causes of the feudal tenures had ceased to exist, but at various
times they were opposed even by laws. The 13th of the 25th of Henry VIII, after reciting the fact that greedy and
covetous persons had accumulated a vast multitude of farms and had kept them in their hands to the exclusion of
husbandmen, thus driving them to robbery and theft or to cold and hunger, enacted that no person should hold or
own more than two farms, and even restricted the owners in the manner of use of such farms. The act was aimed
at the merchants of London, who were becoming large land owners and were pleased to think that they could use
their lands in the same manner as their goods and merchandise. The change of the tenure of land and the doctrine
of its private ownership gradually drove the small land owners into the ranks of the agricultural laborers until the
present land monopoly was reached.”®"!

The statesmen of early times were charmed to see the small land owners disappear. They held that the possession
of a small estate tended to make its owner revolutionary and democratic, while, on the other hand, the great
landlords would be interested in maintaining present institutions—that the land would be better cultivated, and
thus the nation would become richer and more prosperous. Even the great Bacon lamented the law against
inclosing the commons, holding that it was a blow at the prosperity of the nation. He evidently considered the
wealth of a few individuals or of a class the index of the prosperity of the whole people. Our able statesmen make
the same great mistake.

The vast amount of unoccupied land in this country has made us as indifferent to the immorality of the present
system of land tenure as the English of those days were to its gradual appearance. They also had land enough and
to spare, and would have thought the present condition of the people of England impossible.

C. N. MATSON.

Owners of Lands and Lives.

CHIHUAHUA, Mexico, June 1.—Your doctrines have been my day dreams for years. I have been a soldier asleep on
his arms for lack of a leader. Your books are trumpet calls to battle. Among my friends are many Mexicans who

69. Ed. Lapsus calami: a slip of the pen. (Placed approximately.)

70. Ed. This appears to be a reference to Acts of Parliament. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
List_of_Acts_of_the_Parliament_of_England,_1485%E2%80%931601 (Placed approximately.)

71. Ed. A husbandman in England in the medieval and early modern period was a free tenant farmer or small landowner. The social status of a husbandman
was below that of a yeoman. The meaning of “husband” in this term is “master of house” rather than “married man”. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Husbandman. (Placed approximately.)
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share our views. To the few who read English I lend your books, and to those who cannot I talk about the subject,
which we have dubbed “Duenoss® de tierras y vidas,” viz, “Owners of lands and lives” There are millions of acres
in private hands here, where the miserable “peons’ sons inherit nothing but a right to slave and pay the debts of
their fathers. The hopelessness of it all is that these people are as content as swine when hunger is satisfied, and
when not, they are patient, very patient, and die easily. Even now the municipal lands set apart for each town and
village are passing from the possession of the people; even their “burros” can no longer graze on the common
lands at liberty lest they should encroach on the rich neighbors’ corn fields. This land is owned by the township
and the rents go to the town, but the rich men of the town fix the rents, so that the workers gain little or no
advantage. Truth is our beacon.”’?

N. D. ALMA.

Truth Told in a College Oration.

B.J. Hazen of Middlebury, Vt., in a college oration recently, said: “Let us consider for a moment what would be the
result if one, shrewder than his fellows, should put an invisible barrier of ownership about the fishing ground,
saying: “This is mine. You can not go there except upon my terms. The men who wished to fish there would no
longer have the whole product of their labor, but would be compelled to hand over whatever proportion of their
earnings the owner chose to take. There is no difference in the last result whether a man owns the labor of other
men or whether he owns the land upon which those men must live. In either case the proprietor grows rich by
appropriating the products of the toil of others”

Dr. McGlynn as an Orator.

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 1.-I had the great pleasure of hearing Dr. McGlynn here, and regret that I could not
form his acquaintance. I have rarely heard his equal as an orator, and I have heard Clay, Webster, Calhoun, Phillips
and others. At the same time I more cordially responded to everything he said than to any speech I ever heard.
After seeing and hearing him I can understand how it is that he holds his old flock, in spite of his church
authorities, spell bound. God bless and preserve him, and speed the good cause!

DAVID R. GOODLOE.

A Path Marked by the Footprints of the Savior.

RAHWAY, N. J,, June 14.—It is the prominence which Dr. McGlynn gives to the religious aspect of this grand
reform that arms him with power. It heretofore has been the weakness of social reformers that they have ignored
(to a great extent) the Gospel. It is this which makes socialism and communism so utterly powerless to influence
the American mind, and it is because the “new crusade” emblazons the cross (symbol of the teaching, suffering
Christ) on its standard—for that and that alone—I have enrolled myself among its defenders. To me, a pledged
minister of the gospel, Jesus Christ is first, last and everything; and He is so because I find in Him all truth.
Himself the “Good Samaritan” of His™

Sic in the original; probably “Duefos”.

72. Ed. Peonage, also called debt slavery or debt servitude, is a system where an employer compels a worker to pay off a debt with work. Legally, peonage
was outlawed by Congress in 1867. However, after Reconstruction, many Southern black men were swept into peonage though different methods, and the
system was not completely eradicated until the 1940s. See http://www.pbs.org/tpt/slavery-by-another-name/themes/peonage/. See “Peonage in Mexico,”
in The Standard, Issue #018. (Placed approximately.)

73. Ed. See also “A Rahway Baptist Clergyman Comes Out,” in The Standard, Issue #023. (Placed approximately.)
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p.4,col.5
own parable, He came to bind up the wounds of suffering humanity, to pour on them the soothing oil and to wash

them with the healing wine. To follow Him in this is to do what that “priest of the people” and you are aiming to
accomplish, and I go with you, whom I have never seen and may never see, because, and only because, I see the
path to have long before been marked by the footprints of my Lord. Fealty to Christ demands it.

(Rev.) WILLIAM ROLLINSON.

Mr. O’Brien Evicted a Great Principle.

CHICAGO, June 12.—I am delighted with the manner in which you handle William O’Brien in your issue of the
11th. Without being an Irishman or a Catholic, I have seen the “Irish issues” deftly manipulated and mixed up
with American “issues,” lo! these many years! And now comes this Mr. O’Brien and fears the intrusion of
American “issues” upon the holy cause of collecting money for the Irish parliamentary party from the Hoffman”™
house genus of the saviors of American society.

Possibly the practical question with Mr. O’Brien was $25,000 without consistency, or else consistency without
$25,000; he chose the former with tears trickling down his cheek for the poor, oppressed, evicted tenants of
Lansdowne, while he himself was evicting the reform principle from his own heart.

AUGUST E. GANS.

Bulletin Boards as Missionaries.

EAST SAGINAW, Mich., May 30.—Let me suggest that a good way to “spread the light” would be by use of the
bulletin board. On this could be pasted an extract from some article on an industrial topic, one of those short,
sharp and decisive arguments so often found in THE STANDARD, for instance. These bills could be printed in
one place at small cost, in large, bold type, and the locals of the Knights of Labor, labor unions, granges,
brotherhoods or any other societies or organizations might hang out a board either before their rooms or in some
prominent place, and in this simple way supply information to great numbers of people.

J. SISSON.

An Edifice of Liberty.

BROOKLYN, June 9.—Of Irish descent, I was born, bred, and have ever been a strict Roman Catholic, believing
that to be the one true church. But I always believe that Americans will never tolerate foreign dictation in our
political affairs, for that determination is inborn in them, and those who become citizens soon imbibe the same
feeling. Father McGlynn and you are laying the foundations of an edifice of liberty that will never crumble, and
are sowing seeds that will yield good fruit, lifting men up and not dragging them down and disgracing them. All
hail, and God-speed to you both, and to your heaven born cause.

PATRICK O. MALONEY.

74. Ed. See references to Hoffman House in The Standard, Issue #023. William O’Brien stayed at Hoffman House hotel, at 25th and Broadway, and it was
the site of a banquet to O’Brien; see http://daytoninmanhattan.blogspot.com/2013/05/the-lost-hoffman-house-hotel-broadway.html. See also, later in this
issue, “McMackin On O’Brien: A Scathing Denunciation of the Irish Leader’s Time-serving Inconsistency — Time to Speak Out.” (Placed approximately.)
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Didn’t Know How to Grind His Ax.

DETROIT, Mich., June 6%°.—If landlordism is wrong in Ireland, it must be wrong the world over, and I don’t see
how Editor O’Brien, with all his metaphysical skill, is to get out of that box. Given a principle that is wrong in one
place, it must assuredly be wrong altogether. What is sauce for the goose will do just as well for the gander.

Mr. O’Brien had an ax to grind, and at the last moment he inadvertently let the edge fall on the grindstone, and so
undid in a moment all his labor. Who have been supporting the Irish land league? Is it not the people? Certainly
not the moneyed interests, excepting at election times.

J.F. DUNCAN.

A Great Day for Cincinnati.

The Henry George club of Cincinnati is completing arrangements for a rousing celebration of the Fourth of July.
It has engaged the Zoological garden, which comprises sixty-five acres of woodland, lake and pleasant walks, and
in addition to the usual entertaining features of music and games, there will be elaborate exercises peculiar to the
day. Addresses will be delivered by Joseph R. Buchanan of Chicago, Warren W. Bailey, editor of the Vincennes’5,
Towa, News®°, and Henry George. Arrangements have been made for excursions from all parts of Ohio, Indiana and
Kentucky. It is expected that many thousands will attend.

An Eight-Year-Old Anti-Povertyite.

Will you please send me some tracts? I go to school every day, but I can give them out after I come home. My
mamma and papa belong to the Anti-poverty society and I will join, too, when I get money enough, if they will
take a boy eight years old. I get all the tracts I can find when I go to the Academy of Music Sunday nights. buts I
only get a few. We all love Dr. McGlynn, but we are not Catholics. I will do all I can to help the cause along. I like
Henry George, too, and I want to be like Dr. McGlynn when I get older. Please send the tracts to my mamma,
Mrs. Burroughs' 8.

HARRY F. BURROUGHS.

Want to Know the Reason Why.

NEW YORK, May 25.—A former democrat, I am now a stanch advocate of your system of taxation, no matter who
says it is wrong. The pope and others say it is wrong, but we all ask why is it wrong? And these people answer,
“Because it’s wrong!” Now, this may be very convincing argument to their followers, but so far as the masses of us
are concerned, more substantial reasons will have to be given. Call the party that seeks the amelioration of the
condition of the working people by whatever name you please, and I am a member of it.

A.C.DEGOUT.

Sic in the original; probably “June 6”.

75. Ed. Vincennes is in Indiana, not lowa.

Sic in the original; probably “Vincennes, Ind., News”.

Sic in the original; probably “Sunday nights, but”.

76. Ed. Wikipedia suggests that young Harry was not a son of Silas M. Burroughs. (Placed approximately.)
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The Free Soil Club’s Lecture.

The first lecture of a course given under the auspices of the Free soil club was delivered on Wednesday evening
last by Hon. Thomas G. Shearman, at the Cooper union, the subject being “Taxation.” That the subject was treated
in a masterly style need hardly be told those who read the gentleman’s paper on “The Single”® Tax” recently
published in this paper. Rev. Charles P. McCarthy and Henry George addressed the audience briefly, Mr. George
extending to Mr. Shearman an invitation to repeat his lecture before the Anti-poverty society.””"®

“Please Bite on This File.”

NEW YORK, June 9.—Shame on the writer of such stuff as that which appeared in the New York Herald (which so
bitterly opposed and ridiculed Parnell and Davitt in their early struggles) under the head of “Please Bite on this
File” It is an insult to Irishmen supposing that they are not competent to understand the false light in which he
tries to place Henry George, whose noble doctrine is “the land for all the Irish,” the laborer as well as the tenant
farmer. Irishmen do not eat hay. They want no rights for themselves which they are not willing to concede to
others.

J.T.C.

A Bright Young Paper.

The Milwaukee, Wis., Review is a young, handsome, union, daily paper, that advocates the abolition of all taxes,
save one on land values. It is doing important work in starting a great many people in and around Milwaukee
thinking.

p.4,col.6

SOCIETY NOTES.

Mrs. J. Hood Wright® gave a garden party at Fort Washington®! lately. Among the attractions was a Punch and
Judy show for the children, with a plentiful supply of strawberries and cream.

Katie Ludwig, aged 16, Carrie [P6hl?], aged 14, and Annie Ludwig, aged 15, sued the Castle braid company of 103
and 105 Thompson street, New York, for wages due. It appeared in evidence that all three girls were experienced

78. Ed. See “The Single Tax: An Address Delivered before the Constitution Club of New York City, January 12, 1887” in The Standard, Issue #021, and
footnotes there identifying Shearman. (Placed approximately.)

77. Ed. The New York Times article of 1887-06-16 reported, “Thomas G. Shearman, introduced as “the man who took Henry George by the hand when he
came East with a theory,” lectured last night at the Cooper Union before the members of the Free-Soil Chib. Mr. Shearman took for his subject, “Shall
Taxation be Straight or Crooked?” He said that our system of taxation was organized on the principle of persistently trying to get that which no taxgatherer
ever did get, could get, or would get. He had no sympathy at all with the system. “There are men who walk about this city,” said Mr. Shearman, “struggling to
earn a living at odd jobs — men who do not drink or smoke, who are paying to the Government more than one hundred times their proportion of taxation as
compared with Mr. Vanderbilt, Mr. Gould. Mr. Sage, or other great capitalists. This has never been denied. On the contrary, it has been distinctly asserted by
some of the most distinguished champions of the present system of taxation. They say that there is no other method and that all systems will ultimately work
out this result.” Mr. Shearman said that an income tax might work if it were properly assessed and regularly collected and rogues were obliged to pay their
share. It could not be collected, however. Never more than 200,000 people had paid it in this country, and at least 1,000,000 ought to have done so. He said
that there must be some plan of taxation by which the poor shall not be robbed. The wealthy people, he said, would take care of themselves, no matter what
law was framed. He said that American shipping had been taxed out of existence; the importing business had been crushed out by taxes, and
blacksmithing, of which $3,000,000 worth was once annually done with Cuba, had disappeared in the same way. A tax on real estate was, and ought to be,
the only form of taxation.” (Placed approximately.)
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hands, the elder having been at work for three years and the two younger for six and seven months respectively.
Their wages were $2 a week, and their hours of labor ten daily. Judgment was given for the plaintiffs.

The Standard oil trust has a capital of over $100,000,000, the Cotton oil trust of $30,000,000, the Cattle trust of
$25,000,000, and the Rubber trust, just organized, has a capital of $35,000,000. “In God we trust” may be a good
enough motto for the people of the United States, but its capitalists go in for another “trust” altogether.—
[Philadelphia Press.

An ingenious young beggar has been doing a brisk business along the East river ferries for a few weeks. He is a
small, sore-eyed boy ten or twelve years old, with a pinched, sad face. He always has four pennies and wants one
more to pay his car fare to Harlem. He worked Wall, South, Fulton and Catharine ferries very successfully until
last Saturday. Then a broker at Wall street ferry recognized the little scamp as the same boy to whom he had given
a penny early last week on the same plea. The broker denounced him so vigorously that he hasn’t been seen there
since.—[New York Sun.

The whole population deals in real estate—it is a veritable fever; all buy; all sell; thus far all make money. As there
has been a steady rise and no break eastern capitalists are constantly sending large sums to back up this endless
bargaining. The business blocks built and building are very fine, and the people have erected for themselves many
beautiful homes. It is a city built in a night, and has therefore every modern improvement and no obsolete
inconveniences. And if you did not plunge from a $50,000 house into a wretched hole filled with almost “squatter
sovereignty,” you could enjoy its really natural beauty.—[Kansas City Letter.

A Castle garden confidence man named Mancini ingratiated himself with two Italian immigrant women the other
day, and on pretense of buying their tickets for Chicago, got possession of all their money—some $800. The money
was recovered by the police, and the swindler lodged in jail.

Jay Gould’s new private car has been completed at a cost of $35,000. It was built at Pullman, Ill., and is called the
Atalanta.—[Altoona Independent.

A cent bed house has been established in the City of Mexico, where the poor can find lodgings for that modest
sum.—[Exchange.

80. Ed. James Hood Wright (1836-1894) was an American banker, financier, corporate director, business magnate, and railroad man of the nineteenth
century. He was associated with J. P. Morgan and Thomas Edison. He became wealthy and was involved with philanthropy. . . . Wright took an interest in the
securities of corporations and was a board member in The Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railroad; the Southern Railway; the Long Island Rail Road; the
Edison Electric llluminating Company; and the New York Guaranty and Indemnity Company. He worked with Thomas Edison at Menlo Park and helped
financially in developing the light bulb. . . . Wright’s estate was estimated to be $20,000,000 of which most went to his wife and his sister. The referee for his
Will decided that $100,000 was to be given to the New York Public Library which took over the old Washington Heights Free Library. Also $580,000 was
given from his Will to the Knickerbocker Hospital (known as the J. Hood Wright Hospital). See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Hood_Wright He lived in
amansion on 175th Street and Haven Avenue. Wright anonymously gave money to convert the local subscription library into a free library which became a
branch of the New York Public Library. The city acquired the land by eminent domain in 1925, specifically to build a park, which the neighborhood was
lacking in. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/J._Hood_Wright_Park

81. Ed. Fort Washington was a fortified position near the north end of Manhattan Island (now part of the New York City neighborhood of Washington
Heights) and was located at the highest point on the island. The Fort Washington Site is listed on the U.S. National Register of Historic Places. . . . The site
of Fort Washington is now Bennett Park on Fort Washington Ave. between West 183rd and West 185th streets in the neighborhood of the Washington
Heights section of New York City. . . . Bennett Park is located a few blocks north of the George Washington Bridge. Along the banks of the Hudson River
below the Henry Hudson Parkway is Fort Washington Park and the small point of land alternately called Jeffrey’s Hook or Fort Washington Point, which is
the site of the Little Red Lighthouse. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fort_Washington_(Manhattan). Henry George knew the area because when he
brought his family east from San Francisco in 1880, they boarded in Fort Washington. See Henry George, Jr., The Life of Henry George.

79. Ed. See other articles by and about Rev. McCarthy: “City Churches: Protestant Ecclesiasticism in New York City,” in The Standard, Issue #009; a brief
mention in Issue #016; “Sea Cliff, L. I., Land and Labor Club” in Issue #018; “Writing on the Wall,” and “Rev. C. P. McCarthy’s Sunday Lecture” in Issue #021;
Christ and the Mosaic Code, in Issue #022. (Placed approximately.)
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The Eastern Seaboard bituminous association at a meeting held in Philadelphia, resolved to enforce the rules of
the association against the cutting of prices in New York. The association also contemplates making another
advance of ten cents a ton in prices about July 1.

On the dusty grass at lunch time I noticed that Mr. Grace’s guests were industriously throwing fragments of their
feast from the coach, and that yet not a particle of food was to be seen on the grass. Not less than twenty hungry
wretches were hanging about that coach and eagerly picking out of the dust even the smallest and least attractive
fragments of food. Chicken bones, scraps of bread and pie crust were eagerly snatched up and fought over. From a
coach near by a party of young men gayly inclined were entertaining a crowd of just such starving wretches,
tossing bones to them, and deriving considerable sport from their doglike struggles.—[London letter in New York
Sun.

A white baby was born in South Sioux City, Neb., the other day, and it being the first occurrence of the sort there
the citizens celebrated by serenading the newcomer and presenting it with a corner lot.

Bribery is to be made more difficult and costly in Chicago. Under the new law the city will have forty-eight
aldermen instead of thirty-six.

It is reported that the Rev. Dr. Reid, a missionary to central Africa, has been eaten by the natives.

Whom the Gods Wish to Destroy.

DENVER, Col., June 6.—Herbert Spencer®3, in his essay entitled “The Sins of Legislators®” tells us that the law
passed by the British parliament to relieve the overcrowding of the poor in the east end of London had just the
contrary effect to that desired; and that, as a result of the passage of the law, “11,000 artisans were made
homeless, and had to find corners for themselves in miserable places that were already overflowing,” and further,
that “at a cost of six and a quarter millions of dollars to the rate payers, 21,000 persons were unhoused, and
houses were provided for 12,000, leaving 9,000 houseless.” Let these facts cool the ardor of those who expect
much good from the millions of dollars to be expended in improving the condition of the tenement house
population of New York city. To those who may be able to pay the increased rent demanded for those tenements

near the improvements some benefits may accrue, but the abjectly poor, it is manifest, will derive none whatever.
82

What will most surprise those who are engineering these imaginary philanthropies, is the fact that Herbert
Spencer sees and deplores in them a practical step toward that socialism which is the opprobrium, the terror and
the raw head and bloody bones of the capitalistic press, churches and classes. Has that madness seized them which
it is said the gods visit on those they intend to destroy?

C.S.E.

The Anti-Poverty Democratic Party.

PORT JERVIS, N. Y., June 8.—The name of the new party will be settled in this way: The “old liners” will hereafter
coalesce, and this aggregation will be known as the republican party. When the conservatives have got together,

83. Ed. Herbert Spencer (1820-1903) was an English philosopher, biologist, anthropologist, sociologist, and prominent classical liberal political theorist of
the Victorian era.
84. Ed. “Sins of Legislators” (1884): see http://www.econlib.org/library/LFBooks/Spencer/spnMvS3.html
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what then remains for the radical, go-ahead people—the men and women who move the world? They must in time
unite on some great principles. Those principles, I think, will be universal suffrage and “the land for all the
people” These forces are moving rapidly. The democratic party sees the handwriting on the wall. The present
democratic party must do something. It must absorb the new forces, or else be absorbed. There is no alternative.
And the new forces will be known as the democratic party. It is a good name, although somewhat hackneyed and
sadly and shamefully misused. But the economic forces will renovate it and wash it white as snow. It will be once
more the democratic party of Jefferson.

W.T.DOTY.

They Came to Scoff, But Went Away Believing.

GREEN ISLAND, N.Y., June 7.—Dr. McGlynn’s lecture in Troy has made him a host of friends. Men came to hear
him and to condemn him. With surly faces they watched him as he made his appearance on the stage, and sneered
at the grand round of applause that greeted him as he stepped forward. But in a few minutes a pleased expression
came over their faces, and before the lecture was half over they were loudest in their applause. Father McGlynn
has set many men to thinking and has helped our cause a great deal. At the close of the lecture names and
addresses of many who wished to join our organization were handed in, among them two clergymen, one a
Catholic priest and the other a Protestant.

HENRY C. ROMAINE.

82. Ed. The phrase “Whom the gods would destroy they first make mad” is a phrase spoken by Prometheus in Henry Wadsworth Longfellow’s poem “The
Masque of Pandora” (1875). See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Whom_the_gods_would_destroy. (Placed approximately.)

56


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Whom_the_gods_would_destroy

Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page 50f8

THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, JUNE 18, 1887. 5

p.5,col. 1

We Wautsc the Earth.
(Air—Killarney.”)

Give us back the earth again,®
It was God’s free gift to all,
And the time is coming when
Every man must heed this call.
Join the great crusading band,
From farm, factory and forge;
Fight like heroes for the land
Led by brave McGlynn and George.

Chorus—
Angels from the land of rest
Want an Eden in the west,
With free land for all men,
Land and homes for all men.

Yes, we wautS© the earth, the mines,
Precious ores, coal fields and oil;
Like the air and sun that shines,
They belong to those who toil.
Come, then, join our gallant band,
Help us make great thieves disgorge;
Join our crusade for the land,
Led by dear McGlynn and George.

Chorus—
Angels from a world of bliss
Want an Eden made of this,
With free land for all men,
With sweet homes for all men.

Yes, we want the earth made free,
Free as water, light and air;

Sic in the original; probably “Want”.
85. Ed. See http://imslp.org/wiki/File:TN-Killarney.jpg or https://www.8notes.com/scores/9371.asp (Placed approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “want”.
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Then God’s children all shall be
Free from poverty and care.

Come, then, help our gallant band
Free the soil from rack rent scourge.

Fight, brave comrades, for the land,
Led by good McGlynn and George.

Chorus—
Angels then again will sing,
Till the earth and heaven’s ring,
Peace on earth to all men,
Love and peace to all men.

We must have the earth for man,
God has given this decree;
Robbers cannot thwart his plan;
Land and labor must be free,
Potentates and popes of Rome
Must no longer strive to forge
Fetters fatal to the home—
God will bless McGlynn and George.

Chorus—
Angels from their homes above
Sing with us in strains of love;
Golden days are dawning,
Hail the glorious dawning!

B. M. LAWRENCE, M. D,
39 West 27th street, New York.

A DAKOTA PAPER.

DAKOTA, June, 1886%°.—Since my last letter I have stolen a march on my rival, the republican editor. I have
started a daily paper. He is left in the lurch with his weekly. He has reproached me, of course, accusing me of
breaking the terms of our tacit honorable understanding that we should divide the loaves and fishes of our city’s
journalism. My answer was that the unexpressed but understood agreement between us related simply to what
was, and not to what was to be. I knew that no explanation whatever would satisfy him, but I made the answer, as a
business man, seemingly satisfactory to myself. The truth was, I had been aware that he contemplated anticipating
my move, and I overreached him in the nick of time. So the sweet public is chanting peaeans of congratulation to
me, for if the honest people of our city have been well taught in anything, it is to praise the forestaller and smart
trickster. My rival is now printing in his somewhat back number weekly complimentary mention of my energy,
together with notices of intention soon to start himself what shall be tze daily of our part of Dakota. In his
sanctum he is bottling his wrath and mixing gall and wormwood to be administered to me in good time.86:87

Sic in the original; probably “June, 1887 (possibly; or deliberate in this sketch)”.
86. Ed. See “Life in Dakota: An Outspoken Editor Unbosoms Himself,” in The Standard, Issue #016. (Placed approximately.)
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I, too, have a sanctum of my own. The Daily State Journal must needs have a sanctum. It is a little corner room
slightly elevated above the floor level and partitioned off so that I can look out on Main street from one window
and on Prairie avenue from another. The partitions are of glass. Through one I can overlook the composing and
press rooms; through another the counting and editorial rooms. In the editorial rooms there are two working
journalists. The lesser of these two lights is a stripling, whose salary is not to be mentioned. He gathers items,
which he heads as “Court Cutlets,” “Police Points,” “Sporting Sprigs,” and “Town Topics,” the latter mainly
embodied in such paragraphs as tickle our enterprising fellow citizen, Mr. Push, who is greasing the hinges of his
front fence gate; or the indefatigable and talented Professor Tinkle, leader of the city orchestra, who is rehearsing,
with his artists, the new air, “The Cowboy Dude;” or, peradventure, Miss Nellie Esmonde, queen of the varieties.

Our other journalist takes to himself the title of managing editor. His duties are manifold. While I, whom he
speaks of as “the chief;” attempt to do little more than hold the tiller and suggest what sails to set or take in, he
supplies the wind. He knows just what an editorial should be, and so, day after day, he supplies the paper with
formal, perfunctory and platitudinous expressions of the prejudices of the great democratic party that we
support. He has seized the subtleties of the art of meaningless and non-committal word carpentry and joinery. He
can accurately describe the current phases of a political situation. hint$° at reforms demanded by a much-beloved,
logical, conscientious public, and then swing his readers back into the old partisan paths, worn smooth by the
tread of the party’s leaders. He glories in controversy. He takes up an article from an opposing newspaper, garbles
its statements, misrepresents its meaning, distorts the sentiments of its writer, and then triumphantly demolishes
his “unfair” opponent, and throws his party into deserved chaos. Our managing editor, you perceive, is a trained
editor.

The new daily not being a very large one, our managing editor does reporting, besides recording his thoughts in its
columns. He is by instinct a reporter. It never has been necessary for me to tell him that, as language was invented
to conceal thoughts, so newspapers are printed to suppress the news. He can dilate on half truth and leave the
truth alone, omit all mention of the significant and spin into columns the details of the trivial, if such a

p.5,col. 2
course accords with the policy of our paper. An example or two:

There is a land boom in town. Our reporting managing editor is reveling in promoting the boom. He collects
minute details relating to all real estate sales. He pretends to forecast how far the boom can go, and he places its
limit on what I think would be a discount on a population of 20,000 more than we can have ten years hence. His
pen sputters wildly as he dashes off “boom” articles. He is excited as he blares to town and country that so and so,
whom he dubs a keen observer, or a shrewd speculator, or a rising financier, has cleared $300, or perhaps $1,300,
on the sale of a town lot. He stops men on the street and fans the boom flame by loudly asking questions and
giving whispered “points” (that he dare not publish as yet, he says) about the plans of the boomers. Curiously
enough, he is not making a cent by all his activity. He has no money. His meager salary mostly goes to the
maintenance of his large family. The perquisites of his office are only liquid “courtesies” offered by men expecting
business notices free. But he, in common with our community, is burning in every fiber with boom fever.

Have you ever stood by a gaming table and watched the emotions of the people surrounding it? At the turn of a
card the dealer takes from the table the chips that the bank has won and sizes out upon the table the little piles of
chips each player has gained. Agitated men gaze intently upon the play. They all have the startled look of hunted

87. Ed. In the introductory chapter to Progress and Poverty, George wrote, “It is as though an immense wedge were being forced, not underneath society,
but through society. Those who are above the point of separation are elevated, but those who are below are crushed down.” See http://schalkenbach.org/
library/henry-george/p+p/ppintro.html and, in Drake’s modern abridgment, http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/drake-p+p/pchp0.htm. (Placed
approximately.)

Sic in the original; probably “situation, hint”.
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animals. Usually one is playing a desperate game. His actions are observed with the deepest interest as he plunges
along betting to the limit of the play. Others bet with him or against him steadily, on theory. The non-players
exhibit greater excitement than the players, for they can talk in hurried undertones. In the group you will see, if
you scrutinize the men closely, some turn suddenly pale. Others sweat, others tremble, others cannot command
their speech. If you could see and feel the mechanism of their bodies what a revelation there would be of nervous
tension, of sudden qualms at the stomach, of aches piercing the brain like sharp instruments, of mad coursing of
the blood from a palpitating heart through arteries and veins to every part of a shocked and faint body.

Our town is now in such a frenzy. Man, woman and child is talking of its boom. When our paper is issued in the
morning its complete reports of real estate sales, and its glowing stories of more to come, are the first parts read
by an anxiously waiting and virtuous public. Who has made a winner? Who has proved his business talent? Who is
further away from poverty? Who is now in a position to get wealth without working for it? A lucky few are in the
front rank of the speculators. Yet all men chatter and suffer from excitement as if all were equally interested.
Hundreds have not a six months’ purchase of food or standing room on the earth and never will have; yet the
fever is parching their very bones. And our managing editor goes on from day to day firing men’s imaginations,
quickening their avarice and corrupting their perceptions of integrity. Does he know that he is doing so? Has he
an inkling of the truth?—of the fact that every dollar put on to the price of a lot is a dollar’s mortgage on labor? A
few days ago he clipped from another Dakota paper a paragraph (and changed its phraseology slightly to make it
his own), that indicated a great advance in his mind of the principles of a question of which he will, I predict, hear
more anon. Wealthy foreigners, the thought was, should not be permitted to buy vast tracts of Dakota land; they
did not buy their goods of its merchants. His glance was directed toward a wagon that has a star for its guide in
moving over Dakota’s broad prairies.

AsIlook out on Main street I see many vacant lots. Lot No. 210 is owned by a city speculator; No. 212 by some
capitalist away off somewhere. To the “sub” in our composing room, who has just brought here his wife and two
children, what matter who owns it? He does not own it; cannot; and every week it is going further from his reach.
The power separating him from it is one that is pushing him and his worthy working fellow citizens to the back
streets “across town.” It is a wedge sent slantwise into society, sliding some upward but driving many into the dust.
These are truths our managing editor can not tell—at least in my paper.

Our party primary elections were held last night. Our managing editor reported all three of them. His report gave
the names of the speechmakers, the supervising officers, the nominations made and the votes taken. That is as
much as the public should know. I attended them and saw more. I saw that the successful ticket in each primary
had been settled beforehand in caucus of the bosses. They were compromise tickets, the compromise being made
as against what the people might want and in favor of what the disputing factions wanted. The votes for the
caucus tickets were ready printed and easily voted; those which certain earnest citizens wanted cast had to be
written. The voters for the bosses’ tickets were either roughs or glossy-smooth, small bore politicians; the voters
for the earnest but not smart citizens were men who rather grudgingly took an hour away from their homes to
perform a duty. Our city and county ticket is now in the field. It is the caucus ticket. I can begin at the top and go
through it to the bottom and tell what influence brought every candidate’s name upon it. I know what assessments
are to be made on the candidates. I am certain that if the wire pulling, the work behind the curtain, the sharp
practice at the primaries, and the amount of the assessments were to be published, our town would have
something to talk about that would be heard of even amid the din of the boom. Some pure and lofty minded
candidates would have ague®® as well as fever. This is all news not to be printed by our managing editor. By the
way, he made a speech at one of the primaries. He was called upon to render a tribute to our free institutions as

88. Ed. Ague: malaria or some other iliness involving fever and shivering.
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typified on the occasion. It was good. It met the requirements of the hour—sounding well and signifying naught. I
can recall one of his sentences: “Our magic city is feeling the embrace of

p.5,col. 3
the iron arms of the railroad, which has penetrated what but a few short years ago was the howling wilderness,

opened up new and fresh avenues of trade, and carried the blessings of our higher civilization far away beyond the
crowded streets of the eastern seaboard cities until these great and beneficent arteries of commerce now link the
Alleghanies with the snow-capped Sierras, whose cloud-piercing summits are reflected in the broad, limpid bosom
of the pellucid®® Pacific.” About as true as it is beautiful, dear managing editor, and, between ourselves, bombastic.
And something more has been brought here from the older east. In the wake of man advancing toward the setting
sun comes a specter vailed behind a thin cloud. Poor men in Dakota in future years will dread that specter,
dreaming and waking. It is the awful specter of distress following close upon progress, like shadow upon man. It is
invited here by boom criers and by speechmakers who debauch primaries. Dakota, its governor tells us, increased
its population last year by 80,000, and there were more prisoners than ever in its two penitentiaries. Its crops last
year were bad—the shortage of wheat and oats was one-third from the year before—but its land values increased
$20,000,000. Four million more of its acres were fenced in. The black shadow of the poverty specter is spreading
over Dakota.

Our managing editor has to-day asked a favor of me. He has written a friendly notice of half a dozen fellow
journalists, and wants it to “go in.” Well, it shall. It may do him some good, for they will send back type-honey for
him. Poor scribblers! They have little else to give. Of those to whom he offers his little sweet tribute, four are
leaving the territory and two are “surrendering their editorial positions” on this “bright journal” or that
“enterprising paper” and “assuming the journalistic tripod” elsewhere. Let us not look too closely at the reasons
for the transfers. But we may inquire why, when editors are raising the voice of praise for Dakota, Dakota enriches
tnemS® not, but lets them carry their siren tones and pens to other parts of the world. The reason, in brief; is that
talk is cheap, that liars are given away, a drug in the market, that the humbug “front” of the profession of
journalism can be pinned, badge-like, on to anything that can sacrifice honest sentiments or rattle other men’s
rattles.

Yet our managing editor works hard to earn bread for his bairns®. What fault of his if he has been put to graze in a
field where so much of the growth is rank dishonesty? There he sits now at the other side of the glass partition. He
looks fifty, is more than forty. Short, swarthy, stout, bull necked. His hair is thick and red; his face beardless and
harsh-featured. He is hard of eye, solid of cheek and aggressive of manner. His clothes are of a sort that wears long
and does not show dirt. This pushing, hard working, impecunious®, shrewd man is but a man. He carries eyes
which, seeing, see not. He sees that his business is his duty, and, duty done, that ends his view. Why should he tear
away the curtain that hides sham? He knows that the crust between the world and truth is thick; he is rather too
light a weight to try breaking through it. He might go to pieces and the crust none the thinner.

B.F.C.

ST. STEPHENS’ PARISHIONERS.
The Meeting Last Friday Night the Largest Yet Held.

International hall was not large enough for the people who attended the meeting of St. Stephens’® parisioners%®
last Friday evening. Mr. John R. Feeny presided, and was warmly applauded in his references to Father McGlynn.

89. Ed. Pellucid: translucently clear.
Sic in the original; probably “them”.
90. Ed. Bairns: children
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Speeches were also made by James Hackett, Peter Regan, George Smith and Richard Jeffrey of Greenpoint.

Mr. Smith said that three thousand persons from the parish in which he resided, Father O’Hara’s and Father
Malone*®?’s, in Williamsburg, would join in the parade of Saturday. He said that O’Brien’s refusal to appear at
Union square was an attempt to break down the cause of Dr. McGlynn. Peter Ryan, A. P. McDermott and Richard
Caffrey also spoke, the meeting not adjourning until a late hour.

O’Brien Insulted Ireland’s Friends.

NEW YORK, June 11.—O’Brien came and went. His coming was a kind of Sergeant Bates® business, purely
sensational, evidently undertaken for the glory of O’Brien. He posed as a martyr, not for a cause, not for a principle,
but seemingly for a cheap notoriety. He told us nothing that we did not know before. He created his preconcerted
row in Canada, and on the eve of his departure he insulted a hundred thousand congregated friends of Ireland
who gathered together to manifest their sympathy for his oppressed countrymen.

The cause of Ireland is the cause of humanity, and its strength is in the moral support of men everywhere who
love freedom and fair play.

If Mr. O’Brien does not know it is time he was told that the little coterie of Irish landlords in New York represent
neither the Irish nor the American sentiment upon any question. If they lived in England or Ireland they would
simply be English or Irish landlords. Henceforth they will neither do the thinking nor the voting for the Irish
population in New York. The toils of Tammany are broken forever, and it will invoke in vain the aid of the
Catholic church to compel subserviency in political matters. When labor asserts itself it is invincible.

1.

Is the “Herald” Going to Answer These Questions?
New York Herald.

To the Editor of the Herald: You published editorially in your issue of the 9th an article entitled “A Very Plain Talk
About A Very Important Matter,” in reply to a request from a workingman who wished to be informed about the
situation in relation to George and Dr. McGlynn, which article I have read with great interest, and, I trust, some
profit, and I wish to supplement the inquiry of the workingman referred to by asking a reply to the following
queries:

1. Do you really believe that the article in question gave the plain facts and inferences from them?
2.Is it a plain fact that the Catholic church has condemned George’s theories? If so, when did it do so?

3.1Is it not disingenuous to state as a plain fact your assumption that the opinion of an Italian ecclesiastic on
political economy is the dictum of the Catholic church?

Sic in the original; probably “St. Stephen’s”.

Sic in the original; probably “parishioners”.

91. Ed. Impecunious: having little or no money.

92. Ed. Father Sylvester Malone, of Church of Sts. Peter and Paul, in Williamsburg, Brooklyn, and thus not in Abp. Corrigan’s diocese. See The Standard,
Issue #014.

93. Ed. Sargeant Bates: apparently Gilbert H. Bates. See https://books.google.com/books?id=6ncBAAAAQAAJEpg=PA50 (1873).
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4. Where is the analogy between the lieutenant you cite who defies his general and Dr. McGlynn? Would not
the comparison be a plainer fact if you were to say that, whereas

p.5,col. 4
the lieutenant, as a soldier, fills in the completest measure everything implied in the term, yet as his (the

lieutenant’s) theory, let us say, for instance, on “tittle® bats” differs from his general’s, the general may as well take
off his epaulettes, because he is defied by his lieutenant, who holds such a theory?

1. Why do you state your very plain talk in a way to create the impression that Catholics must obey every
passing whim of the pope on any subject whatever?

2. When has George taught that Catholics must become Protestants before they can be his faithful followers?
This statement I suppose you mean to be an inference, but in the face of the fact, which every intelligent
Catholic child knows, that Catholics are no more bound than Protestants to accept anything from Rome
but her religion, what becomes of your inference?

3. Admitting the absolute right of private ownership in land, by what reasoning do you deny that landlords
have not the right to do what they please with it?

4. Is not the “plan of campaign,” by which Irish landlords are forced to accept in some cases only fifty per cent
of their rent, a campaign of robbery to that extent and different from George’s doctrines only in degree?

5.Is it not a misstatement to say that George “practically takes sides with the tories, with the redcoats, who
smash the peasants’ dishes and kick him into a bog,” in view of the fact that upon one of your own
conditions which goes to make up a good Irishman—namely, pay the landlords but half of what they ask—
George more than fills your requirement, and he ought, therefore, to be regarded as even better than an
Irishman, because he would pay the landlords no rent at all?

6. Why do you state that the followers of George say “it is justifiable to evict tenants” when you know the only
reason you have for making the charge is the inference you draw from the fact that George’s followers
cannot deny the right to evict if they admit the right of private ownership in land? Can you?

7.1s there anything more incongruous in the fact, which for the sake of argument I admit, of George, a
Protestant, advising Catholics not to submit to dictation from the pope than you, a Protestant, exhorting
Catholics to obey the pope implicitly and blindly?

8. Finally, was not your plain talk really meant for the maritime cavalry and not for workingmen to aid them
in forming a correct judgment?

QUIDNUNC?®S,

New York, June 10, 1887.

Wilful Misrepresentation or Ignorance.

Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost.

94. Ed. Tittle bats appears to be a reference to a sort of fish, and to this, in Charles Dickens’ Pickwick Papers (1836): “Speculations on the Source of the
Hampstead Ponds, with Some Observations on the Theory of Tittlebats.” See https://books.google.com/books?id=fcg2AQAAMAAJIEpg=PA395
95. Ed. Quidnunc: an inquisitive and gossipy person.
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The Rev. J. Benson Hamilton, a Methodist minister in New York, is reported to have said last Sunday, in the course
of a sermon upon “Real anti-poverty, versus the sham,” in which he strongly opposed the land tax movement.

“This crusade is falsely styled ‘new. It brings no new discovery. It is but a redressing of an antiquated maxim:
‘What is mine is mine; what is thine is mine. To put its demands into one sentence is very easy—We demand that
the state shall formally take possession of all land and let it out to the highest bidder, the income from the land
shall be divided among the owners, the people. When this is done poverty will have been destroyed.”

This is sheer misrepresentation. No person defines property more clearly or contends for the sacredness of
property rights more positively than Henry George. The motto for the Anti-poverty society might well be “What is
mine is mine; what is thine is thine; what is partly mine and partly thine is ours in common.” Is not that a just
platform? As for the state taking possession of all the land and letting out to the highest bidder, Henry George
proposes no such thing. He would have land free to be taken by anyone who finds it vacant. If it is worth anything
in the open market, if it has a salable or rentable value, the user of it will be taken®® by the community up to its
full value, because whatever value attaches to the land is due to the growth of the community. If it is worth
nothing the user will pay nothing for its use. No one may take that land by a higher bid to the state. If anyone
wants it he must buy it at the occupant’s price. The Rev. J. Benson Hamilton either knows this or does not. If he
knows it he wilfully misrepresents Mr. George’s teaching. If he does not know it he should inform himself before
discussing the subject.

Dr. McGlynn at Syracuse.
Syracuse, N. Y., Evening Herald.

The doctrine of anti-poverty was peculiarly fascinating as presented last evening at Alhambra hall by the

Rev. Dr. McGlynn. His manly presence, his air of thorough sincerity and absolute conviction, and his restrained
yet eloquent utterance, combined to hold the closest attention of his hearers, whether they listened with believing
or doubting ears, to the outline of the new crusade to which the doctor is devoting himself. In looking upon this
man one is first of all impressed by his fearlessness and his philanthropy in jeopardizing his church relations,
which are so honorable, for the sake of his suffering fellow creatures. He has not antagonized the powerful Roman
Catholic church to become the leader of a new theology nor to promote ambition or greed. He has simply thrown
himself heart and soul into a movement which, to his mind, promises the best and most practical solution of the
great problem of the distribution of wealth. ... We do not see how anyone can deny the truth of his descriptions of
the existing order of things in society. We all recognize that selfishness, avarice, injustice, vice and crime abound,
and we blind our eyes if we fail to see that these evils are more than keeping pace with our progress in population
and industrial wealth. ... If the movement grows, if it can stand the test of time, men will come to its support.
Then in the fullness of time conservatism may yield and the new order of things come about when the world is
ripe for it.

He Approves Mr. Keeler’s Suggestion.

DENVER, Col., May 23.-I have carefully read every issue of THE STANDARD, and approve of B. C. Keeler’s
suggestion that the new party adopt the name of “free soil party” or “free land party.” I have never thought it
advisable to use the word “labor,” because of its deterring effect upon a very large class of people for the reason
that it has come to have a narrow and technical meaning. Everyone should be made to feel that the new party is

Sic in the original; probably “the use of it will be taxed, or the rent of it will be taken”.
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the people’s party, the party of liberty, the party of emancipation, of progress and justice, and not that it is the
farmers’ or the mechanics’ party. No one man or class of men can get a corner on all the credit that is the reward of
those who fight for justice, nor do I think there is any such ambition prevalent.

F. Q. STUART.

“Let Them Strike, But Make Them Hear.”

LOWELL, Mass.—The principles you advocate have many friends here. The attachment of Dr. McGlynn’s friends
has increased a hundred fold since the last great triumph of his manliness under the threat of excommunication. I
am a Catholic, and I say to him in the words of the poet:

Be thou like the noble ancient®,
Scorn the threat that bids thee fear.
Speak, no matter what befall thee;
Let them strike, but make them hear.

SAMUEL QUINN.

p.5,col. 5

THE M’GLYNN DEMONSTRATION.

A Countless Multitude Ready to Show Their Colors in the Streets.

With fair weather, the demonstration in honor of Dr. McGlynn will be as successful as his most sanguine®” friends
could desire. The call to defend his rights as an American citizen, and to protest against the persecution to which
he has been subjected, will be responded to by hundreds of thousands, who will line the route of the parade,
march in the procession, or assemble in front of the speakers’ stands in Union square. No organization of any kind
that could be expected to join in the demonstration has hesitated in arraying itself among the doctor’s supporters.
The meetings of the committee of arrangements and the marshals of the bodies that are to parade have had a full
attendance, and all present have vied in bending their energies toward making the day a historic one. So great has
been the number of organizations reporting as ready to turn out that Grand Marshal Wm. McCabe sums it up in
the statement that a list of them would simply be a list of all the trade and labor organizations of the city. The
procession will be grouped in three divisions—civic societies, trade and labor organizations, and political bodies,
marching in the order named. The first division will be under the direction of George Smith as marshal, the
second under James P. Archibald, and the third under Wm. P. O’Meara.

The organizations will take up positions on the streets intersecting Broadway, between Fourteenth and Eighth
streets. They will march down Broadway in two columns, one filing to the left into Astor place and the other to the
right into Waverley place. The column moving through Astor place will proceed to Second avenue, to Twenty-
third street, to First avenue, to Thirty-ninth street, to Fifth avenue, to Waverley place, to Broadway and to Union
square. The column filing into Waverley place from the start at Broadway will begin with the end of the route gone
over by the first column and follow it to the beginning, excepting that it will cross from Fifth avenue to First

96. Ed. Be thou like the noble ancient: John Greenleaf Whittier. The fourth stanza of a poem that begins “He who has the truth, and keeps it, Keeps what not
to him belongs.” See http://www.leicestersecularsociety.org.uk/PHP_redirected/hymns.php. One might note some similarity to something Henry George
wrote, “He who sees the truth, let him proclaim it, without asking who is for it or who is against it. This is not radicalism in the bad sense which so many
attach to the word. This is conservatism in the true sense.” See http://www.wealthandwant.com/HG/irish_land_question.html.

97. Ed. Sanguine: optimistic or positive, especially in an apparently bad or difficult situation.
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through Thirty-eighth street. By this plan the two columns will be continually passing each other or in sight of
each other. As the procession will be seven miles in length and the route is not four miles, some such disposition of
the bodies marching has been deemed necessary. The result will be to obviate tiresome waits for those in line, to
shorten the time taken by the parade and to heighten the effect of the spectacle.

The post of honor of the first division will be given to St. Stephen’s parishioners, who will be followed by the Anti-
poverty society and delegations from the congregation of Father O’Hara in Greenpoint and Father Malone in
Williamsburg,.

The following gentlemen have been invited to address the meetings: Dr. Coughlin, who will preside; J. J. Gahan,
John McMackin, T. B. Maguire, J. P. Archibald, J. J. Bealin, J. E. Quinn, Michael Clarke, Hugh Greenan, Richard
Caffrey, Jos. Wilkinson, Colonel Lee of Washington, James A. McGee of D. A. 75, Wm. McCabe, Dr. H. Carey, John
R. Feeny, Jeremiah Murphy, P. H. Doody, David M. Healy, Andrew Murray, Charles Purcell, Thomas F. Kenny, John
R. O’Donnell, Denis Nerney and John J. Clancy. Mrs. Margaret Moore, Mrs. W. McCabe, Mrs. Hackett and others
will address the ladies from the cottage.

The O’Brien Incident.

The old party press has allowed the O’Brien affair to pass almost entirely out of sight. It needed but the
publication of the facts as they were to show that O’Brien’s course was engineered by the enemies of the labor
party, that the workingmen saw it, and that their ranks suffered from no defection in consequence. All the
assembly district organizations have had the O’Brien matter before them, and it has had the effect on them of
clearly defining the difference between their principles and those of the Irish parliamentary party. John
McMackin has been surprised at the number of letters he has received approving the stand taken by him and the
committee of arrangements. Resolutions of the same tenor have been passed by numberless labor organizations
and land and labor clubs, enough having been received at this office to fill several columns, perhaps a page, of THE
STANDARD.

A Debate Before the Free Trade Club.

The Free trade club winds up its monthly public meetings for the season with a joint debate on next Tuesday
evening, June 21, between John Jarrett, late a labor advocate and now an officer of the Tin plate association, and F.
A. Herwig, the Philadelphia barber who has rallied the carpet weavers of his city to demand abolition of the tariff
on wool. The subject of the debate is to be, “How Does Protection Affect Wages?” Mr. Jarrett preaching the
doctrine of high tariff, and Mr. Herwig supporting free trade. The meeting will be called to order at 8 p. m., in the
large meeting room, No. 24, Cooper Union.

Twelve Hundred Per Cent in a Year.

SAN DIEGO, Cal.—In this town millions have been made from almost nothing within the past few years.
Investments in land have enhanced twelve hundred per cent within twelve months, and tramps and beggars have
made their appearance. It is strange that the average man cannot see how much more he loses than gains by the
present system. All, in fact, but a very few are injured rather than benefited, even if they have made a few hundred
dollars by “building lots.”

EVACUTES A. PHIPSON.
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The Evolution of the Tramp.

OREGON, HOLT COUNTY, Mo.—Prior to 1860 the population of the United States was practically confined east
of the Mississippi river. Suddenly the whole south and all that vast prairie region west of the Mississippi, even
through the Rocky mountains, was made easily accesible®® to our population, and yet since then we have heard of
tramps for the first time. It seems to me that whoever will consider of this will be convinced there is something
besides our greater population to account for our growing resemblance to European societies.

CLARKE SIMS.

White Slave Emancipation.

Rev. Albert Walkley of Manistee®®, Mich., in a recent address before a Grand army of the republic:®® post and the
Manistee light guards, said: “The emancipation of the negro was but a step toward the greater white slave
emancipation. As the ideas of yesterday become the facts of to-day, larger ideas arise saying, ‘Reach out to us. As
the ideas of to-day are fulfilled, to-morrow’s glories arise-1%.

The Day of Pentecost Has Come.

DETROIT, Mich., May 31.—I have just read the great and masterly address of Mr. Pentecost, and am very forcibly
reminded of a meeting once held upon a day of the same name, when every man heard the gospel preached in
such a language that he was able to understand it. Another day of Pentecost has surely come.

HANS LAUDERBACH.

p.5,col. 6

Fatherland, America.
(Air—“Maryland, My Maryland.”)

Oppression’s heel is on thy soil,*
Fatherland, America!

Its traitor kings thy wealth despoil,
Fatherland, America!

Awake, as in the days of yore,

When Washington the banner bore;

Awake, and be thyself once more,
Fatherland, America!

Where once the brave, the true, the good,
Fatherland, America!

Sic in the original; probably “accessible”.

Sic in the original; probably “Manistee”.

98. Ed. The “Grand Army of the Republic” (GAR) was a fraternal organization composed of veterans of the Union Army (United States Army), Union Navy
(U. S. Navy), Marines and the U. S. Revenue Cutter Service who served in the American Civil War for the Northern/Federal forces. See https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Grand_Army_of_the_Republic.

Sic in the original; probably “to-morrow’s glories arise.””.
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United for their country stood,
Fatherland, America!

A band of mercenary slaves

On high its flag of discord waves,

While each for power and plunder raves,
Fatherland, America!

But all their guile shall come to naught,
Fatherland, America!

The day is past when men were bought,
Fatherland, America!

In vain their shouts the echoes wake,

In vain their idle boasts they make;

Our votes corruption’s ranks shall break,
Fatherland, America!

From where the broad Atlantic roars,
Fatherland, America!

To California’s golden shores,
Fatherland, America!

Our cry goes forth—“We must be free!

The Cross of our Crusade shall be

The oriflammel® of victory®!
Fatherland, America!

Close up the ranks from east to west,
Fatherland, America!

Let north and south alike be blest,
Fatherland, America!

One country shall our homage claim,

One land indeed as well as name,

With rulers worthy of thy fame,
Fatherland, America!

JOHN ANKETELL, A. M.

STRAWS THAT SHOW THE WIND.

The pope desires to see Rev. Dr. McGlynn. Perhaps the pope had better sail for New York.—[Cresco, Ia.,
Plaindealer.1!

99. Ed. Maryland, My Maryland is the official state song of the U.S. state of Maryland. The song is set to the melody of “Lauriger Horatius” — the same tune
“O Tannenbaum” was taken from. (Placed approximately.)

100. Ed. Oriflamme: a scarlet banner or knight’s standard.

Sic in the original; probably “victory!””.

101. Ed. Washington Charles DePauw (1822-1887) was an American businessman and philanthropist. DePauw University is named in his honor.
Throughout his lifetime, Washington amassed a fortune by investing in ventures such as grain, steel and glass, and during the American Civil War,
government supplies. At one time, he was considered the wealthiest man in Indiana. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Washington_C._DePauw (Placed
approximately.)
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Man has been robbed of his birthright without receiving as much as a mess of pottage in return.—[Letter to
Boston Investigator.

New York pays four cents an hour for woman’s labor and $6,000,000 for a Protestant Episcopal cathedral.—
[Providence people.

It looks as if Dr. McGlynn and Henry George, despite the utter emptiness of their theories, will play the mischief
in New York politics.—[Baltimore American.

The doctrine of the Anti-poverty society “in a practical way supports the belief in the fatherhood of God and the
brotherhood of man."-[Johnstown, Pa., Real Estate News.

We admire Mr. O’Brien’s determination not to be captured by any political faction, but we fear that like those who
attempt to stand up too straight, he has fallen backward—into the arms of Tammany hall. We do not wish for a
moment to criticise Mr. O’Brien’s motives or his action.—[Brooklyn Examiner.

The excessive tenderness of all the machine republican organs for the discipline of the church of Rome, and their
righteous reprehension of Dr. McGlynn, is extremely affecting. What interests us is the lively zeal of every
mouthpiece of monopoly in the land to get McGlynn out of it, and safely embarked for Rome.—[San Francisco
Examiner.

In Kingston valuable properties are held by individuals for higher values, the giving of which depends upon no
labor or effort of their own; and the non-owners are inclined to the feeling that if the community, as a whole,
bestows the benefits, they are entitled to share in them, and can only hope to do so by way of taxation.—[Kingston,
Canada, Whig,

The simple fact is that the millionaire bondholders, bankers and rich men of every class, whose wealth is hoarded
up and out of the tax collector’s reach, are the most bitterly opposed to George’s land theory and are the first to
denounce Henry George as an anarchist, communist and things like that.—[Alpena, Mich., Labor Journal

The discussion of Henry George’s proposal for the nationalization of land has led to the general admission that
land can be held only for the benefit of the people, and not for individual benefit, and that possession of land is
not actual ownership'%, but is only a trust for the benefit of the community.—[Bobcaygeon, Ont., Independent.

We have been much disappointed in the general character of the answers and criticisms we have seen of Henry
George and his philosophy. They are full of laugh, ridicule and prejudice; but we have thus far failed to see
anything like what we would term a substantial, orthodox answer. We wish somebody would get down to business
and dish up the fallacy, if it is one.—[Kellogg, Ia., Enterprise.

Who is “protected” by a duty which compels the people of this country to pay annually $5,000,000 more for the
daylight in their houses than they otherwise would? Not the glass workers, surely. Their wages have diminished.
An answer is furnished in the suggestive fact that Mr. De Pauw, the great glass manufacturer of Indiana, recently
died, leaving an estate worth $15,000,000.—[New York World.

105. Ed. Differences in Ownership of certain types of claims: PATENTED MINING CLAIM: A patented mining claim is one for which the Federal
Government has passed its title to the claimant, making it private land. A person may mine and remove minerals from a mining claim without a mineral
patent. However. a mineral patent gives the owner exclusive title to the locatable minerals. It also gives the owner title to the surface and other resources.
this means: You own the Land as well as the minerals , unless the minerals have previously been conveyed away. Title reports will show this. * You can own
the land without owning the minerals. & vice-versa - *You can own the minerals without owning the land. UNPATENTED MINING CLAIM: An Unpatented
mining claim is a particular parcel of Federal land, valuable for a specific mineral deposit or deposits. It is a parcel for which an individual has asserted a right
of possession. The right is restricted to the extraction and development of a mineral deposit. The rights granted by a mining claim are valid against a
challenge by the United States and other claimants only after the discovery of a valuable mineral deposit. this means: You are leasing, from the government,
the right to extract minerals. No land ownership is conveyed. See http://www.1881.com/minedef.htm
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Let every Catholic in America say to church, pope and priest that they must not attempt to extend the authority of
the church over politics, science or literature. Religion, and Roman Catholic view of religion, is the legitimate
sphere of the Roman hierarchy and nothing else. Let pope and priest be anathema02103104 maranatha when they
attempt to control the politics or the progress of America.—[Worthington, Ia., Advance.

We can remember when the doctrine of the abolition of slavery in this country was looked upon as even more
absurd than this land reform proposition. There were no such quiet meetings in advocacy of abolition as there are
now in favor of land reform. The persons who occupied the positions now held by Henry George and

Dr. McGlynn were stoned and assailed. They were even led through the streets with ropes about their necks; and
they were also clubbed and stoned to death. And yet slavery was abolished. “No one can tell what a day may bring
forth.”—[Albany Press and Knickerbocker.

Orator O’Brien was given a draft for $25,000 by the patriotic citizens of New York to be used in behalf of the
suffering tenants in Ireland. If the pursey patriots of New York will subscribe an additional $25,000 toward the
relief of New York tenants who feed on street garbage and sleep fourteen in a room, they can knock Chairman
John McMackin’s sarcastic allusions higher than Gilderoy’s kite. At present, John has the best of the argument.—
[Harrisburg Star.

A displeased correspondent of the New York World wrote to that paper and asked it to answer, if it could, “What
unpatented American industry is a monopoly in this country?” That journal referred him to the oil and coal
industries. If the correspondent wants further information let him come west—come to Nebraska and gaze upon
the workings of both patented and unpatented monopoly industries. We can show him where railroad companies
not only own coal mines, but where they fix a price that is beyond all reason, and make the price within one
hundred miles of the mines the same as they charge four hundred miles further east. We can show him where
unpatented lime is owned and handled exclusively by one railroad company and peddled all over the state at the
same price—distance making no difference. We can show him where salt from great salt works is sold in the same
manner. We can show him how unpatented dealers get special inducements, and how outrageous freights are charged
on unpatented railroads. We could show him “unpatented American industries which are monopolies,” by reason
of the aggressions of great corporations, until his eyes would water and he would gasp for breath. Come west,
young man, and grow up with the country—and while growing up learn the ways of the world as they are here
presented.—[Omaha Bee.

102. Ed. Anathema: 1. a person or thing detested or loathed: That subject is anathema to him; 2. a person or thing accursed or consigned to damnation or
destruction; 3. a formal ecclesiastical curse involving excommunication; 4. any imprecation of divine punishment; 5. a curse; execration. See also http://
www.catholic.org/encyclopedia/view.php?id=710

103. Ed. Marantha: In the Catholic Church, the word “Maranatha” has also been used as a solemn formula of excommunication (alongside “anathema”).
See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maranatha

104. Ed. Anathema Marantha: See http://biblehub.com/1_corinthians/16-22.htm; see https://books.google.com/books?id=qBi9jho7YCEC&pg=PA201, an
1883 book entitled The History of the Highland Clearances, a passage beginning “If there be any person who maintains that money, rather than men,
constitutes the wealth of a healthy and well- ordered State, let him be anathema-maranatha! If there be any person who maintains that it is better to make
one big Lowland farmer rich than a hundred Highlanders happy and prosperous in a Highland glen, let him be anathema-maranatha! If any man maintain
that landlords have no duties but to gather rents, and that they may, without sin before God, and without injury to society, neglect the condition and the
distribution of the people, from whom they draw their rents, let him be anathema-maranathal! If any say that cash payment is and ought to be the only bond
of cement between the different classes of society, let him be anathema-maranatha! . . .” See also https://books.google.com/books?
id=NRC_fLiVUJgCEpg=PA33.
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6 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, JUNE 18, 1887.

p.6,col. 1

BACK TO THE LAND!
BISHOP NULTY’S LETTER TO THE CLERGY AND LAITY OF HIS DIOCESE.

God Has No Eldest Sons—Land Common Property, and Land Values Intended for Public Needs—The Land
Question the Key to the Labor Question.

We reprint below the letter on the land question addressed, in 1881, by Dr. Thomas Nulty'%’, bishop of Meath:108,
to the clergy and laity of his diocese. To better fit it for our columns, some portions in which Dr. Nulty-109110
fortifies his position by quotations from well-known economists, and in which he makes special reference to
Ireland, and to the reports of parliamentary commissions, have been omitted, amounting in all to perhaps one-
sixth of the whole; but everything relating to the general subject has been retained.1%

Dedication.

To the Clergy and Lazity of the Diocese of Meath:

Dearly Beloved Brethren—I venture to take the liberty of dedicating the following essay to you, as a mark of
my respect and affection. In this eesay®° I do not, of course, address myself to you as your bishop, for I have
no divine commission to enlighten you on your civil rights, or to instruct you in the principles of land
tenure or political economy. I feel, however, a deep concern even in your temporal interests—deeper, indeed,
than in my own; for what temporal interests can I have save those [ must always feel in your welfare? It is,
then, because the land question is one not merely of vital importance, but one of life and death to you, as
well as to the majority of my countrymen, that I have ventured to write on it at all. With a due sense of my
responsibility, I have examined this great question with all the care and consideration I had time to bestow
onit..... For my own part, I can assure you, I entertain no unfriendly feelings for any landlord living, and in
this essay [ write of them not as individuals, but as a class; and further, I freely admit that there are
individual landlords who are highly honorable exceptions to the class to which they belong. But that I
heartily dislike the existing system of land tenure, and the frightful extent to which it has been abused, by

107. Ed. The Most Rev. Dr. Thomas Nulty (1818-1898), the Roman Catholic Bishop of Meath, Ireland (1864-1898). See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Thomas_Nulty. See also background at http://www.cooperative-individualism.org/nulty-thomas_back-to-the-land-1880.pdf

108. Ed. Meath is within commuting distance of Dublin; see https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/County_Meath.

109. Ed. Bp. Nulty’s letter was serialized in the Freeman’s Journal in May, 1881. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Freeman%27s_Journal for background.
See also http://www.historyireland.com/20th-century-contemporary-history/a-great-daily-organ-the-freemans-journal-1763-1924/ which brings William
O’Brien into the picture.

110. Ed. Back to the Land! was reprinted as Land and Labor Tract #27. The longer version appears in that collection on this site. (Placed approximately.)
106. Ed. Viewers of the BBC television series Downton Abbey (aired 2010-2015, set in Yorkshire, England, 1912-1926) might consider the situation of the
tenant farmers whose rents supported the Cawley family, who owned the land and avoided selling it. Primogeniture would have passed the estate to the
eldest son to keep it intact, but in the absence of sons, it would pass to a distant male cousin. The tenant farmers’ labor and rent kept the Cawleys in
comfort, generation after generation. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Downton_Abbey. Without access to the land, the farmers could not have made a
living. (Placed approximately.)

Sic in the original; probably “essay”.

71


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thomas_Nulty
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thomas_Nulty
http://www.cooperative-individualism.org/nulty-thomas_back-to-the-land-1880.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/County_Meath
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Freeman%27s_Journal
http://www.historyireland.com/20th-century-contemporary-history/a-great-daily-organ-the-freemans-journal-1763-1924/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Downton_Abbey

Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page 6 of 8

the vast majority of landlords, will be evident to anyone who reads this essay through. I remain, dearly
beloved brethren, respectfully yours,

TTHOMAS NULTY.

Mullingar, 2d April, 1881.

THE LETTER.

Private Property in Land Not Justified by Its General Acceptance.

Anyone who ventures to question the justice or the policy of maintaining the present system of Irish land tenure
will be met at once by a pretty general feeling which will warn him emphatically that its venerable antiquity
entities®® it, if not to reverence and respect, at least to tenderness and forbearance. I freely admit that feeling to be
most natural, and perhaps very general also; but I altogether deny its reasonableness. It proves too much. Any
existing social institution is undoubtedly entitled to justice and fair play; but no institution, no matter what may
have been its standing or its popularity, is entitled to exceptional tenderness and forbearance if it can be shown
that it is intrinsically unjust and cruel. Worse institutions by far than any system of land tenure can be have had-1%2
a long and prosperous career, till their true character became generally known and then they were suffered to exist
no longer.

Human Slavery Once Generally Accepted.

Slavery is found to have existed, as a social institution, in almost all nations, civilized as well as barbarous, and in
every age of the world, up almost to our own times. We hardly ever find it in the state of a merely passing
phenomenon, or as a purely temporary result of conquest or of war, but always as a settled, established and
recognized state of social existence, in which generation followed generation in unbroken succession, and in
which thousands upon thousands of human beings lived and died. Hardly any one had the public spirit to
question its character or to denounce its excesses; it had no struggle to make for its existence, and the degradation
in which it held its unhappy victims was universally regarded as nothing worse than a mere sentimental grievance.

On the other hand, the justice of the right of propertys® which a master claimed in his slaves was universally
accepted in the light of a first principle of morality. His slaves were either born on his estate, and he had to submit
to the labor and the cost of rearing and maintaining them to manhood, or he acquired them by inheritance or by
free gift, or, failing these, he acquired them by the right of purchase—having paid in exchange for them what,
according to the usages of society and the common estimation of his countrymen, was regarded as their full
pecuniary value. Property, therefore, in slaves was regarded as sacred and as inviolable as any other species of

property.
Even Christians Recognized Slavery.

So deeply rooted and so universally received was this conviction that the Christian religion itself, though it
recognized no distinction between Jew and Gentile, between slave or freeman, cautiously abstained from
denouncing slavery itself as an injustice or a wrong. It prudently tolerated this crying evil, because in the state of
public feeling then existing, and at the low standard of enlightenment and intelligence then prevailing, it was
simply impossible to remedy it. Thus then had slavery come down almost to our own time as an established social

Sic in the original; probably “entitles”.
Sic in the original; probably “can be (or: have had)”.
Sic in the original; probably “property.”.
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institution, carrying with it the practical sanction and approval of ages and nations, and surrounded with a
prestige of standing and general acceptance well calculated to recommend it to men’s feelings and sympathies.
And yet it was the embodiment of the most odious and cruel injustice that ever afflicted humanity. To claim a
right of property in man was to lower a rational creature to the level of the beast of the field; it was a revolting and
an unnatural degradation of the nobility of human nature itself. That thousands upon thousands of human beings
who had committed no crime, who had violated no law, and who had done no wrong to anyone, should be
wantonly robbed of their liberty and freedom; should be deprived of the sacred and inalienable moral rights,
which they could not voluntarily abdicate themselves; should be bought and sold, like cattle in the market, and
should be worked to death, or allowed to live on at the whim or caprice of their owner, was the last and most
galling injustice which human nature could be called on to endure.

The Approval of the World Cannot Justify Injustice.

The practical approval, therefore, which the world has bestowed on a social institution that had lasted for
centuries is no proof that it ought to be allowed to live on longer, if, on close examination, it be found to be
intrinsically unjust and cruel, and mischievous and injurious besides to the general good of mankind. No amount
of sanction or approval that the world can give to a social institution can alter its intrinsic constitution and
nature; and the fact of the world’s having thus approved of an institution which was essentially unjust, cruel and
degrading to human nature, only proves that the world was wrong, but it furnishes no arguments or justification
for allowing it to live on a moment longer.

Private Property in Land the Twin Sister of Slavery.

The system of land tenure in Ireland enjoyed a long and similarly prosperous career, and it, too, has created a state
of human existence, which in strict truth and justice, can be briefly characterized as the twin sister of slavery. The
vast majority of tenant farmers of Ireland are at the present moment slaves. They are dependent for their peace of
mind, for their material comforts, for the privilege of living under the roof beneath which they were born, and for
the right of earning their bread on the farms which their forefathers enriched with their toil, on the arbitrary and
irresponsible will of their landlords.

Abject, absolute and degrading dependence

p.6,col. 2
of this kind involves the very essence, and is, in fact, the definition of slavery. They toil like galley slaves in the

cultivation of their farms from the opening to the close of the year, only to see substantially the whole produce of
their labor and capital appropriated by others who have not toiled at all and who even leave them not what would
be allowed for the maintenance of slaves who would be expected to work, but what hardly suffices to keep them
from dying of want.

When grazing on land had been found more remunerative than tillage, and the people consequently became too
numerous, the superfluous multitudes who were no longer wanted under the new state of things were mercilessly
cleared off the lands by wholesale evictions to make room for the brute beast, which paid better. Such of the
evicted as had the means left to take themselves away were forced to fly for refuge as exiles into almost every land;
and the thousands who could not leave were coolly passed on through hunger and starvation to premature graves.

Let any one who wishes visit this diocese and see with his own eyes the vast and boundless extent of the fairest
land in Europe that has been ruthlessly depopulated since the commencement of the present century, and which
is now abandoned to a loneliness and solitude more depressing than that of the prairie or the wilderness. Thus has
this land system actually exercised the power of life and death on a vast scale, for which there is no parallel even in
the dark records of slavery.
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But the attention of the civilized world is now steadily fixed on the cruel and degrading bondage in which it still
holds a nation enslaved, and therefore its doom is inevitably sealed.

Natural Right, Not Vested Right, Should Control.

Some wise and thoughtful men can see no stronger objections to the abolition of landlordism now than were
alleged not so long ago against the abolition of slavery. If the public good demanded the summary dismissal of
landlords from an important position of trust, which, as a class, they have so grievously abused, and, on the other
hand, that they had been compensated for the real or fictitious property which it is assumed they possess in their
lands, the justice of such a course could not for a moment be questioned. ... But on whatever line the “new
departure” may start, it is essential that the eternal and immutable principles of justice which determine the
character of property in land shall in no instance be departed from by the people. Ours is a struggle for justice and
for right, and we must not furnish our enemies even with a pretext to reproach us with dishonest or unfair dealing.

Justice of Private Property in the Results of Labor.
The following are the acknowledged principles of justice that have a practical bearing on the question:

Every man (and woman, too) has a natural right to the free exercise of his mental and corporal faculties; and
whatever useful thing any one has produced by his toil and his labor, of that he is the rightful owner—in that he
has in strict justice a right of property. Any useful thing that satisfies any of our necessities, relieves any of our
wants, ministers to our comforts or enjoyments, or increases our material happiness or contentment, may be an
object of property, and the person whose toil and labor has produced that thing possesses in it a strict right of

property.

The two essential characteristics of property therefore are: First, the thing itself must be useful for some purpose;
and, secondly, it must be the product or the result of our labor.

Now, the effort or exertion demanded by labor is irksome, distasteful and repulsive to the indolence and self-
indulgence that is natural to us, and, therefore, no one will voluntarily subject himself to the painful
inconvenience of labor who is not stimulated by the prospect of the remuneration and enjoyment which the fruit
of his labor will return him.

Whoever, then, has voluntarily subjected himself to the painful operations of labor has, in strict justice, a right of
property in the product or result of that labor; that is to say, he, and he alone, has a right to all the advantages, the
enjoyments, the pleasures and comforts that are derivable from the results of his labor. Others cannot complain of
having been excluded from the enjoyment of a thing whose production cost them nothing; which he was not
bound to produce for their use, and which, were it not for his efforts, would not have existed at all. Use and
exclusion are, therefore, the two essential peculiarities of the enjoyment of a right of property. The power to
dispose of legitimate property is almost absolute. Property may be devoted by its owner to any purpose he pleases
that is not inconsistent with the public good and does not interfere with the rights of others. He may keep it for
his own use and enjoyment if he wishes, or he may exchange it by barter or sale for an equivalent in value of the
property of others; he may alienate it by free gift when living, or bequeath it to anyone he pleases, as a voluntary
legacy, when dying. He might even destroy it and do no wrong to anyone. If Michael Angelo, in that delirium of
artistic frenzy in which he called on his celebrated statue of Moses “to speak,” had dealt it a blow of his mallet,
which would have created not merely a rent in its knee, but had actually shattered it into atoms, the world might
indeed deplore the destruction of this immortal work as an irreparable loss, but it could not complain that he did
it an injustice or a wrong. Michael Angelo was master of his own free actions, and he was not bound to spend years
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of labor and toil in producing that incomparable statutes® to delight and please the world, and, even after he had
produced it, he was not bound to preserve it for its enjoyment. “He might do what he liked with his own.”

Every individual whose labor produces an article of property makes a substantial addition to the wealth of the
nation: and a nation’s general prosperity and happiness, and the degree and abundance in which it possesses all
the comforts, the enjoyments, the luxuries and pleasures of life, depend entirely on the numbers engaged in
industrial productiveness, and on the skill and efficiency of their labor. Every man, no doubt, works for his own
self-interest, for his own benefit and happiness, but whether he wishes it or not, he works, too, for the increased
enjoyments and prosperity of others. No man consumes all that his labor produces, and the benefit of the
superfluous products of his labor, if not enjoyed by himself, is sure to be enjoyed by some one to whom he has
transferred it. If a bootmaker does not himself wear all the boots he produces, somebody else is sure to wear them
for him. It is, therefore, highly in the interest of the community, as well as of individuals, to encourage the
production, the multiplication and accumulation of objects of wealth: and, therefore, to stimulate the activity and
energy of the labor necessary for their production the laws of all nations, as well as the law of nature, have
regarded as sacred and inviolable the right of property which a man enjoys in what he produces.

Necessity of Private Property Springs from the Necessity of Labor.

The first form of property ever seen or held on this earth was undoubtedly connected with the land. Although
political economists never dream of adverting!!! to it, it is, nevertheless, an unquestionable fact that the
institution of private property is one of the sad effects of original sin. It springs directly from the barrenness and
sterility with which the earth was cursed in punishment of the crime of original sin. That curse deteriorated and
to a great extent destroyed the primeval and teeming fertility with which the earth had been in the beginning
created.

Before the fatal words, “maledicta terra in opere tuo™?” had been pronounced the land needed not the labor of
man to produce all that was superabundantly sufficient for the sustenance of man—all that satisfied to the full his
wants, wishes, and desires. The rich and delicious fruits with which it spontaneously teemed were as unlimited as
the waters of the seas, as the air we breathe, as the atmosphere in which we live. Like the manna, on which the
children of Israel lived in the desert for forty years, every one took all he wanted, and as the supply was as certain
in the future as in the present, it would be useless folly to take more than was wanted for present use. In the
unlimited superabundance

p.6,col. 3
that then prevailed there was no room for the existence of private property at all. It was only when the earth was

cursed by sterility and barrenness, and the supply of human food consequently became limited, that the produce
it yielded became proportioned to the labor expended on it, and that every man had to work for his living, that
private property became not only lawful but a necessary institution of society. Man’s labor became a necessary
means to reverse the result of this curse, and to restore to the earth, at least partially, the primeval fertility of
which it had been despoiled in punishment of his sin.

The productiveness thus imparted or restored to the earth became, in strict justice, the property of the individual
by whose labor it had been created, and this property in land is the first form of private property on record.

Sic in the original; probably “statue”.

111. Ed. Adverting: referring to in speaking or writing.

112. Ed. Maledicta terra in opere tuo: Google translates it as “cursed is the earth in thy work.” https://books.google.com/books?id=PJ-
0jL7B66WCEpg=PA137 connects it to Genesis 3:17: “17 To Adam he said, ‘Because you listened to your wife and ate fruit from the tree about which |
commanded you, ‘You must not eat from it,’ ‘Cursed is the ground because of you; through painful toil you will eat food from it all the days of your life.”
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Necessity of Labor Proves the Common Right to Land.

Although the earth, even in its present deteriorated state, is a splendid inheritance provided by the liberality of
God for the maintenance of man, it is, nevertheless, an inheritance which places him under the necessity of
patient, laborious toil in its cultivation and improvement, to extract from it the means necessary for his
subsistence.

The human race cannot now any longer live on the earth if they refuse to submit to the inevitable law of labor. No
man can fairly emancipate himself from that universal decree which has made it a necessity for every one “to earn
his bread in the sweat of his brow.” Now, the land of every country is to the people of that country or nation what
the earth is to the whole human race—that is to say, the land of every country is the gift of its Creator to the people
of that country; it is the patrimony and inheritance bequeathed to them by their common Father, out of which
they can by continuous labor and toil provide themselves with everything they require for their maintenance and
support, for their material comfort and enjoyment. God was perfectly free in the act by which He created us; but,
having created us, He bound himself by that act to provide us with the means necessary for our subsistence. The
land is the only means of this kind now known to us.

The Land of Every Country the Common Property of Its People.

The land, therefore, of every country is the common property of the people of that country, because its real
owner, the Creator who made it, has transferred it as a voluntary gift to them. “Terram autem dedit filiis hominum*13.”
Now, as every individual in that country is a creature and child of God, and as all His creatures are equal in His
sight, any settlement of the land of a country that would exclude the humblest man in that country from his share
of the common inheritance would be not only an injustice and a wrong to that man, but, moreover, would be an
impious resistance to the benevolent intentions of his Creator.

The Practical Problem—How Best to Use the Common Estate.

The great problem, then, that the nations, or, or what comes®® to the same thing, that the governments of nations,
have to solve is—what is the most profitable and remunerative investment they can make of this common property
in the interest and for the benefit of the people to whom it belongs. In other words, how can they bring the largest,
and, as far as possible, the most skilled amount of effective labor to bear on the proper cultivation and
improvement of the land?—how can they make it yield the largest amount of human food, human comforts and
human enjoyments—and how can its aggregate produce be divided so as to give every one the fairest and largest
share he is entitled to without passing over or excluding any one?

Security of Possession Necessary to Secure the Right of the Improver in the Fruits of His Labor.

Wherever, therefore, the principle of private property in land is carried out to the full extent that its justice and
the interests of the community demand, the land of that country will be parceled out in larger or smaller lots
among its people, on the plain principle of justice, that the increased fertility and productiveness which they shall
have imparted to the soil shall be their own, and that they shall have a strict right of property in the returns—no
matter how abundant—it shall yield to their capital and labor. The powerful principle of self-interest will thus be
brought to bear effectively and with all its energy and force on the cultivation and improvement of the soil; and as
the cultivators or farmers will have a strict right of property in the products which it shall yield to their labor and
capital, so it will be their highest interests, and they will make their best efforts to make them as large and as
abundant as possible. The returns, therefore, from the land will be the highest it is capable of yielding. To

113. Ed. “Terram autem dedit filiis hominum:” The earth hath he given to the children of men. See http://biblehub.com/psalms/115-16.htm
Sic in the original; probably “or what comes”.
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stimulate the production and enlarged growth of that invaluable property which is created in the development
and improvement of the soil, and to secure to its owner the certainty of enjoying all its uses and benefits, he must
have a right to the continued and undisturbed possession of his land.

The labor and capital necessary for the production of property of this kind are immediate; the returns to be
derived from it may be spread over many years, perhaps over all future time. No man will incur the expenditure if
others, not himself, are to be benefited by it. He might, no doubt, enjoy the full benefit of improvements already
made after a certain term of years; but to stimulate him to make further and larger improvements in the soil, and,
at the same time, to secure him a certainty of enjoying the full fruits of those he has already made, no term of
years can produce on men’s minds what has been most felicitously called “the magical effect of perpetuity of
tenure.”

Non-Improvers Can Have No Rights in Land.

The arguments, therefore, which prove that, in strict justice, as well as in the interests of the nation at large, a
landholder who is constantly improving and increasing the productiveness of his farm has a right to the
continued occupation of it, prove, too, that a non-improving land holder has no right to be left in the possession
of it at all. The people of a nation have too deep an interest in the productiveness of the land of the nation and in
the amount of human food it will yield to be able to allow any portion of it to remain in the hands of a man
through whose criminal indolence or incapacity it either produces nothing at all, or what will be much less than it
is capable of yielding. Thus, an improving land holder has by that very fact, in strict justice and in the higher
interests of the public, the title, and, indeed, the only unquestionable title that exists to the continued and
undisturbed possession of his land.

Security of Possession and Full Ownership of Products for the Common Good.

The occupier’s rights of property in the agricultural products of the land, in the permanent improvements he has
made, in the productiveness of the soil, and in the undisturbed occupation of his farm, while!?? he continues to
improve it, are all deeply rooted in the clearest principles of natural justice. They are, moreover, necessary and
sufficient to secure the highest permanent and progressive improvement of the soil, and to draw from it the
largest and most profitable returns it is capable of yielding. The legislature, therefore, which is bound to strive in
every reasonable way for the advancement of the public good, can hardly withhold its sanction and protection
from clear natural rights, which are of vital interest, not only to the cultivators themselves, but also to the well-
being of the nation at large. The agricultural products of the land of the nation will then be disposed of or
distributed among the people of the nation by the cultivators who produced them, on the principle of competitive
sale, and every one will receive a share of the whole at the price that it cost to produce it, and that will be
considerably less than it would cost himself to produce it. No one, therefore, has been called on to surrender his
share in the common property of the nation without getting an equivalent in return. No one has surrendered his
share in this property; every one has simply

p.6,col. 4

made a most profitable and remunerative investment of it.

A Just Right of Property in Improvements, But No Just Right of Property in Land Itself.

In the foregoing exposition of the principles of justice on the question of the tenure of land, I have made no
distinction between the landlords of a country and the tenant farmers who hold land under them, for in truth, on
the question of property in land there is no room for any such distinction. I am, however, quite ready to allow the

122. Ed. While this was written several years before the name “single tax” came into use, it is worth noting.
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full benefit of the rights of property in land, as I have explained them, to any landlord or tenant who has created
such property; but I cannot allow either to landlord or tenant any other or further rights of property in land than
those I have just enumerated. No individual or number of individuals can have a right of private property in the
land of a country in its original state, and antecedently to human culture; for in that state the land of a country
was and is still the public common property of the people of that country. Undoubtedly the people, by their
combined labor and industry, “have not made the land” of their country, but they have received it as a voluntary
free gift, and as a necessary means for their subsistence from their common Father and Creator, who did make it.
Besides, a right of property in land implies, as I have observed, a right of exclusion as well as of use in its enjoyment;
and, therefore, if any privileged class had a right of property in the land of a country they would have a right to
the exclusive use of the land of that country—that is to say, they would have a right to the exclusive use of all the
necessaries of life in that country, and the people would have no right to exist at all. Not only, then, would the
well-being but the very existence of the nation depend on the whim and caprice of a single class of the
community. Again, no class of men could have such a right of private property in the land of a nation—firstly,
because they could not by their own labor and industry have created such a right themselves, for “no man has
made the land;” and, secondly, because they could not have received that right, either by contract or free gift, from
any one who was competent to give it. The people of the nation could not give it, for if they were to barter, or sell,
or give away the land, they would expropriate the means that were necessary for their own subsistence, and that
would be tantamount to a nation committing suicide.

Individuals May Rightfully Collect Rent for Improvements in Land, But to Permit Them to Collect Rent for
Land Itself a Wanton Injustice.

The tracts of country known in England as the Bedford Level''4, and in Flanders as the Pays des waes!%

, were, not
so very long ago, as sterile, as barren, and even more useless than the bogs of our own country at this moment. By
an enormous expenditure, however, of capital and labor they have been drained, reclaimed and fertilized, till they
have at last become among the most productive lands in Europe. That productiveness is entirely the result of
human labor and industry, for nature did hardly anything for these lands. If the question, then, was asked: Who
has a right to charge or demand a rent for the use of the soil of these lands for agricultural or industrial uses? the
answer undoubtedly would be, the person who by his labor and capital had created all their productiveness, who
had imparted to them all the value they possess. In charging, therefore, a rent for the use of what he has produced,
he is only demanding a most just and equitable return for his capital—a fair and honest remuneration for his labor.

His right to demand this could not possibly be disputed.

The artificial productiveness of these tracts of country hardly equals, and certainly does not surpass, the natural
fertility of large districts of rich, luxuriant, arable and pasture lands in the county Meath, in this diocese. If it were
asked then who has a right to charge a rent for the use of the soil of these highly favored districts in Meath for
agricultural or industrial purposes, the answer should be that if human industry or labor had imparted to these
lands a real and substantial amount of artificial productiveness, by the cultivation and permanent improvement of
the soil, then the person who had created that productiveness had a perfect right to demand a rent for the use of

114. Ed. Bedford Level: The Bedford Level Corporation (or alternatively the Corporation of the Bedford Level) was founded in England in 1663 to manage
the draining of the Fens of East Central England. It formalised the legal status of the Company of Adventurers previously formed by the Duke of Bedford to
reclaim 95,000 acres of the Bedford Level. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bedford_Level_Corporation. See also The history of the drainage of the great
level of the fens, called Bedford Level, online at https://catalog.hathitrust.org/Record/001515245; and A Collection of Laws which Form the Constitution of
the Bedford Level Corporation (1761), online at https://books.google.com/books?id=bsQAAAAAMAAJ. The Bedford Level is also noted for experiments to
measure the curvature of the earth. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bedford_Level_experiment.

115. Ed. Pays de waes:The Waasland is a Belgian region. It is part of the Belgian provinces of East Flanders and Antwerp. The other borders of the Land
van Waas are with the Scheldt and Durme rivers. The (informal) capital and major city of the region is Sint-Niklaas. It is also called the Land van Waas (Land
of Waas); Waas most likely refers to the soggy soil of the region although the exact etymology is unknown. One possibility is a connection to the English
word “wasteland”. The swamps that characterized it have long been drained although many fields are still noticeably convex; the result of many years of
plowing the topsoil towards the center to improve drainage. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Waasland
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it. But who, it may be further asked, has a right to demand a rent for the natural fertility of these lands “which no
man made,” and which, in fact, is not the result of human industry and labor at all? The answer here, also, should
be, he who had produced it. But who produced it? God. If God, then, demanded a rent for the use of these lands,
He would undoubtedly be entitled to it. But God does does not sell His gifts or charge a rent for the use of
anything He has produced. He does not sell; but He gives or bestows, and in bestowing His gifts He shows no
respect of persons. If, then, all God’s creatures are in a condition of perfect equality relatively to this gift of the
land, no one can have an exceptional right to claim more than a fair share of what was intended equally for all, and
what is, indeed, directly or indirectly, a necessary of life for each of them. When all, therefore, relatively to this
gift, are perfectly equal, and nobody has any real claim to it; when all equally need the liberality and generosity of
God in it, and no one can afford, or is willing, to part with his share in it—to alienate it from any or all of them
would be to do them a wanton injustice and grievous wrong, and would be a direct disappointment to the
intentions of the donor besides.

The Whole People the True Owners of the Land.

When, therefore, a privileged class arrogantly claims a right of private property in the land of a country, that claim
is simply unintelligible, except on the broad principle that the land of a country is not a free gift at all, but solely a
family inheritance; that it is not a free gift which God has bestowed on His creatures, but an inheritance which He
has left to His children; that they, therefore, being God’s eldest sons!!®, inherit this property by right of
succession; that the rest of the world have no share or claim to it, on the ground that their origin is tainted with
the stain of illegitimacy. The world, however, will hardly submit to this shameful imputation of its own
degradation, especialy-'®® when it is not sustained by even a shadow of reason.

[ infer, therefore, that no individual or class of individuals can hold a right of private property in the land of a
country; that the people of that country, in their public corporate capacity, are, and always must be, the real
owners of the land of their country—holding an indisputable title to it, in the fact that they received it as a free gift
from its creator, and as a necessary means for preserving and enjoying the life He has bestowed upon them.

Distinction Between the Right of the Individual and the Right of the Community.

Usufruct!¥, therefore, is the highest form of property that individuals can hold in land. On the other hand, I have
shown that the cultivator’s right of property in the produce of the land, in the improvements he has made in the
productiveness of the land, and in its undisturbed occupation, as long as he continues to improve it—that these
various rights are all founded on the strictest principles of justice, and that their recognition and protection by the
state will secure for the land the highest culture and improvement it is capable of receiving, and will draw from i,
without fail, the largest returns of human food it is capable of yielding. On these immutable principles of justice

116. Ed. God’s eldest sons: Primogeniture is the right, by law or custom, of the paternally acknowledged, firstborn son to inherit his parent’s entire or main
estate, in preference to daughters, elder illegitimate sons, younger sons and collateral relatives. The son of a deceased elder brother inherits before a living
younger brother by right of substitution for the deceased heir. In the absence of any children, brothers succeed, individually, to the inheritance by seniority of
age (subject to substitution). Among siblings, sons inherit before daughters. In the absence of male descendants in the male-line, there are variations of
primogeniture which allocate the inheritance to a daughter or a brother or, in the absence of either, to another collateral relative, in a specified order . . . The
principle has applied in history to inheritance of real property (land) as well as inherited titles and offices, most notably monarchies, continuing until modified
or abolished. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Primogeniture

Sic in the original; probably “especially”.

117. Ed. Usufruct is a right of enjoyment, enabling a holder to derive profit or benefit from property that either is titled to another person or which is held in
common ownership, as long as the property is not damaged or destroyed. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Usufruct See also http://www.wealthandwant.com/
themes/Usufruct.html Thomas Jefferson wrote to James Madison in 1789 as follows: The question Whether one generation of men has a right to bind
another, seems never to have been started either on this or our side of the water. Yet it is a question of such consequences as not only to merit decision, but
place also, among the fundamental principles of every government. The course of reflection in which we are immersed here on the elementary principles of
society has presented this question to my mind; and that no such obligation can be so transmitted | think very capable of proof. - | set out on this ground,
which | suppose to be self evident, “that the earth belongs in usufruct to the living”: that the dead have neither powers nor rights over it. The portion occupied
by an individual ceases to be his when himself ceases to be, and reverts to the society. See http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/
v1ch2s23.html
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and right, the order, progress and welfare of society depend. They allow free scope and hold out the highest
encouragement to the fullest development of the energy and activity of human industry and enterprise, by
securing to everyone the full fruits of his labor, and recognizing in him a right of property to all that his hands
produce. They guarantee to him immunity and protection from disturbance as long as he devotes himself with
earnestness and zeal to his industrial pursuits. On the other hand, if a man, through indolence or incompetence,
allows his land to run wild, to return to its primitive sterility and barrenness, so as to produce nothing at all, or, at
all events, much less than it is capable of yielding, it is no hardship to that man if these principles call on him to
surrender a trust which he held

p.6,col. 5
from society, and which, to the great detriment of society, he has so grieviously®° abused. Finally, it is no injustice

to refuse the remuneration of labor to those who have not labored at all. This usufruct, therefore, is a right of
property in land which is held mainly for the benefit of the public and for the advancement of the general
interests of the community.

And yet the general interests of the community are hardly distinguishable from the private interests of the
usufructuary®. The larger the amount of permanent improvements made in the soil, and the richer and the more
abundant returns it will yield, the better will it be for both interests. An usufructuary or farmer who labors might
and main119120.121 f5r his own self-interests, labors with the same amount of earnestness and zeal for the interests
of the public as well. But it is the consideration of the public interests that will determine the continuity of his
occupancy. The continuity of his occupancy entirely depends on the continuity of its real, practical effectiveness
for the advancement of the interests of the public. The moment it ceases to be useful and beneficial to the public
welfare, that moment it ceases to have a right to exist any longer. If individuals could have a right of private
property in land, that right would not be fettered by these responsibilities; in fact, it would not be liable to any
responsibility at all. The ownership of reclaimed tracts of land like the Bedford level approximates closely,
without, however, fully realizing, to a right of private property in land. The owner of the Bedford level is not
responsible to society for the management of that property, nor is he bound to have any regard to its interests in
the use he wishes to make of it. Being master of his own free actions, he was not bound to create that property for
the benefit of society, but for his own, and he may now make whatever use he pleases of it. If through
mismanagement it produces less than it is capable of yielding, that is his own affair altogether. If he allowed it to
return to its original sterility society might regret that it suffered a great loss, but it could not complain that he did
it an injustice or a wrong,

The distinction, therefore, between the two rights of property in land is essential and fundamental, and it is
absolutely necessary to apprehend it clearly and to bear it distinctly in mind. Now, there is nothing novel or
startling in the common and inalienable right of property which I have shown every people possesses in the land
of its country. I know of no writer on political economy who disputes it, although I am familiar with the works of
many of the most eminent of them.

That the Rent of Land Should Go to the Community a Design of the Divine Providence.

I think, therefore, that I may fairly infer, on the strength of authority as well as of reason, that the people are and
always must be the real owners of the land of their country. This great social fact appears to me to be of
incalculable importance, and it is fortunate indeed that on the strictest principles of justice it is not clouded even

Sic in the original; probably “grievously”.

118. Ed. Usufructuary: 1: one having the usufruct of property; 2: one having the use or enjoyment of something.

119. Ed. Might and main: with all one’s strength or power.

120. Ed. Spoliation: 1. the action of ruining or destroying something; “the spoliation of the countryside;” 2. the action of taking goods or property from
somewhere by illegal or unethical means; “the spoliation of the Church” (Placed approximately.)

121. Ed. Superadd: add (something) to what has already been added. (Placed approximately.)
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by a shadow of uncertainty or doubt. There is, moreover, a charm and a peculiar beauty in the clearness with
which it reveals the wisdom and the benevolence of the designs of Providence in the admirable provision He has
made for the wants and the necessities of that state of social existence of which He is the author, and in which the
very instincts of nature tell us we are to spend our lives. A vast public property, a great national fund, has been
placed under the dominion and at the disposal of the nation to supply itself abundantly with resources necessary
to liquidate the expenses of its government, the administration of its laws and the education of its youth, and to
enable it to provide for the suitable sustenation and support of its criminal and pauper population. One of the
most interesting peculiarities of this property is that its value is never stationary; it is constantly progressive and
increasing in a direct ratio to the growth of the population; and the very causes that increase and multiply the
demands made on it increase proportionately its ability to meet them, as I shall clearly show further on.

Landlordism Takes the Patrimony of the People.

Let the democracy of England, as well as of Ireland, learn the melancholy fate that has overtaken this splendid
inheritance which God has placed in their hands, and which would have saved them the £80,000,000 which they
now annually pay by direct and indirect taxation for the government of the country. That patrimony was once
theirs by right, and by right it is theirs still; but, in fact, it is theirs no longer; a class has wrested the land from the
people of the country and now hold a strict monopoly in it. They sell it out to the people as if it were an ordinary
article of private property and solely the result of their own capital and labor. The rents which the landlords draw
from their lands is an income which they derive from the sale of what are avowedly God’s gifts, which “no man
made.” If they had only claimed the right of selling the use of the permanent improvements they had made in the
soil, by the capital and labor they had expended on it, no one could dispute the justice of their demand; but any
element of income that might possibly be derived from this source is called, in the language of political economy,
not rent, but profit.

If the “Bedford level,” and the rich tract of land in Meath with which I have compared it, were to be leased out to
tenant farmers for a given term of years, the one would fetch quite as much rent as the other. The farmer would
not concern himself much in inquiring into the source from which the fertility of the land was derived; all his
solicitude and inquiries would be directed to the existence of the fact that the fertility was there, and which of
them possessed it in the higher degree. The rent which the owner of the “Bedford level” would receive for the use
of his land would be just and equitable remuneration to which he was entitled for the expenditure of his labor and
capital, whilst the Meath proprietor would receive as high a reward for having done nothing at all. Only that his
income is so wofully wanting in justice, the condition of the Meath proprietor would certainly be enviable.

The Price of Land a Monopoly Price.

But this privileged class not merely sells the use of God’s gifts, but extort for them a price which is most unjust
and exorbitant; in fact, they hardly ever sell them at less than scarcity or famine prices. If a man wants to buy a
suit of broadcloth, the price he will be required to pay for it will amount to very little more than what it cost to
produce it—and yet that suit of clothes may be a requirement of such necessity or utility to him that he would
willingly pay three times the amount it actually cost rather than submit to the inconvenience of doing without it.
On the other hand, the manufacturer would extort the last shilling he would be willing to give for it, only that he
knows there are scores of other manufacturers ready to undersell him if he demanded much more than the cost of
its production. The price, therefore, of commodities of all kinds that can be produced on a large scale, and to an
indefinite extent, will depend on the cost required to produce them, or at least that part of them which is
produced at the highest expense. But there is a limited class of commodities whose selling price has no relation or
dependence at all on the cost at which they have been produced; for example, rare wines that grow only on soils of
limited extent; paintings by the old masters; statues of exquisite beauty and finish by celebrated sculptors; rare
books, bronzes and medals, and provisions or articles of human food, in cities during a siege, and more generally
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in times of scarcity and famine—these commodities are limited in quantity, and it is physically impossible in the
circumstances existing to increase, multiply, or augment them further. The seller of these commodities, not being
afraid of competition, can put any price he pleases on them short of the purchaser’s extreme estimate of their
necessity, utility, or advantage to themselves. Fabulous sums of money, therefore, have been expended in the
purchase of such commodities—sometimes to indulge a taste for the fine arts; sometimes to satisfy a passion for
the rare and the beautiful; and, sometimes, too, to gratify a feeling of vanity or ambition to be the sole proprietors of
objects of antiquarian interest and curiosity. On the other hand, enormous sums of money
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have been paid in times of scarcity or during a siege for the commonest necessaries of life, or, failing these, for

substitutes that have been requisitioned for human food, the use of which would make one shudder in
circumstances of less pressing necessity. Now the land is a commodity that strictly belongs to this class. It is
limited in extent, and no human power can enlarge or extend its area. The competition for it is excessive, and the
competitors are struggling for its attainment—not for the purpose of satisfying a taste for the fine arts, or to gratify
a passion for the rare or the beautiful, but to secure a necessary means of existence: for they must live on and by
the land, or they cannot live at all. The owner, therefore, of that land can put on it any rent he pleases, and the
poor people competing for it have no choice but to accept his terms or die in a ditch or a poor house. Under the
present system of land tenure, the owners are not only enabled, but actually exact for the use of the land the last
shilling the tenant is able to pay, leaving him only what is barely sufficient to keep him from dying. Mr. Mill, who
is the highest of all authorities on this subject, thus writes on the letting of land as it is actually carried out in
Ireland: “With individual exceptions (some of them very honorable ones) the owners of Irish estates do nothing
for the land but drain it of its produce. What has been epigrammatically said in the discussions on ‘peculiar
burthens’ is literally true when applied to them, that the greatest ‘burthen’ on the land is the landlords. Returning
nothing to the soil, they consume its whole produce, minus the potatoes strictly necessary to keep the inhabitants
from dying of famine.”

Landlordism Confiscates the Work of Improvers.

But the present system of land tenure not merely enables a class to exact from the people of the country a famine
price for the use of the land which God made, but it also enables them to charge a rent for the use of the
improvements on the land which the people themselves made, which is purely the result of their own industry and
capital, and which, in fact, on the strictest principles of justice, their own private property®®. With the knowledge
and experience which we have acquired all our lives long of the transactions that are daily taking place between
landlords and tenants, the clearest and most convincing proof that can be given of this fact will perhaps be found
in the plain and simple statement of it.

The land of Ireland would at this moment still be in its original state of nature, had it not been drained, cleared,
reclaimed and fertilized by the enormous outlay of labor and capital which has been expended on it by the people
of the present day and their forefathers in past generations. The landlords contributed nothing, or next to
nothing, for its improvement.

What has become of this enormous property? The correct answer to this question will, I think, be found to be that
one part of it had been wantonly wasted and destroyed; that the landlords have coolly appropriated to their own
use a second part of it, and that the people pay, at the present moment, a rent for the use of the residue of what
was once all their own property. In the one county of Meath, in this diocese, there are about [369,0007] acres of
land laid down in grass seeds or pasture. That vast territory was nearly all parceled out about the commencement
of this century in farms of various sizes, ranging from ten to seventy, eighty or a hundred acres each. These farms

Sic in the original; probably “justice, is their own private property”.
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were dotted over with clean, commodious, comfortable, whitewashed dwellings, with offices, outhouses and the
plant of well-to-do farmers. These dwellings were occupied by a race of the most laborious, industrious, hard-
working and virtuous people that ever lived in any country. But, owing to the iniquitous system of land tenure,
they have been almost all mercilessly evicted and swept away, and every vestige of the vast amount of human life,
industry, contentment and happiness that once flourished on these lands has been so carefully obliterated that,
looking at them in their present melancholy solitude, one would imagine them to have been “prairie lands” since
the creation. The property which these poor people possessed in their dwellings and farm houses has been thus
wantonly destroyed, and the permanent improvements they had created in the productiveness of the soil were
coolly appropriated by the landlords who evicted them. Until the Irish land league interfered with their
operations, these exterminators sold out by public auction every year the use of the people’s property, as well as
the natural productiveness of the soil, to cattle dealers, for a term of nine, ten or eleven months, and at a rent
ranging from £4 to £6 an acre; and they drew from their estates an income twice, and in many instances three
times as large as the few honest and honorable proprietors in their neighborhood who never evicted anyone at all.
I need hardly direct attention to the notorious fact that those who have been suffered to remain, were only too
glad to be allowed the privilege of paying a rent for the use of the residue of what was once their own property,

Landlordism Prevents Improvements.

But the truth is, if the landlords only confiscated the enormous property created on the land by the people’s capital
and labor for ages up to the present moment, a word of complaint would not be heard against them. The great
grievance of which the people complain is that, even still, if the tenant has the folly to expend his labor and capital
in the permanent improvements which the soil so sadly requires, the landlords are on the lookout to appropriate it
at once, and put a fresh increase of rent on him for the use of his own property. Quite recently, therefore, the
nation has earnestly appealed to the legislature, through the Bessborough and Richmond commissions, to protect
the property which the people were ready to create in the permanent improvement of the soil, by barring the
landlord’s right to appropriate it or charge a fresh rent for the use of it. Even the tory section of the Richmond
commission were so struck with the manifest injustice of the arbitrary power by which the landlord can put any
rent he pleases not only on the land, but on the tenant’s permanent improvements in the land, that they virtually
recommend the government to leave the tenants no longer ’at their mercyS®. “Bearing in mind,” they say, “the
system by which the improvements and equipments of a farm are very generally the work of the tenant, and the
fact that a yearly tenant is at any time liable to have his rent raised in consequence of the increased value that has
been given to his holding by the expenditure of his own capital and labor, the desire of legislative interference to
protect him from an arbitrary increase of rent does not seem unnatural.

An Open Violation of the Principles of Justice.

Under such a state of things one may well ask, is it in human nature that anyone could have the heart or the
enterprise to expend his labor and capital on the permanent improvement of the soil exclusively for the benefit of
others, and with a certainty that he will be charged an increased rent for the use of his own property? How can
any government allow the land of a nation to remain in the hands of a class of men who will not improve it
themselves, or allow others to improve it either? How can any just government suffer any longer a system of land
tenure which inflicts irreparable ruin on the general industry and prosperity of a nation, and which is maintained
solely for the purpose of giving the landlords an opportunity of plundering the class of industrious, improving
tenants which it is specially bound to protect and defend? Such open violations of the fundamental principles of
justice and of public morality, would make one who has thoroughly thought the case out, ask himself whether he
was really in the region of hard, stern facts and realities, or only in an ideal of fancy or of fiction. The essential and
immutable principles of justice used certainly to be—that everyone had a right of property in the hard-earned

Sic in the original; probably “no longer at their mercy.”.
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fruits of his labor; that whatever property a man had made by the expenditure of his capital, his industry and his
toil, was really his own; that he, and he alone, had a right to all the benefits, the advantages and enjoyments that
that property yielded; and that if anyone else meddled with that property against his will, continued on p. 7 -

[continued on page 7] (no “continued” line is printed; the sentence runs on at the top of page 7, col. 1: “interfered
with him in its enjoyment, he ...”)
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« continued from p. 6 or interfered with him in its enjoyment, he was thereby guilty of the crimes of theft and of
robbery, which the eternal law of God, as well as the laws of all nations, reprobated and punished with such
severity.

But the principles which underlie the existing system of land tenure, and which impart to it its specific and
distinctive character, are exactly the reverse of these. The principles on which that system is based are—that one
privileged class do not require to labors® for their livelihood at all; that they have an exclusive right to all the
advantages, the comforts and enjoyments that can be derived from a splendid property: which exacted no patient,
painful or self-denying efforts of labor to create it or to acquire it; and which, in fact, they inherited without any
sacrifice at all. That being a singularly favored race, and being all God’s eldest sons, the rest of the world must
humbly acknowledge themselves to be their inferiors in rank, lineage, condition and dignity. That this superiority
of rank gives them a right to sell out God’s gifts as if they were purely the products of their own labor and
industry, and that they can exact in exchange for them famine or scarcity prices. Finally, that they enjoy the
enviable privilege of appropriating the hard-earned property of others against their wills, and do them no wrong
even if they charge them a rent for the use of what would really appear to be their own.

Landlordism Robs All Classes.

Hitherto we have confined ourselves almost exclusively to the consideration of the various forms of injustice, and
the spoliation of private property which the existing system of land tenure enables the proprietors of the soil to
inflict on the tenant farmers of Ireland. But the tenant farmers, though a numerous, an influential and an
important section of the nation, are, after all, not the nation. Despite our cruel misgovernment in the past, some
few of our national industries still survive, as well as the industry of the cultivation of the soil. Then there are,
moreover, certain trades and professions whose services are indispensable to any nation that has any claims to be
considered civilized.

But the Irish system of land tenure wrongs and impoverishes not only those who live by and on the land, but all
other classes in the community as well. It robs not only the cultivators of the soil, but every man in the
community, of a substantial portion of the hard-earned fruits of his labor, no matter what the trade or profession
in which he may labor for his living. It is, therefore, not a local or a particular grievance, but a great national
injustice, and that, I think, is its most objectionable peculiarity. I have already shown that the land of every
country is the public property of the people of that country, and consequently, that its exclusive appropriation by
a class is a substantial injustice and wrong done to every man in that country, whom it robs of his fair share of the
common inheritance. Then the injustice of this appropriation is enormously enhanced by the fact that it further
enables the landlords, without any risk or trouble, and in fact makes it a matter of course for them, to appropriate
a vast share of the earnings of the nation besides. They plundered the people first of God’s gifts in the land, and

Sic in the original; probably “by”.
Sic in the original; probably “labor”.
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that act of spoliation puts them under a sort of necessity cf>¢ plundering them again of an enormous amount of
their direct earnings and wages. The line of argument that leads directly to this conclusion seems abundantly
clear. I have already observed that the chief peculiarity of the land of a country was that its value was never
stationary, that it was always progressive and rising, that in fact it increased in a direct ratio with the growth of
the population and the advancing progress of the industry of the nation.

Land Values Intended by Providence for Public Purposes.

It would seem as if Providence had destined the land to serve as a large economical reservoir, to catch, to collect
and preserve the overflowing streams of wealth that are constantly escaping from the great public industrial
works that are always going on in communities that are progressive and prosperous. Besides the permanent
improvements that are made in the land itself, and which increase its productiveness and value, there are other
industrial works not carried out on the land itself, but on its surroundings and in its vicinity, and which enhance
its value very considerably. A new road is made for the accommodation of a district; a new bridge is thrown across
ariver or a stream to make two important localities accessible to each other; a new railway passes close by and
connects it with certain large and important centers of industry; a new factory or a new mill is erected, or a new
town is built in the neighborhood. Industrial works like these add very materially to the value of all the land in
their vicinity. It is a well known fact that a new railway has in several instances doubled the value of the land
through which it passed, in consequence of the increased facilities it had afforded for the sale of its agricultural
products. In every state of society, which is progressive and improving, such industrial works are continually going
on, and hence the value of the land is rising also everywhere in value.

Why Wages Do Not Increase.

But its value rises enormously with the enlarged growth of the population of a nation, and with the increased
productiveness of its industry. The United kingdom itself furnishes an example that is singularly illustrative of
this fact. “A given exertion,” says Mr. Cairns®, “of British labor and capital will now produce in a great many
directions five, ten or twenty times, in some instances perhaps a hundred times, the result which an equal exertion
would have produced a hundred years ago. It is not probable that industry is, in any direction whatever, less
productive now than it was then; yet the rate of wages, as measured by the real well being of the laborer, has
certainly not advanced in anything like a corresponding degree; while it may be doubted if the rate of profit has
advanced at all.” A given amount, then, of British capital and labor is now ten or twenty times more effective than
a hundred years ago, while, on the other hand, the quantity of such effective labor and capital now engaged in
British industrial production is perhaps twenty times larger now than formerly.

Now, the ordinary food of the operatives and people of every country is what is called “the raw products of the
soil:” that is to say, the beef, the mutton, the bacon, the poultry, the eggs, the milk, the butter, the flour, the meal,
the potatoes, and the vegetables that spring directly from the soil, and that require only the simplest and the most
inexpensive industrial processes to fit them for immediate use. “The raw products of the soil” will then be sold to
the operatives as to other people at the highest price they will bring, on the principle of open competition and
free sale. When, therefore, the competition is thus for the necessaries and luxuries of life, and that the competitors
must be reckoned by millions, and that their means for purchasing must be reckoned by hundreds of millions, the
demand for the raw products must be enormous, and the prices which they will bring must range very high. This
enormous demand will exhaust all the food-producing resources of the country till a point is reached at which a
further supply of food from the soil would cost more than its production in foreign countries, plus the expense of
its carriage and delivery here. The prices, therefore, of “the raw products” thus ranging very high, the value of the

Sic in the original; probably “of”.
Sic in the original; probably “Cairnes”.
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soil which produced them also rises enormously; indeed, the vast sums which the nation pays for its food, for
nearly all the necessaries and many of the luxuries of life, pass directly, and with little expense or trouble, into the
hands of those who hold the ownership of the land, with the single deduction of the remuneration due to the
usufructuaries or farmers. If the land had not been appropriated by individuals and diverted from the original
purpose for which Providence had intended it, the high prices which the nation thus imposes on itself by the
vastness of its numbers and by the abundance of its wealth, in the purchase of the raw products of the soil, should
be regarded as a most just and natural tax, which it instinctively levies on itself to realize the large sums that are
necessary for the support of its public burdens.

But now the great national property which Providence had destined for the support of the public burdens of
society has been

p.7 col. 2
diverted from its original purpose to minister to the wants, the necessities, and perhaps the extravagance of class.

The explanation of this extraordinary act of national spoliation will be found in the fact that hitherto this class
could just do as it pleased; the government of the country lay for centuries exclusively in its hands, and despite the
combined influence of English radicalism and Irish obstructionism it is practically in its hands still.

The enormous value then thus superadded to the land from the two sources just indicated pass directly with the
land itself into the hands of those who own it. Those who hold the ownership of the land hold also the ownership
of all the accessions of value it receives from all quarters. This increase in the value of their property cost no
sacrifice, demanded no painful effort of labor. Even while they slept their rent rolls went on increasing and
multiplying.

The value continually imparted to the land by the industrial exertions of the community, in the construction of
harbors and bridges, in the making of new roads and railways, in the erection of new factories, mills and houses,
etc., has all gone with the land, has all been confiscated and appropriated by the owners of the soil. Professor
Cairns feels sorely perplexed to account for some of the anomalous results of this appropriation. “A bale of cloth,”
he says, “a machine, a house, owes its value to the labor expended upon it, and belongs to the person who expends
or employs the labor; a piece of land owes its value, so far as its value is effecteds® by the causes [ am now
considering, not to the labor expended on the land, but to that expended on something else—to the labor
expended in making a railroad or in building houses in an an adjoining town, and the value thus added to the land
belongs not to the persons who have made the railroads or built the houses, but to some one who may not have
been aware that these operations were being carried on—nay, who perhaps has exerted all his efforts to prevent
their being carried on. How many landlords have their rent rolls doubled by railways made in their despite!” It
never occurred to Mr. Cairns that he had here given, quite unconsciously to himself, an unanswerable argument,
ex absurdo, to prove the injustice of the appropriation of the land. If the land has not been confiscateds® no such
absurd or unjust result could have followed. The value imparted by labor to the land, exactly like “the bale of cloth,
the house or the machine,” would belong to the persons who expended or employed that labor, that is to say, to the
public, by whose industrial exertions it had been created.

Lastly, the vast accessions of value which the land is constantly receiving from the proceeds of that “self-imposed
tax” which the nation levies of itself in the high prices it pays for the “raw products of the soil,” together with the
increased productiveness of the soil itself, go all, as Mr. Cairns is forced to confess, “neither to profits nor to wages
nor to the public at large, but to swell a fund ever growing, even while its proprietors sleep—to the rent roll of the
owner of the soil.”

Sic in the original; probably “affected”.
Sic in the original; probably “had not been confiscated”.
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Private Property in Land the Real Robber of Labor.

Thus the appropriation of God’s gifts in the land led naturally, and as a matter of course, to the appropriation of
an enormous amount of the wages and earnings of the nation, which, in the designs of Providence, kept
constantly dropping into the land, accumulating on the land, and adding to the value of the land: not for the
enrichment of the landlords, but for the support of the public burdens of the state. Now a system of land tenure
which thus despoils the people of a nation of a vast amount of their earnings, which transfers a valuable property
which they have created by the patient, painful and self-denying efforts of their labor, to a class who do not labor
at all, and make no sacrifices whatever, can, I think, be fairly characterized as a system of national spoliation. The
hard-working, industrious masses of the nation are taxed twice, and for an enormous amount each time. They are
taxed first for the benefit of the owners of the soil, to supply them with all the comforts, the enjoyments and the
luxuries which they desire, and they are taxed again to the amount of eighty millions annually for the government
and defense of the country. With two such enormous drains on the productive industry and labor of the country, I
cannot share in the astonishment which Mr. Cairns feels at finding that, notwithstanding the increased
productiveness of British industry, “the rate of wages, as measured by the real well-being of the laborer,” has not
improved to any material extent, while it may be doubted whether the rate of profit has advanced at all. Both
capitalists and operatives, therefore, are intensely disappointed and supremely dissatisfied with these
disheartening results, and mutually reproach each other with fraud and foul dealing in the division of their
common earnings. Their mutual misunderstandings and rival claims to a larger share than they actually receive
have given rise to “lock-outs” on the one side and “strikes” on the other; to combinations of capitalists among the
employers and “trades unions” among the laborers. Thus their mutual relations, which ought to be of the
friendliest character, have at last settled down into the permanent form of an insane internecine war, which
inflicts irreparable injury on the common interests of both. It never occurs to either side that a third party could
possibly be liable to blame. I think I have shown that neither party has received, or at all events can retain for his
own use and enjoyment, its fair share of their common earnings. The existing system of land tenure, like a great
national thief, robs both parties of an enormous amount of their earnings for the benefit of a class who do not
labor at all. As the operatives complain the louder, so the case they make against the capitalists seems really the
weaker and the worse founded of the two. Mr. Cairnes, with many others, proved to evidence that unless in rare
and exceptional cases it is perfectly impossible for the capitalist to withhold from the operatives their fair share of
their common earnings.

Does it therefore follow that the strong, widespread and permanent feeling of discontent which prevails among
the laborers is the result of fancy or imagination, having no solid foundation whatever in fact? Undoubtedly this
feeling proves the laborers to have substantial grievances, although I think they failed to trace them to the causes
that have really produced them. The money wages of the English operative is now considerably higher than in any
past period of English history. But if his money wages is now high, the price of the raw products of the soil, that is
to say, of the necessaries and comforts of life, is vastly higher still. A given amount of money will not now procure
for him the same quantity of food and of the other necessaries of life as formerly. In purchasing the raw products
of the soil, he must pay not only for the necessaries and comforts of life which he enjoys himself] but also for the
comforts and luxuries which go to the enjoyment of the owners of the soil. The price, therefore, of the raw
products is a payment and a tax; a payment for what he consumes himself, and a tax for what is consumed by
others. Then, again, a vast margin of the earnings of the English people is expended in direct and indirect
taxation. The public burdens of every nation fall mainly on the vast masses of that nation, and the operatives of
England are the vast masses of the English nation.
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The Only Hope for Labor—“Back to the Land.”

If the English operatives could only retain for their own use and benefit the vast sums which, under the existing
system of land tenure, go on the one hand to the owners of the soil, and the sums that an economical system of
taxation would save for them on the other, their material comforts and enjoyments would be multiplied a hundred
fold. Under the existing state of things their condition is utterly incapable of any improvement in the future.
Political economists can see no possible way in which English operatives can permanently improve their
condition, except they have recourse to that revolting and unnatural expedient of voluntarily restraining and
limiting their numbers. “This, then,” says Mr. Cairnes—the limitation of his numbers—*“is the circumstance on
which, in the last resort, any improvement at all of a permanent kind in the laborer’s condition turns.” If the self-
commissioned apostles who preach this new doc-
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trine only warned the people against the consequences of reckless and improvident marriages. I would®® join and

go with them heartily. But when they advise them (as they seem to me to do) to increase and multiply according to
the requirements of trade, and in such proportions as they may be wanted in, for the benefit of their betters; when
they advise them to increase and multiply only when trade is prosperous, prices are high and commerce flourishes,
I am heartily opposed to them. These teachings appear to me not only unchristian, but revolting and unnatural;
and their wickedness is only surpassed by the astounding ignorance of human nature, which they reveal in men
who ought to be better informed. The British workman has no need to have recourse to such an unnatural
expedient for the purpose of improving his condition. The chief, the fundamental obstacle he will have to
overcome, will be found in the existing system of land tenure. British operatives and capitalists, of all men living,
appear to me to have the largest and deepest interest in a thorough and radical reformation in the system of land
tenure in our country as well as in their own. Trades unions, therefore, instead of wasting their energies and
resources in a fruitless struggle with capitalists, would do well to turn their attention in this direction. They have a
wide field here for their efforts, and their labors here cannot possibly be fruitless. The rallying cry of capitalists
and laborers ought to be—“BACK TO THE LAND.”

LAND AND LABOR.

Testimony From Many Men of One Mind on the Land Question.

Communications relating to land and labor clubs continue to pour in at the headquarters at room 28, Cooper
union. The movement to which they relate is attracting support such as was given to the anti-slavery agitation a
quarter of a century ago. It is enlisting the heartiest efforts of earnest men and women in every state and territory
of the Union. The spread of the movement is outlined in hundreds of such letters as the following:1?3

J.J. McGrath, Houston, Tex.—I will give you a piece of news that I think must be interesting. It is that the majority
of the legal fraternity of this city are in hearty accord with the land tax reform of Mr. George. I have done all that I
could with my pen, and am ready to push the matter in any other possible way.

C. Moeller, Minneapolis, Minn.—Mr. Pentecost’s speech, as published in THE STANDARD, fairly set the blood
boiling in the veins of the men here. He would find lots of cobwebs in this region, but our local clubs are miniature
anti-cobweb societies and are doing good work. That cartoon of Mr. George and Dr. McGlynn in the last number

Sic in the original; probably “marriages, | would”.

123. Ed. This is likely a reference to the 1887-05-18 issue of Puck; the Keppler cartoon is titled “The Poverty Problem Solved.” See http://www.coxrail.com/
puck-judge/full-display.asp, https://archive.org/details/selectionofcarto00kepp at page 163. See also Samuel J. Thomas: “Maligning Poverty’s
Prophet,”online at https://www.questia.com/library/journal/1P3-50242221/maligning-poverty-s-prophet-puck-henry-george-and. (Placed approximately.)
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of Puck is truly a wonderful production. Ridicule is the last prop to a weak argument. I notice that Puck suggests
building a fence around Mr. George and Dr. McGlynn. I wonder they never thought of that before. Almost
everything else has been fenced in. We had an open meeting in the first ward last night. About three hundred were
in attendance and the most intense interest prevailed. The principal speaker maintained that a single tax on land
values was the correct idea, but that the chief obstacle to the success of our reform was the confusion of thought
in many minds of land values with land, adding that land is almost all of it in the country, but that land values are
chiefly to be found in the cities and towns.

W. E. Miller, Kansas City, Mo.—We have just elected the following officers for our club: Mr. W. W. Hapgood,
president; Timothy Murphy, treasurer, and myself secretary.

Geo. M. Price, editor of the Arbeiter Zeitung, Buffalo, N. YS°.—A club has been formed in my ward. August
Winkelmann is president and myself, secretary, and another club in the Third ward, of which Mr. Rolov is
president and Gustav Henke, secretary. You will hear good reports from here.

W. H. Van Ornum??*, Chicago, Ill.-I have been having a little controversy with the Chicago Tribune; only when it
began to be alittle interesting they shut me out. The Labor Enquirer will print my last letter to Mr. Medill. I asked
that gentleman some questions which he did not seem to be able to answer. I told him that if Mr. George’s
arguments were weak their weakness must be shown, and that if they were based on false premises this must be
made apparent. “Don’t tell us,” I wrote, “what you guess might happen from the adoption of Mr. George’s theory.
Don’t tell us it would mean the dispossession of the small holder from his little home, and the taking from him of
his earnings. Don’t say that if this theory is carried out there would not be ownership in anything. Don’t predict
that we want to have those who have been industrious and saving divide with us, for, indeed, the opposite of these
propositions is true. We hold that the land tax reform would give to every man a more secure possession than
now; that it would give a man absolute ownership of the products of his labor, and that what is needed is to
prevent land grabbers from dividing with us the proceeds of our labor, taking the biggest portion, too.” Perhaps it
was too much to expect Mr. Medill to print so much plain Saxon?® as that.

J. H., Lancaster, Pa.—Every new advocate counts, and I have made three converts lately to the land reform. One of
them has hitherto been a very active democrat, but he now declares himself ready to support any party that will
take up the land tax reform proposed by Mr. George. I will do everything I can. We workingmen in this beautiful
town are slaves of the worst kind, and bitterly need to be emancipated.

John B. Dempsey, secretary D. A. 17, K. of L., St. Louis, Mo.—I honestly believe that Dr. McGlynn did more good
here for the cause of labor in his two hours’ speech, or rather sermon, than our best efforts could accomplish in a
year. At the municipal election last April we had a “union labor” ticket in the field, but in our platform, as adopted
by the convention, we had a plank which read in substance as follows: “We believe that the best interests of the
masses of the people would be subserved by exempting from taxation the wealth created by labor, mental and
physical, and by raising all revenues from a tax on land values alone.” I do not remember the exact words, but you
will see that our party was there. The land and labor clubs are increasing rapidly, and when the time comes for
action, you will find that our influence will be felt. I believe that the land question must be the vital issue before
the people. I hopes® for the day when the ideas of all who are working in the cause of oppressed humanity shall be
crystalized into one grand party whose watchword and battle cry shall be “The heavens and the glories thereof are

Sic in the original; probably “N.Y.)".

124. Ed. William Henry Van Ornum (1841-1905) was the author, in 1892, of Why government at all? a philosophical examination of the principles of human
government, involving an analysis of the constituents of society, and a consideration of the principles and purposes of all human association, online at
https://catalog.hathitrust.org/Record/100365822. His article “Slavery and Real Estate” was in The Standard, Issue #011; he had a brief item in Issue #020,
“Evictions in Chicago,” in Issue #021 and “An Open Letter to Professor David Swing,” in Issue #027.

125. Ed. Plain Saxon: put it in plain English, instead of using a latinate or other unfamiliar phrase.

Sic in the original; probably “hope”.
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mine, but the earth have I given to the children of men.” I hope to see the day when the Anti-poverty society shall
have accomplished its noble mission, and when the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man shall be
practiced as well as preached by all His children.

W. H. R,, Louisville, Ky.—I have distributed all the tracts you sent me, and they have done good. At last we have
started a club, enrolling twenty-three members at the outset. We meet every Monday evening at Liederkranz hall
and discuss the land question. Hereafter we shall have a regular programme. One of our members who travels over
the state is going to organize clubs in every town that he visits. We propose to send
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tracts to every clergyman, physician and lawyer in the state. THE STANDARD is doing a grand work and more

copies of it are sold every day. The last two weeks all the news dealers were short. The newspapers (?) one and all
misrepresent in the most outrageous manner the cause we are advocating. It is bad enough for men to be
dishonest, but why must they be so stupid.

Mt. Gregor, Iowas®.—I am a commercial traveler, and was an early convert to the teachings of Mr. George. I spend
my entire time in the towns of Iowa, Minnesota and Wisconsin, and have done my best to promulgate the
principles of the land and labor party as opportunity permitted by talking with my friends and customers. If there
is any way to further help the cause in my territory you may always command my services.

F. M.. Duval, Baltimore, Md.—I abandoned the rotten democratic party in 1880, and I am going to stay away from it
as long as I live. God knows I never sailed under the republican flag. I am for the land and labor party on the plan
of Mr. George. No other will suit me. I have the fever badly, and must do something to help along the good cause.
If I can be of any use, I am yours to command.

Alex Williams, St. Louis, Mo.—There has been a great demand for land and labor literature in this city lately, and
many are reading THE STANDARD that a few months ago could not be got to look at it. The ninth section of our
platform put out by the campaign committee, of which Mr. Clifton of club No. 2 was chairman, declares that “we
favor the abolition of all taxes on improvements and the levying of taxes on land values alone” The land question
has come to the surface in spite of all efforts to keep it under, and is stronger than ever. The labor party of

St. Louis will have plainer talk about it in the future. The Cincinnati platform never was adopted by the labor
party of St. Louis, nor was any allusion ever made to it in our city convention. Our land plank was greeted with
storms of applause, which shows the state of feeling in regard to Mr. George in this city. The local assemblies,
since Dr. McGlynn’s lecture, have devoted a great deal of time to discussing land reform, and nine-tenths of them
indorse Dr. McGlynn. I have not heard one man deny the truths of his lecture. I have read a letter in the Locomotive
Firemen’s Magazine for June very favorable to the single tax agitation. It is written by a fireman in the west. That
organization here is very friendly to the idea.

C. H. Hackman, Elkhart, Ind.—Our club is growing slowly, but surely. Outside of our membership it is well
understood that there are many followers of Mr. George, believing firmly in his principles, who will act with us
when the time comes for political work.

E.J. Perego, secretary Farmers’ alliance, Wichita Falls, Tex.—People here are in a deplorable condition, suffering
from destitution, from speculators and from drought. If I could get reading matter I would canvass the county and
distribute it. We need something like Mr. George’s address before the second meeting of the Anti-poverty society.
Help us to enlighten this country if you can.

G. B. Hollinger, Harrisburg, Pa.—The land reform movement is growing with a rapidity that is surprising. New
converts are being made daily, and many of the best and most intelligent men in our city are taking hold and
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pushing the work on. If Dr. McGlynn and Henry George could come here it would go a great way toward shaking
up the dry bones.

C. S,, Long Island City, N. Y.—We had a well attended meeting in the First ward last week and are now organizing
the Third ward. Then, with the club in the Fourth ward, we shall get up a picnic and so raise funds to pay expenses
for a mass meeting.

W. E. Jackson, Auburn, Me.—One land and labor club has been organized here, as you know, and another will get
under way in a few days. There is also good prospect for a club in Lewiston. I get two or three copies of THE
STANDARD every week, and I do not let anyone come near me without bringing up the land question. Nothing
will go to the bottom of the trouble except to abolish all taxes save those on land values. I wish my means were as
great as my enthusiasm.

Robert Pyne, Hartford, Conn.—The doctor’s lecture was a glorious success in every way. Only yesterday one of my
New Britain friends who heard the doctor, informed me that a club had just been started in that place.

Rev. W. D. P. Bliss'?61?7 rector of St. George’s church, Lee, Mass.—I shall be only too glad to serve this cause in any
way, for [ have come to believe in it with all my heart. We want Dr. McGlynn up here. Mr. Lincoln of Zylonnite'18”
says that he is trying to get him.

—— —— Pittsburg, Pa.—Thomas G. Shearman’s article on “The Single Tax” is just what I have been watching for. If
five or ten thousand of them can be printed, I will buy the whole lot. It is a statement that appeals to intelligent
men, and is stripped of all sentimentalism. We expect to accomplish most by appealing to the intelligence of our
people rather than by arousing their enthusiasm by pleas which it seems impossible for some of them to
understand.

Benjamin Adams, Charleston, S. C.—Our working classes here are in utter poverty. Wages in most occupations
average seventy-five cents a day, with work for probably not more than half of the time. Of course there are
exceptions, such as the bricklayers and skilled mechanics, but as the unskilled laborers are in the majority, I think
the above named average is not too low. The white men of South Carolina, no matter how poor or ignorant, look
upon the negroes as little better than monkeys; and, on the other hand, the negroes, although they are generally
humble and very polite, are very susceptible, and an ill-considered word will make them fear that, as in the past,
they are to be used as cats’ paws for white office seekers. The white men are dissatisfied with the democratic party,
but are afraid of social ostracism. The negroes are almost as much dissatisfied with the republican party, but when

Sic in the original; probably “McGregor, lowa”.

126. Ed. William Dwight Porter Bliss (1856-1926) was an American Christian Socialist writer, editor, and activist, as well as a pioneer historian of the world
socialist movement. Following his graduation in 1882, Bliss was ordained a Congregationalist minister. In 1886 he was ordained a deacon in the Episcopal
Church, and became a priest in 1887. He then served at Grace Church in Boston from 1887 until 1890, when he helped organize an inner-city ministry, the
Church of the Carpenter, where he served for four years. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Dwight_Porter_Bliss. He edited The New Encyclopedia
of Social Reform, published by Funk & Wagnalls; it was about 1300 pages. See https://archive.org/details/encyclopediofsoc00blisrich

127. Ed. A footnote in Henry George, Jr.’s Life of Henry George, at page 496, says: “The term ‘Single Tax’ may be said to have been anticipated in “Progress
and Poverty” (Book VIII, chap, iv; “Memorial Edition,” p. 125), but the commencement of its general use probably dates from early in 1887; Mr. George, in a
speech at a single tax conference in Chicago in 1893, saying that no one had been able to devise a suitable title for the cause until one day Thomas G.
Shearman of New York remarked to him: ‘It seems to me that the proper title should be ‘The Single Tax.”’ ‘And then,’ said Mr. George, ‘an article was
published under that title and somehow or other the name stuck.’ The article referred to was a report in The Standard of a speech by Mr. Shearman (See
“Standard,” May 28, 1887). Mr. George never regarded the term as describing his philosophy, but rather as indicating the method he would take to apply it.”
The passage in Progress and Poverty referenced by Henry George, Jr., reads, “The effect of substituting for the manifold taxes now imposed a single tax on
the value of land would hardly lessen the number of conscious taxpayers, for the division of land now held on speculation would much increase the number
of landholders.” (Book VIl of Progress and Poverty is titled “Application of the Remedy;” Chapter 4 is titled “Indorsements and Objections” and is online at
http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/p+p/pp084.html. In Bob Drake’s 2006 abridgment, it is Chapter 34, “Endorsements And Objections,” online at
http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/drake-p+p/pchp34.htm.) The phrase “single tax” does not appear in Shearman’s speech, only in its title in The
Standard. “Single Tax” does, however, appear in Shearman’s 3-part article entitled “The Distribution of Wealth,” published in The Standard in October, 1887.
It first appears in the New York Times in February, 1888. (Placed approximately.)

Sic in the original; probably “Zylonite”.
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it comes to action will be more likely to follow the lead of an influential man of their own race than that of a white
man. I shall leave no stone unturned to get our land reform ideas before the public. Let us make a square fight and
make the people talk and think. I am neither a democrat nor a republican. I am for the united labor party, and
indorse the sentiments of Mr. George in a recent number of THE STANDARD, that our party must take a firm
stand regardless as to which of the old parties is the survivor.

—— ——, Cincinnati, O.—There are many land reformers who have hoped by remaining with the union labor people
to have them finally adopt our principles, but I think a conflict is inevitable, and it might just as well come now as
at any time. There is scarcely a leader of the opposition but pretends to agree with us. As to our ultimate success
we have no doubt. This very fight has caused thousands to study the question who would otherwise have blindly
followed blind leaders.

J.W. N,, Buffalo, N. Y.—We are now in the midst of a land boom. A large meeting of so-called business men has
been called to “boom” the city and to unload real estate on small holders. There is a splendid field here for a series
of letters somewhat like those of Mr. Croasdale, though dwelling more on the dog-in-the-manger factor. John
Mooney, Bishop Ryan’s factotum, who would not give us the hall for Dr. McGlynn, is the leader in
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the land league here. I had a notion that land was land the world over, but here is this man doing his best to defeat

the preaching of the land gospel, and he himself looks after his rents as remorselessly as any land grabber in all
Ireland.

F. W. Beals, Auburn, Me.—Our club is now formally organized. President, A. C. Dunning; treasurer, F. W. Noyes;
secretary, myself. We are going to try to drive some sense into the heads of the folks that inhabit the earth. Rev. F.
S. Root is delivering a course of lectures on the question of the day, and they are fine. He is a George man and an
able speaker. THE STANDARD has a large circulation here and is doing good work. Let us have patience. We want
the earth, but we can’t expect to get it in a day.

—— —— —— Our entire membership will work as one man to aid this land reform. We are now convinced that

Mr. George’s land tax will do peaceably what we have been organizing to do forcibly since 1862. God grant that
Mr. George may accomplish it, for that will save not only our own country, but the whole world, from a revolution
that will otherwise be waged to the utter extermination of the “classes.”

The “Post” is Tired.

New York Evening Post.

The public of this city is getting very tired of the George-McGlynn movement, whatever it may be. The
introduction of the O’Brien trouble brought a little variety into it for a moment, but only for a moment. O’Brien is
now gone and the controversy about him must necessarily languish in his absence. Can Mr. George and

Dr. McGlynn not take a brief holiday and give the press and the public a rest?

NEW PUBLICATIONS.
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[Advertisement] Henry George’s New Book
HENRY GEORGE’S NEW BOOK,
PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE?

AN EXAMINATION OF THE TARIFF QUESTION WITH ESPECIAL REGARD TO THE INTERESTS OF
LABOR.

12mo. Cloth. Price, $1.50.
(From Preface.)

[Remainder of this advertisement (the extract from George’s preface) not transcribed: see scan. — transcriber]

OTHER WORKS BY THE SAME AUTHOR.

Progress and Poverty, 12mo. cloth.............. $1.00
B oX-1 1<) SRR .20

Social Problems, 12mo. cloth.................. 1.00

77 PAPeT.cciuninenne .20

Property in Land, paper................ .15

The Land Question, paper.............. .10
For sale by all booksellers, or sent postpaid on receipt of price.

HENRY GEORGE & CO., 25 Ann street, New York.

[Advertisement] The Burning Question / Progress and Robbery / Our Country
THE BURNING QUESTION.

TRADE ORGANIZATIONS IN POLITICS.
A Solution of the Labor Problem, and
PROGRESS AND ROBBERY.

A REPLY TO HENRY GEORGE,

from the point of view of

THE WORKINGMAN,

THE BUSINESS MAN

and THE PROPERTY OWNER.

By J. BLEECKER MILLER.

Two volumes in one, 8 vo. cloth, §1.25.
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Progress and Robbery in separate volume, 8 vo., cloth, 50 cents; paper, 25 cents.

ABOOK FOR EVERY PATRIOT.

Seventieth Thousand Now Ready.

OUR COUNTRY,

ITS POSSIBLE FUTURE AND ITS PRESENT CRISIS.
By DR. J. STRONG.

12mo., cloth, 50 cents; paper, 25 cents.

Sent postpaid on receipt of the price, by

THE BAKER & TAYLOR CO.,
9 Bond street, New York.

[Advertisement] Just Out
JUST OUT.
AN ACCOUNT OF THE GEORGE-HEWITT CAMPAIGN.
By Louis F. Post and Fred. C. Leubuscher.
1 vol., paper covers. Price, 20 cents.

Address HENRY GEORGE & CO.,
25 Ann street, New York.

[Advertisement] Tax Reformer

TAX REFORMER.

The first paper published in America devoted to the advocacy of the principles of “Progress and Poverty.”

Page 7 of 8

Subscription, one year, with a copy of “Progress and Poverty,” given free, 50 cents; with “Progress and Poverty”

and “Social Problems,” 75 cents.

M. BATTLE, 9 Spruce street,
New York.
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[Advertisement] The Democrat
THE DEMOCRAT.
A RADICAL REVIEW MONTHLY.

The Democrat advocates Land Resumption and those reforms which are necessary to make the English people a
free people. It asks “compensation” not for those who have benefited by unjust legislation, but for those who have
suffered thereby.

For one dollar the Democrat is supplied for 18 months to any address in the United States or Canada.

Address 5 New Bridge street, London, E. C.

[Advertisement] Natural Rights, Natural Liberty and Natural Law

NATURAL RIGHTS, NATURAL LIBERTY and NATURAL LAW. An inquiry into the causes of social
maladjustments. The rational, just and adequate remedy®®,” is what its title indicates and should be read by
everyone. Price, postage prepaid, single copy 15 cents; in quantities of 100 copies and upward 10 cents per copy.
Address, F. Q. STUART, Symes Block, Denver, Colo.

[Advertisement] The Phonographic Magazine
THE PHONOGRAPHIC MAGAZINE.
JEROME B. HOWARD, Editor.

A 24 page monthly. The authentic exponent of the Benn Pitman System of Phonography. $1.50 per annum.
Specimen copy free. The Phonographic Institute, Cincinnati, O.

DRESSMAKING.

[Advertisement] Dressmaking

DRESSMAKING.—MRS. BRUNON. MODERate prices. No. 214 West 23th st%, Third bell.
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NEW PUBLICATIONS.

Sic in the original; probably ““... remedy,” (opening quotation mark missing)”.
Sic in the original; probably “23d st.”.
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[Advertisement] Funk & Wagnall’s Publications
FUNK & WAGNALL’S
(18 AND 20 ASTOR PLACE, N.Y)
Publications.
SAM HOBART, THE LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEER.

A Workingman’s Solution of the Labor Problem. By Justin D. Fulton, D.D. 12 mo. 239 pp.; paper 25 cents; cloth,
$1.00.

“The memoir is exceedingly well written, and should be read and pondered. Mr. Hobart’s solution of the labor
problem indicates the possession of an unusual amount of common sense, and is worthy of special attention.”—

Interior, Chicago.
LETTERS TO WORKMEN AND LABORERS.
By John Ruskin, LL.D. 4to. in two volumes. Vol. I. 48 pp.; vol. II. 38 pp.; paper, each, 15c.

“Ruskin always fills his readers with delight. One goes back to his books with the pleasure felt on their first
perusal. They are a mine of riches.”—The Presbyterian, Philadelphia.

THOUGHTS ON MODERATION.
By Axel Gustafson, author of a Study of the Drink Question. “The Foundation of Death.”

A valuable and convenient hand book, full of clear and potent arguments against that most insidious foe to the
temperance reform—moderation. 12mo, cloth. [40?] cents.

A STUDY OF THE DRINK QUESTION

“The Foundation of Death.” By the great English temperance reformer, Axel Gustafson. Pronounced to be “The
Bible of Temperance. Reformers for Years to®® Come.” Highly commended by all prominent workers in this
reform. Send for descriptive circular. Price reduced from $2.00 to $1.60. By mail, $1.75.

“BEFORE AN AUDIENCE;

Or the Use of the Will in Public Speaking.” By Nathan Sheppard. A splendid book for all public speakers. The New
York Evangelist says: “They are very racy and earnest talks, full of sense and most delightfully dogmatic. The
author knocks to flinders the theories of elocutionists and opposes all their rules with one simple counsel: ‘Wake
up your will.” 12mo., cloth, 75 cents. Send for descriptive circular.

“BATTLE OF BIETIGHEIM.”

An American book that is creating great interest in Europe. Its author is unknown, and he is safer in Europe to-
day because unknown. Just now attention is called in Europe to the striking verifications of portions of the
remarkable prophesies in this book. In the democratic circles of Rome it has created a veritable sensation. A copy
of it has been confiscated on the Austrian frontier, and the German government is believed to be taking steps to

Sic in the original; probably “The Bible of Temperance Reformers for Years to Come.”.
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suppress it. Soldiers and statesmen in Europe and America have spoken of it in the highest terms. [lluminated
paper cover, 12mo., 50 cents.

CAPTAIN OF THE JANIZARIES.

A historic novel of great value. By James M. Ludlow, M. D. It is both a model of romance and standard history.
Dr. Field in the New York Evangelist says: “It stirs the blood in our veins and makes us eager to revisit those lands
of the east, the scene of such great events, and on which the curtain is to rise again.” The Atlanta Constitution says:
“The events move in a dazzling procession, with raids, battles and intrigues, culminating in the capture of
Constantinople, which is described with lurid power.” Price $1.50.

DADDY DAVE.

By Mary Frances. 12mo., paper 50 cents. Is a charming story of southern home life in anti-bellum®® days. It
presents a graphic picture and dissipates many false ideas.

“Apart from the character 0i®¢ Daddy, which is drawn with consummate art, and his lingo, which is genuine negro
speech, the description in certain scenes, both in point of pathos and humor, are above the average of the general
tale writer.”—Sunday States, New Orleans, La.

[Advertisement] The Land and Labor Library

THE LAND AND LABOR LIBRARY.—We are now publishing under the title of “The Land and Labor Library” a
series of short tracts on various phases of the social problem. These pamphlets contain facts, figures and
arguments expressed in concise, vigorous language easily understood. As a means of propaganda we recommend
them to all who desire to help on the movement for social reform. Those who wish to have these tracts placed
where they will do good but who are unable personally to attend to their distribution, can remit the price to us, as
we have every facility for sending them where they are needed and will be read.

The following have already appeared:

No. 1. “First Principles.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 2. “Land and Taxation.” A conversation between David
Dudley Field and Henry George. 4 pages. No. 3. “The Right to the Use of the Earth.” By Herbert Spencer. 4 pages.
No. 4. “A Christian Minister on the Remedy for Poverty.” A sermon by the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost of Newark, N. J.
2 pages. No. 5. “A Sum in Proportion.” By T. L. McCready. 2 pages. No. 6. “The Settler’s Nightmare.” By Louis F.
Post. 4 pages. No. 7. “New York’s Docks: The True Mode of Raising Revenue.” By. J. W. Sullivan®®. 4 pages. No. 8.
“Unemployed Labor.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 9. “Voices for Reform.” 2 pages. No. 10. “A Mysterious
Disappearance.” By Lewis Freeland. 6 pages. No. 11. “How to Increase Profits.” By A. J. Steers. 2 pages. No. 12. “The
American Farmer.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 13. “Sailors’ Snug Harbor and the Randall Farm.” By W. T.
Croasdale. 12 pages. No. 14. “The Collegiate Church and the Shoemaker’s Field.” By W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages.
No. 15. “Only a Dream.” By Abner C. Thomas. 4 pages. No. 16. “The Anti-Poverty Society.” Dr. McGlynn’s address
at the first meeting. 8 pages. No. 17. “The Cross of the New Crusade.” A poem. By David Rorty. 2 pages. No. 18. “It
is the Law of Christ” By Rev. S. H. Spencer of Henry, 1. 4 pages. No. 19. “My Landlord. By John Jones®4. 4 pages.
No. 20.”Thou Shalt Not Steal.” An address by Henry George before the Anti-Poverty Society. 8 pages. No. 21.

Sic in the original; probably “ante-bellum”.

Sic in the original; probably “of”.

Sic in the original; probably “By J. W. Sullivan”.

Sic in the original; probably ““My Landlord.” By John Jones.”.
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“Christianity and Poverty.” An address by Father Huntington before the Anti-poverty society. 4 pages. No. 22.
“Poverty and Christianity.” An address by Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost before the Anti-poverty society. 8 pages. No. 23.
“The Single Tax.” By Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages. No. 24. “Hymns of the New Crusade”™No. 1. 4 pages. No. 25.
“Hymns of the New Crusade”™No. 2. 4 pages. No. 26. “Religion vs. Robbery.” Address by Rev. Dr. McGlynn before
the New York Anti-poverty society, June 12, 1887. 8 pages.

Prices, free by mail: 2-page tracts—50 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 15 cents; 1,000 copies, $1; 5,000 copies, $4.25.
Four-page tracts—25 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 25 cents; 1,000 copies, $2; 5,000 copies, $8.50. Six-page tracts—
25 copies, 15 cents; 100 copies, 37 cents; 1,000 copies, $3; 5,000 copies, $12.75. Eight-page tracts—25 copies, 20
cents; 100 copies 50 cents; 1,000 copies, $4; 5,000 copies, $17. Ten-page tracts—25 copies, 30 cents; 100 copies,
75 cents; 1,000 copies, $6; 5,000 copies, $25.50.

Other numbers in preparation.

Address HENRY GEORGE,
25 Ann st., New York City.

[Advertisement] Henry George’s Solution of the Labor Problem
HENRY GEORGE’S SOLUTION
OF THE LABOR PROBLEM.
WHY I PREACHED ON IT.
by
HUGH O. PENTECOST,
Minister to the Belleville Avenue Congregational Church in Newark, N. J.
A sixteen-page pamphlet. Price 5 cents.

Sent by mail on receipt of price. Address as above.

[Advertisement] German Edition of “Progress and Poverty”
GERMAN EDITION OF “PROGRESS AND POVERTY”
FORTSCHRITT UND ARMUTH.
Von HENRY GEORGE.
Price $2.00.

Address F. GUTSCHOW,
312 California street, San Francisco, Cal.
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[Advertisement] Dr. McGlynn, Powderly, Henry George (photographs)

DR. McGLYNN, POWDERLY, HENRY GEORGE; 3 cabinet [photos?], 20c.; $2.75 per 100. McGILL, [304?] Henry
st., New York.
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PUBLISHER’S NOTES.

“How long, O Lord, how long?” says M. D. of Evansville, Ind. “Our triumph will be glorious, but shall I live to see
it? Will it come in our day and generation? Is it reasonable to hope that such a social revolution as we are striving
for can be brought about in less than a hundred years?” And pray, why not, M. D.? Events move fast in this
wonderful nineteenth century of ours. How long is it since the abolition of poverty was regarded as a mere
pleasing dream—an idle speculation, fascinating to the imagination, perhaps, but not worth the attention of
practical men? Yet to-day, what subject so engrosses public attention? Take up any pro-poverty paper and lo! in
some part of it you will find the editor, with his little broom of platitude or ridicule, trying to sweep back the
rising tide of sentiment. Talk to your neighbor of the new crusade—he has been thinking of it, too, it may be
ignorantly and blindly, but thinking nevertheless. The tide is rising fast, and the day is not far off when it shall
sweep all opposition before it. Meantime, M. D., be sure and do your share of work, and approve yourself a worthy
soldier of the new crusade. Get your friends to read; you’ll find they need mighty little urging. See that in
Evansville, at least, THE STANDARD has a goodly list of subscribers. While you are working in your
neighborhood, ten thousand others are laboring elsewhere to spread the light. Cheer up, M. D.; tell us how many
sample STANDARDS we shall send you, and make up your mind to send us at least one new subscriber every
week.

Here is a letter from a Tammany hall'?® politician, which is worth reading, as showing the drift of public
sentiment, and the way in which the gospel of God’s kingdom upon earth takes hold of men almost in spite of
themselves:

I am a member of the Tammany hall organization, and have taken an active part in politics for thirty years.
Old and loved associations, business interests and the daily needs of my wife and children will not permit
me to openly advocate the grand truths you so well and nobly proclaim.

I am with you, however, heart and soul, as are thousands similarly situated, to whom it would be suicidal to
publicly avow their true sentiments at the present stage of the contest. I read your splendid STANDARD
with much benefit and pleasure, and most heartily do I wish it and you and the good Dr. McGlynn godspeed
and a speedy triumph of the scriptural doctrine of the land for the people.

“Thus saith the Lord, I have made the earth and created man upon it. One generation passeth away and
another generation cometh, but the earth abideth forever. Moreover, the profit of the earth is for a/l. And
also that every man should eat and drink and enjoy the good of all his labor, it is the gift of God.”

I have written solely for the purpose of assuring you of the sympathy and support of numbers of intelligent
men, who are so situated that they cannot voice their feelings without doing material injury to their

Sic in the original; probably “JUNE 19.”.
128. Ed. Tammany Hall: see https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tammany_Hall. See many references in the early issues of The Standard.
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business and families, and this unknown and silent army will at the proper time, and by the peaceful
weapon of the ballot, go very far toward deciding the whole questions at issueS®.

Inclosed please find five dollars for anti-poverty.

SALMON.

All right, friend Salmon; we understand your position thoroughly, and shall not urge you to jeopardize the welfare
of your wife and little ones by making an open confession of your faith. The day will come, sooner than you think,
when you will not be able to restrain yourself; and then, perhaps, you’ll find the consequences less dreadful than
you anticipate. Your five dollars shows your anxiety to serve the cause; when you feel you can afford it let us have
another contribution.

BIRMINGHAM, Ala.—Your plain talk in “Publishers’ Notes®®” has given me a shaking up that I really
needed. [ understand now that there is no room for idlers in the ranks of the new crusade, and please God I
will be an active soldier from this time on. I commenced active work a week ago, and send you four
subscribers as the result. I thought when I started out I should have to meet considerable ridicule, but I find
people are doing a lot of quiet thinking down here. One old gentleman said to me: “I don’t see that all this
mining and manufacturing has benefited the people of Birmingham very much. We are getting to have a few
rich men, but we’ve got a mighty sight of poor ones!”

ELLIS CONDON.

Your old gentleman is a shrewd observer, Mr. Condon. As long as the people of Alabama allow Alabama to be
bought and sold, they must expect to see poorhouses and palaces pretty close together. God made a noble
provision for the people of your state, but if you are fools enough to let a few shrewd fellows monopolize it, you
must bear the consequences. There are quite a few men living luxuriously here in New York on the labor of
Birmingham people.

SOUTH HANSON, Mass.—I am a subscriber to THE STANDARD, and am so well pleased with it that [ have
got four subscribers, whose names and addresses I send with remittance. The extra $2 is for the recruiting
fund. The statement of Dr. McGlynn that there is only a small discount between Editor O’Brien and
Lansdowne just fills my bill exactly.

E. DAMON.

HARTFORD CITY, Ind.—Inclosed please find $4; $1.25 for renewal of my six months’ subscription, $1.25
for six months’ subscription of —— ——, and $1.50 for “Protection and Free Trade” I sympathize with the
archbishop and with the pope, too, since I read his recent letter. I always sympathize with the man who
opens his mouth and puts his foot in it. Deal gently with these erring ones. They have given the movement a
boom that will last.

WILLIAM NOONAN.

CHICAGO, Ill.-I have been assisting THE STANDARD to spread the light. Please send the paper for twelve
months to the following fifteen addresses, and enter my name as a member of the Anti-poverty society.

M. F. COYNE.

Sic in the original; probably “the whole question at issue”.
Sic in the original; probably “Publisher’s Notes”.
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LITTLE ROCK, Ark.—God speed the cause and hasten the day when poverty shall vanish. I send you eight
subscribers for six months, and am hustling round for more. [ am enlisted for the war; and if I can’t be a
general, I mean to be a fighting private.

E. B. SIMS.

OAKVILLE, Ore.—As my subscription to THE STANDARD will soon expire, please find inclosed an order
on Wells, Fargo & Co. for $3—$2.50 for THE STANDARD, twenty cents for “Social Problems,” twenty cents
for “The George-Hewitt Campaign,” and ten cents for “The Land Question.” I like your publication. It has
the right sound for God and humanity.

JAMES BAMFORD.

WACO, Tex.—Here is my third club—twelve new subscribers. The new crusade is spreading like a prairie fire
down here in Texas. I had to work hard to get up my first club. People hadn’t heard of THE STANDARD, and
knew nothing about land reform. But now they are waking up and want to have the thing explained to them.
One thing is certain—every man who takes THE STANDARD will keep on taking it. He can’t do without it.

F.S.

These are active soldiers in the war against poverty—men and women whose belief finds expression in deeds—who
are doing what in them lies to bring about the change that shall lift the yoke of slavery from our necks and herald
the actual coming of God’s kingdom upon earth. There are many such, but more—aye, a hundred fold more—are
needed. Good reader, won’t you join the band of workers and do your share to help the cause along? Believing
what you do, knowing what you do, can you, dare you, remain idle? Hard, stubborn facts stare you in the face.
Little children are perishing by thousands and by tens of thousands, literally thrust back from and crowded off the

earth for want of living room. Women who might be happy wives and mothers are being forced into lives

p.8,col. 2
of degrading, life shortening toil, or driven to sell their souls for bread. Men who might be honest citizens, loving

sons, good brothers, devoted husbands and fathers, are being forced at the point of poverty’s sharp bayonet into
the rum shop, the poorhouse and the penitentiary. The tramp from whom you turn away disgusted appeals to you
to lift him from the foul slough into which society has crowded him. The millionaire who plays his gambling game
with human lives for counters is a direct result of the robber system against which we fight. Your children call
upon you to make life’s path smoother and happier for them than it has been for you. Up, then, with the cross of
the new crusade! Stand forth like a true soldier and do your share of fighting. Be urgent with your neighbors and
drag them into line. The work is easier than you think for. Men’s minds are ripe for new ideas; the world is
thinking. Will you do what you can to make its thought bear fruit in action?

The recruiting fund is doing well, but should do better still. It is enabling us to do yeoman service in the work of

spreading the light in dark places. People who have never read THE STANDARD before are having it thrust upon
their notice week after week, and, as a rule, they take kindly to it, for THE STANDARD is a journal that it’s pretty
hard to throw aside unread. Here is what a new subscriber, one of many whom the recruiting fund has brought us,

writes:

I send you my subscription for a year, and I don’t know whether to thank you for the copies you have been
sending me or not. You have made me discontented with myself and the social conditions around me, and I
don’t feel as if I could rest until I get to the bottom of this new doctrine you are preaching. And then, I
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suppose, I shall turn into a crank and go out trying to convert other fellows. The only criticism I can make
on your gospel is that it’s too good to be true.

A recruit like this is worth winning, and we
are getting many a one like him. So swell the fund, good friends, and help us bring them in.

DETROIT, Mich.—Find inclosed $5, of which place a part as a year’s subscription to THE STANDARD, send
me ten copies of the current number for distribution, and apply the rest to the recruiting fund.

A.D.

Mac, Brooklyn, N. Y., sends a dollar for the fund, and forwards at the same time the name of a “rank heathen,”
whom he wants to see converted. We will see what we can do with your heathen, Mac, and hope to get him into the
fold for you.

Thoroughly understanding the principles advocated in THE STANDARD, and considering it the best
channel for spreading the light of truth in the minds of men I inclose five dollars for the recruiting fund,
regretting that I can give so little for such a noble purpose. I consider it the duty of all those who have seen
the light to help on in every way they can the spreading of the truth, that God has provided plentifully for
all his children, but that men through their stupid enactments have prevented the working of the natural
laws, thus divorcing the laborer from the land, murdering the one and wasting the other, while enabling the
few to escape the command of God, “In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread.” When the people once
see this truth we will have the kingdom of heaven on earth.

JEROME O’NEILL.

The new crusade has its friends all over the world. A subscriber in London, Mr. H. A. Freeman, sends a pleasant
letter, inclosing his initiation fee in the Anti-poverty society and a contribution of $1.40 to the recruiting fund.

The recruiting fund now stands:

Previously acknowledged........§46 00

A.O....... 200
M. T. Coynes©........1 00
Mac........1 00
E.D.....200

Jerome O’Neill........ 500

Frank Rooney........1 00

F.J. C......50

H. Gardner........ 100

H. A. Freeman, London........1 40

W. H. Creamer, Arkansas City, Kan........50
Total........$51 40

Sic in the original; probably “M. F. Coyne?”.
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A Gospel That Promises Something for the Poor.

Rev. E. P. Adams of Dunkirk, N. Y., writes
to the Observer Journal of that town:

I must acknowledge that whereas I was blind to the sufferings and wrongs of the wage workers and had
settled down to let things go on as they are without trying to right them, Henry George has done not a little
to open my eyes to see. If saying this puts me out of the synagogue, then out of the synagogue I must go. I
ask no man to follow Mr. George or myself, but I do demand, and always shall, that every man follow the
truth by whomsoever spoken and at whatsoever cost.... Would “Lenox” have me speak “beautifully and
feelingly” the sermon on the Mount, and then ignore all practical applications of it? For my part, that
beautiful preaching seems no blessing, but a curse. The reason why the wage worker and poor man stay
away from the churches is because the whole business is a luxury of the rich. Henceforth I renounce the
abstract questions about the nature of God, between old theology and new theology and preach a gospel
that promises something for the poor, not only hereafter but here.

Farmers Would Have Less Taxes to Pay.

If all land, not the improvements thereon, is taxed at its full value, then each holder pays in proportion to his
holding; that this is the very spirit of equity, no one can deny. The vacant lands, which now are held for
speculative purposes, would then contribute their full share of taxation, and this would reduce the taxes of those
who are cultivating their lands. This change would fall with a heavy hand on those who own immense tracts of
idle land. It would actually destroy landed monopoly, for no one could afford to hold more land than he could use.
The farmer’s gains are in his improvements, and he should have the full benefit of them, and not be compelled to
divide with an adjoining owner who will not spend a dollar to improve his land. The taxes of the average farmer
would be much less than they are now, under this system, for all land would bear an equal share, but as it is, the far
greater portion of taxation is levied on the land in actual use, and this is clearly detrimental to the agricultural

interests.

B.F. HALLOCK.

Poverty Unnatural.

Fort Worth, Tex., Southwest.

Dr. McGlynn, Henry George and a number of other reformers, writers, thinkers and workers have founded a
society in New York called the Anti-poverty society. The object is a grand one. The blight of poverty is a terrible
curse upon poor humanity, and any agency, effort or organization which will aid in minimizing it should be
encouraged and commended. No thinking mind but must admit that poverty is not only unnecessary, but
unnatural, in this country at least. Its present painful prevalence is due to vicious systems and unjust laws. Nine-
tenths of existing poverty is artificial and can be removed when the people make an honest, earnest and
intelligent effort in that direction. Success to every anti-poverty movement.
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Fencing 447,000 Acres.

Socorro, New Mexico, Bullion.

The actions of the so-called owners of the Armendari’s grantss°, lying in the very heart of this and Sierra county,
and comprising 447,000 acres of land, enough to make happy homes for 5,000 families, shows what these great
corporations will do in case they can control the land. They are at this time erecting a barbed wire fence around
their possessions and making it a desert as far as concerns the prosperity of New Mexico. The would-be owners of

the Maxwell grant propose doing the same thing.1?°
p.8,col. 3

M’MACKIN ON O’BRIEN.

A Scathing Denunciation of the Irish Leader’s Time-serving Inconsistency—Time to Speak Out.
The following stirring letter was sent to all the New York daily papers by Chairman John McMackin, on June 9:1%

Sir—Wm. O’Brien took ship yesterday morning after eating a Hoffman house dinner with democratic office holders
of the city of New York. I read in the papers an account of the speech he made at that dinner, in which so great
was his anxiety to excuse himself that, as the old adage has it, he accused himself.

Turning to the next page of the paper before me, which happens to be the New York Herald, I find a cable dispatch
to the effect that “the evictions at Bodyke were continued to day.” I find another cable dispatch from Michael
Davitt, in which he says: “The work of exterminating our race is going on daily. ... The workingmen in America, in
their own interest, should protest against this pauper labor being forced upon their market” by emigration. I find
another cable dispatch from London, the caption of which is: “Hastening coercion. The house of commons rushes
the crimes act along rapidly.” I have also seen a cable dispatch to the effect that the national league of Dublin
reprobates the utterances of Davitt in relation to the horrible brutalities of the Bodyke evictions. It would seem
that the time has come when men who believe, as I do, and as William O’Brien does not, that the land of Ireland
belongs to the people of Ireland—that the whole of the land of Ireland belongs to the whole of the people of
Ireland—should at last speak their minds.

It is time that public attention should be directed to the gross inconsistencies, not to say dishonesty, of the leaders
of the Irish cause and of their professing friends and admirers in America. One of the reasons assigned by

Mr. O’Brien for not attending the labor demonstration on Saturday was that his doing so would “increase the
difficulties” of Ireland by “embroiling” the Irish leaders “in American issues.” Why, then, should Mr. O’Brien ask
Americans to embroil themselves in British or Irish issues? If it be an impropriety for Mr. O’Brien to attend a
meeting in New York at which American landlordism is condemned, manifestly it must be an impropriety for
citizens of America to take any part, either by contributing money or by holding meetings, in condemning
landlordism in Ireland. Apparently Mr. O’Brien thinks it right that all the world should be perpetually “embroiled”
in the affairs of Ireland, while Irish leaders must take care not to utter a word in condemnation of injustice or
oppression anywhere outside of Ireland.

Sic in the original; probably “Armendaris grants”.

129. Ed. Armendariz or Armendari’s Grants, along the Rio Grande in New Mexico, are described at http://newmexicohistory.org/people/the-pedro-
armendaris-grant-number-33 and http://dev.newmexicohistory.org/filedetails.php?filelD=24688. Today, grants 33 and part of 34 are owned by Ted Turner.
The Armendaris Ranch is 358,000 acres; “Ted Turner owns five major ranches in New Mexico and Montana, totalling about 2 million acres, making him the
largest individual land owner in the country. His ranches are well known for their buffalo herds, now exceeding 50,000 head. About 1,500 bison are located
on the Armendaris.” See http://socorro-history.org/HISTORY/PH_History/200905_armendaris.pdf. (Placed approximately.)

130. Ed. Reprobate: an unprincipled person. (Placed approximately.)
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Mr. O’Brien came to Canada to denounce Lord Lansdowne—for what? For doing what American landlords do
every day without a word of censure from the men who dined Mr. O’Brien in the Hoffman house. Mr. O’Brien
admits that the land of Luggacurran is the private property of Lansdowne, just as his American friends admit that
the land of New York is the private property of the Astors, Rhinelanders and others. If New York landlords may, as
they do, demand what rent they please for the land they hold as their own, and evict, as they do, tenants who
refuse or who are too poor to pay, why should not Lord Lansdowne do the same? There are as many evictions in
proportion to the population, and as cruel evictions in America, as in Ireland. The land laws in Ireland are much
more favorable to the tenants than the land laws in America. In Ireland a tenant who thinks he is overrented can
go to the courts and get the rent reduced. In America a tenant must pay any rent the landlord chooses to fix or go.

For years the Irish cause has been sustained almost entirely by funds supplied by the Irish of America. All along
we were told that the money was asked for, and was to be used in, the works® of abolishing landlordism. “The land
for the people” was the great motto of the land league, proclaimed at the monster meetings by Davitt and Parnell
and their fellow agitators, and reiterated in America by Patrick Ford and other representative Irishmen in their
appeals for funds. The hundreds of thousands of dollars contributed to the Irish cause within the last seven years
by the Irish workingmen of America were most assuredly not contributed to increase the number of landlords in
Ireland, or to change one set of landlords (the present set) for another (peasant proprietors), but for the purpose,
repeatedly and distinctly proclaimed by the Irish leaders, of utterly destroying landlordism in Ireland. Mr. O’Brien
now tells us that this is not what the Irish movement aims at. He virtually says that they do not want to abolish
landlordism, but to perpetuate it. They want reductions of rent first, and then the clearing out of the present
landlords to make way for other landlords to take their places. If this is what Ireland has desired and still desires,
then the vast sums received by the Irish league from America have been obtained on false pretences.

With regard to Mr. O’Brien’s Hoffman house entertainers at $12 a plate, it is time to tear the mask off the faces of
hypocrites who pose as friends of justice and denouncers of landlordism in Ireland, while being the defenders and
sustainers of injustice and corruption and rack-renting landlordism in America. What is right in Ireland cannot be
wrong in America. We have not heard a word from Tammany hall, or even from Bishop O’Farrell, in condemnation
of the brutal evictions a couple of weeks ago in Pennsylvania, where scores of families were pitched out of their
houses into the streets and obliged to remain there all night, as the landlord forbade, under penalty of eviction,
anyone to give them shelter. Such a thing happening in Ireland would be indignantly denounced by the
O’Donoghues and Graces and Kellys of New York, but happening in “free America,” those “haters of oppression”
have not a word of censure or disapproval. “A patriot in Madrid, a rebel in Ireland,” used to be a formula employed
by the Irish national press to point the hypocrisy of the press and politicians of England, who, while British jails
were filled with Irish patriots, were ever ready to applaud and to welcome and to demonstrate in honor of patriots
from Hungary and Italy and Greece and Bulgaria. “A patriot in Ireland, an anarchist in America,” seems to be the
form that applies to the position of the men who have been shouting around Mr. O’Brien. For trying to do in
America the same work which the land league with their hearty sympathy sought to do in Ireland, the
O’Donoghues and the Kellys denounce us as anarchists. If these men were in Ireland they would be found working
in the ranks of the party known as “castle Catholics.”

In this country their political occupation is gone. The people have found them out. The mask has been dragged
from their faces. They will no longer be permitted to pose in the double character of friends of justice in Ireland
and supporters of corruption and oppression in America.

JOHN MCMACKIN.

Sic in the original; probably “was to be used in the work”.
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Under the Hoof of the Land Monopolist.

Iron Molders’ Journal.

Giffen’s statistics for 1885 startle us with the fact that only about 5,000,000 acres of good arable land remain
available in the United States for the actual settler. Every thoughtful man knows what that means, viz.: that with

the last acre gone the real struggle between the masses and the classes (as Gladstone

p.8,col. 4
aptly puts it) will commence. The wealth producer of the American continent will be under the hoof of the land

monopolist, as for ages past his European brother has been.

[Advertisement] A Wonderful Machine and Offer.

To introduce them we will give away 1,000 Self-operating Washing Machines. No labor or washboard. The best in
the world. If you want one write now to THE NATIONAL CO., 25 Dey st,, N. Y.

[Advertisement] CIGARS.

ALWAYS THE SAME.
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[[lustration: a cigar, drawn horizontally]

STRAITON & STORM’S CIGARS.

[Advertisement] HEADQUARTERS—“THE UNION.”

Union made cigars, wholesale and retail. 16 Stanton st., near Bowery. DAN. S. JACOBS, Proprietor.

[Advertisement] B. M. COWPERTHWAIT & CO.
ESTABLISHED 1807.
B. M. COWPERTHWAIT & CO.

PARLOR SUITS, from $20 to $300. Lounges and Lounge Beds, from $4; Sofa and Sofa Beds, from $10; Easy
Chairs, from $6.
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CHAMBER SUITS, in Mahogany, Antique Oak, Walnut, Ash, Cherry, &c., $12 to $300.

PIER GLASSES, from $7; Patent Rockers, from $4; Ladies’ Desks, from $7.50; Mantel Glasses, from $6; Couches,
from $10; Wardrobes, $7 to $75; Chiffoniers, $6 to $50.

FOLDING BEDS, great variety, $12 to $150.

BEDSTEADS, $2 to $75; Bureaus, $3 to $50.

SIDEBOARDS, $10 to $200; Leather Chairs, $3.50 to $25; Cane Chairs, from 50 cents; Hall Stands, $5 to $125.
DESKS AND OFFICE FURNITURE, Secretary, Library and Book Cases. Office Chairs, from $1.50.

MATTRESSES, from $1.50; Spring Beds, $1 to $15; Feather Beds, Pillows and Bolsters, Comfortables and
Blankets. STOVES AND RANGES, from $5.

MOQUETTE BODY BRUSSELS, Velvet, Wilton, Tapestry, Ingrain, Hemp and List Carpets, Oil-Cloths, Linoleum,
Rugs and Mats, Cocoa and China Mattings, Window Shades, from $1 per pair; Clocks and Bronzes, from $1.50;
Lamps, from $1; Lace Curtains, from $1.50. CROCKERY.

Paintings in oil or water colors, Engravings, Etchings, &c., from $1.50. Goods sent everywhere. New price lists
mailed.

153,155,157, 159, 161, 163, 165
CHATHAM STREET,

193,195,197, 199, 201, 203, 205

PARK ROW, NEW YORK,

BETWEEN CITY HALL AND CHATHAM SQUARE.

Cash or Credit. Close Buyers Invited.

COWPERTHWAIT.

[Advertisement] ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.
REV. EDWARD McGLYNN, D. D., PRESIDENT.

ACADEMY OF MUSIC
and
IRVING HALL,

SUNDAY EVENING, JUNE 19.
Addresses by

REV. EDWARD M’GLYNN, D.D.,
REV. HUGH O. PENTECOST
and

HENRY GEORGE.
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Singing by

CONCORDIA CHORUS,

Under the direction of

MISS AGATHA MUNIER.

Admission free to all parts of both houses, except the Academy boxes.
Seats in circle boxes, 25 cents each; in proscenium boxes, 50 cents.

Box office open Saturday and Sunday.

[Advertisement] CROSS OF THE NEW CRUSADE.

CROSS OF THE NEW CRUSADE.—McGLYNN SOUVENIR. Richly designed picture. Sample on receipt of 10c.
BRUNSWICK & PILGRIM, 26 Church, New York.

[Advertisement] JOINT DEBATE
JOINT DEBATE
At room 24, Cooper Union, Tuesday, June 21, on the relation of
PROTECTION TO WAGES,
under auspices of
NEW YORK FREE TRADE CLUB,
between
F. A. HERWIG OF PHILADELPHIA
and

JOHN JARRETT OF PITTSBURG.

[Advertisement] JAMES BOGAN

JAMES BOGAN, PRINCIPAL AGENT for James Means’ $3 and $4 shoes. 226 BOWERY, near Prince street.

110



Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page 8 of 8

[Advertisement] FIRST GRAND PICNIC AND OUTING
FIRST GRAND
PICNIC AND OUTING
of the
UNITED LABOR PARTY,

NINETEETHS® ASSEMBLY DISTRICT,
NINETEETH ASSEMBLY DISTRICT,

Cosmopolitan Park and Casino, 169th st. and 10th ave.,

SATURDAY, JULY 2, 1887,
SATURDAY, JULY 2, 1887,

Afternoon and Evening. Afternoon and Evenings®.

Addresses by Eminent Speakers.
Music by Bayne’s Sixty-ninth Band.

Tickets (admitting gentleman and ladies), 50 cents.

How to Get There—From west side take 6th ave. “L” to 125th st. and 10th av. cable cars to park; or 6th ave. “L” to
125th st. and High bridge, a walk of five minutes across the bridge to the park. From east side take 3d ave. “L” to
125th st. and 10th ave. cable cars to grounds.

[Advertisement] CO-OPERATIVE HAT STORE
CO-OPERATIVE
HAT STORE,
250 1-2—-—BOWERY-—250 1-2

Agents for the Philadelphia Knights of Labor Co-Operative Hat Co.

[Advertisement] HOLLAND’S

HOLLAND’S COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS,
143 Fourth avenue,
Bet. 13th and 14th sts.

Sic in the original; probably “NINETEENTH”.
Sic in the original; probably “Afternoon and Evening.”.
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[Advertisement] COOGAN BROS.
COOGAN BROS,,
CARPET AND FURNITURE DEALERS,

COR. BOWERY AND GRAND STS.

[Advertisement] CO-OPERATIVE COLONY.
CO-OPERATIVE COLONY.

PERSONS DESIRING HOMESTEAD OR seeking investments should join or subscribe to the Co-operative
Colony Association now organizing for the purpose of securing and locating of a sufficient tract of available land
in the Rio Grande Valley for the carrying on of the business of agriculture and stock raising on the co-operative
plan.

For information and map of New Mexico, address
SEC’Y CO-OPERATIVE COLONY,
P. O. Box 214, Pueblo, Col.

[Advertisement] PHOTOGRAPHERS.
PHOTOGRAPHERS.
CHARLES B. SCHAIDNER,
PHOTOGRAPHER,
[22807?] Third avenue, cor. 124th street,
New York.

Children’s Photographs by instantaneous process a specialty

[Advertisement] PRINTING.
PRINTING.
CONCORD CO-OPERATIVE PRINTING
COMPANY (Ld.),
47 and 49 Centre st., N. Y.,

BOOK, JOB AND NEWSPAPER PRINTING.
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[Advertisement] TAILOR. (Graham’s)

TAILOR.

MWW“

HUWDU“ NE[

e DRESSEL

[Display heading: white lettering on a black panel] WHO WOULDN’T BE DRESSED WELL.

PRINCE ALBERT COAT AND VEST, SATIN LINED THROUGHOUT, TO MEASURE........ $18.00
TROUSERS TO MEASURE, FROM........4.00

BUSINESS SUITS TO MEASURE, FROM 16.00

DRESS SUITS TO MEASURE, FROM........ 20.00

BLUE, BLACK OR BROWN CORKSCREW CUTAWAY COAT & VEST TO MEASURE, FROM........ 12.00
OVERCOATS, QUILTED SILK OR SATIN LINED THROUGHOUT, TO MEASURE, FROM........20.00

RAHAM

I BOWERY, NY. -

[Display heading: white lettering on a black panel] GRAHAM’S 212 BOWERY, N.Y.

OPPOSITE RIVINGTON ST.

Samples and Self-Measurement Chart Mailed on Application.
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[Advertisement] MISCELLANEOUS. Keystone Watches

MISCELLANEOUS.

THE

[[lustration: the open back of a watch movement, with “KEYSTONE WATCHES?” lettered in an arch above it;
engraved on the movement: “Adjusted”, “154019” “PAT. DUST PROOF” (partly legible), a second illegible
engraved line, and “KEYSTONE WATCH CO.”; beside the lower edge: “ARE THE BEST”]

KEYSTONE WATCHES ARE THE BEST

BECAUSE They contain everything essential to Accurate Time Keeping found in any watch, and in addition have
the following important improvements, for which we have patents:
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The PATENT DUST PROOF protects perfectly the balance and hair spring (the most delicate and vital parts) from
damage, dirt and dampness.

Our Patent Compound Regulator has absolutely no lost motion.
Our PATENT STEM WIND is the strongest and simplest made.

Our Patent Dust-proof movements are free from all variations caused by dirt or dampness; an advantage which no
other maker does or dare claim.

We are the only Factory using only Genuine Ruby Jewels in every grade, and all our Watches are made of the best
material, and are accurate time keepers, under our own guarantee.

ATKINSON BROS., 926 Chestnut St., PHILADELPHIA, Pa.
General Agents for the Keystone Standard Watch Co.

= ASK YOUR JEWELER FOR THEM. =

[Advertisement] Dr. Walker’s California Vinegar Bitters

Dr. Walker’s California

~ -, "

.- . . - « v e .
; . ‘e . Lo .
. .
s .
. . . , . . . p2. -
. . N R

[Display heading: white lettering on a black panel] VINEGAR BITTERS
Only Temperance Bitters Known.

The Old Reliable Remedy of 25 years standing counts its cures by the million of all Diseases arising from a Torpid
Liver or Blood Impurities.

It is free from alcohol or any kind of mineral poisons, being purely vegetable.
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Vinegar Bitters is no uncertain medicine, made to please the palate, or to mislead the suffering. When taken it
“proceeds to business,” and the patient soon obtains the relief hoped for.

The friends of Vinegar Bitters are Legion! We have yet to hear of any one who has used this invaluable medicine
without being benefited.

Try it then, if in poor health, and you will soon find good health return. It is put up in two styles, viz.: Old Style,
slightly bitter, and New Style, pleasant taste.

Price, $1.00 per bottle. Sold by all Druggists.

R. H. McDONALD DRUG CO.,,
Cor. Washington and Charlton Streets, New York.

[Advertisement] WEBSTER’S Unabridged Dictionary.

BSTER'S

Unabridged Diclionary.

A DICTIONARY,

118,000 Vords, 3900 Eng mvmﬂs

BIZETTEER OF THE WUBLD
- e me- of 25000 Titles. and a

[Display heading: “WEBSTER’S” with an oversized initial W, over “Unabridged Dictionary.”]

WEBSTER’S
Unabridged Dictionary.

A DICTIONARY,

118,000 Words, 3000 Engravings, a
GAZETTEER OF THE WORLD,

of 25,000 Titles, and a
BIOGRAPHICAL DICTIONARY,
of nearly 10,000 Noted Persons,
ALLIN ONE BOOK.

[beside the initial W:] Invaluable in every School and at every Fireside.
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Contains 3000 more Words and nearly 2000 more [llustrations than any other American Dictionary.

G. & C. MERRIAM & CO., Pub’rs, Springfield, Mass.

[Advertisement] LIFE SIZE PORTRAIT!

LIFE SIZE PORTRAIT!
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[[lustration: an oval portrait of a woman, head and shoulders, in an ornamental rectangular frame; a small
illegible mark below the oval]

118



Vol. I, No. 24 (Whole No. 24), June 18, 1887 Page 8 of 8

ORIGINAL CRAYON
WITH
Bronze Frame, $12

Send photo, or imperfect likeness. Satisfaction given on all orders or no pay required. Call, write or wire. N. Y.
ARTISTS’ UNION, Room 2, 10 E. 14th St., between 5th Ave. and Broadway.

AGENTS WANTED
EVERYWHERE.

[Advertisement] MAJOR’S CEMENT

MAJORS CEMENT

G

MAJORS LEATHER CEMENT
MAJORS RUBBER CEMENT

\

[Display
panel: white lettering on black] MAJOR’S CEMENT / MAJORS LEATHER CEMENT./ MAJORS RUBBER
CEMENT.

Sold by druggists and crockery dealers.
A.MAJOR, Proprietor, 232 William st., New York city.

[Advertisement] TO CONSUMPTIVES
TO CONSUMPTIVES

Use WINCHESTER’S HYPOPHOSPHITE OF LIME AND SODA. For Consumption, Weak Lungs, Coughs,
Asthma, Bronchitis and General Debility it is an acknowledged Specific Remedy. TRY IT.

Price, $1 and $2 per bottle. Prepared only by
WINCHESTER & CO., Chemists,
162 William street, N. Y.
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[Advertisement] GOOD NEWS TO LADIES.

— —————

 YHE
GREM AMERIC AN

[Trade mark: a black T-shaped panel lettered in white “THE GREAT AMERICAN T E A COMPANY”]

GOOD NEWS TO LADIES.

Greatest offer. Now’s your time to get orders for our celebrated Teas, Coffees and Baking Powder, and secure a
beautiful Gold Band or Moss Rose China Tea Set, Dinner Set, Gold Band Moss Rose Toilet Set, Watch, Brass Lamp,
Castor, or Webster’s Dictionary. For particulars address THE GREAT AMERICAN TEA CO., P. O. Box 289. 31 and

33 Vesey St., New York.
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[Advertisement] ADVERTISING and SUBSCRIPTION Books. (Challen)

[Trade mark: circular seal lettered “CHALLEN, 150 NASSAU, NEW YORK.” with a band across it reading “LABOR
SAVING BOOKS”]

ADVERTISING and SUBSCRIPTION Books.
Books Sent for notice.

CONTRACTS.

Canvassing Books.
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CARPENTRY made easy.
ENGINEERS’ Log Book.

[Advertisement] CURE FOR THE DEAF

CURE FOR THE DEAF

PECK’S PATENT IMPROVED CUSHIONED EAR DRUMS Perfectly Restore the Hearing, and perform the work
of the natural drum. Invisible, comfortable and always in position. All conversation and even whispers heard
distinctly. Send for illustrated book with testimonials, FREE. Address F. HISCOX, 853 Broadway, N. Y.

Please mention this paper.

[Advertisement] PISO’S CURE FOR CONSUMPTION

3
Best Cough Syrup.
in time, Sold b

[Display
panel: black frame lettered in white “PISO’S CURE FOR” above and “CONSUMPTION” below, with “25 CTS.” on
each upright; in the white centre:] CURES WHERE ALL ELSE FAILS. Best Cough Syrup. Tastes good. Use in time.

Sold by druggists.
p.8,col. 6

[Notice] A.—TO SECRETARIES OF TRADE AND LABOR ORGANIZATIONS
AND LAND AND LABOR CLUBS.

A.—-TO SECRETARIES OF TRADE AND LABOR ORGANIZATIONS AND LAND AND LABOR CLUBS.

We have received an order to send a copy of “PROTECTION AND FREE TRADE” to every trade and labor
organization or land and labor club that may wish to have it, up to the number of one thousand. A copy will be
accordingly forwarded to the secretary of any labor organization, local assembly of the K. of L. or land and labor
club on receipt of twelve cents for postage.

HENRY GEORGE & CO.
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[Notice] MEMBERS OF LABOR ORGANIZATIONS

MEMBERS OF LABOR ORGANIZATIONS and others wishing to canvass for subscribers to this paper on a
liberal commission are invited to send their names and addresses to the publishers of THE STANDARD, 25 Ann
street, New York.

UNITED LABOR PARTY.
NEW YORK TO THE COUNTRY.

Headquarters Campaign Executive Committee,
Central Labor Union,
New York, November, 1886.

To Organized Labor throughout the United States, Greeting:

The great moral victory which we have won in this city by the polling of 68,000 votes for our candidate in the
campaign begun by the Central labor union, and the congratulations which the men of New York have received
from all parts of the country, encourage us to believe that it is now within the power of organized labor to begin a
national movement that shall carry to triumphant success the great principles on which industrial and political
emancipation must be based.

This campaign has shown us that by ignoring minor differences it is possible to unite the political power of labor
on a platform confined to fundamental principles. What we have done in New York has been accomplished in the
face of greater obstacles than exist anywhere else in the United States. We see that it is only necessary to improve
our organization here to carry this city, and we believe that general organization must result in the formation of a
national party that will sweep the country.

We call on organized labor everywhere to form political associations based on the principles of the platform of the
convention of trade and labor associations of New York, and having in view political action, local, state and
national, at the earliest possible moment.

It is desriables® that organized labor, wherever it exists, should take the initiative in this movement. But it is our
opinion, confirmed by our recent experience, that the most effective organizations for political action are to be
formed outside of labor associations, though as far as possible animated and controlled by their members. In this
way we may avoid any conflict with the rules and regulations that forbid political action on the part of
associations primarily designed for industrial purposes; may bring into our ranks a large class now outside of
labor associations, but whose sympathies are thoroughly with us; may secure that organization by election
districts which is necessary to efficient political work; and by means of reunions, lectures, the dissemination of
literature, readings from sound works on social science, and debates, carry on the work of education. This is the
course we have resolved to adopt in this city, and we commend a similar course to our brethren throughout the
land. We believe the time has come when, for the accomplishment of its purposes, labor must step into the
political arena, and, rallying all the forces that are upon its side, make an open fight for the assertion of those

Sic in the original; probably “desirable”.
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equal rights which the great charter of American liberty guarantees to us all, but which both the old political
parties have heretofore ignored.

The difficulty which everywhere confronts us, in our efforts to raise wages and secure leisure, is the existence of an
impoverished mass, forced by their necessities to accept work on any terms. Until we can lessen the intensity of
that struggle for existence which makes so many men and women ready to do anything to procure the mere
necessaries of life, the work of our labor associations must be conducted under tremendous disadvantages. Men
who cannot find employment are everywhere the force which those who oppose us utilize to resist our just
demands. It is therefore necessary that we should make war upon the great wrong which causes poverty—the
primary injustice which makes the land on which and from which all of us must live the exclusive property of
individuals, and denies to the rest of us the right to live and to work, unless we pay blackmail for the privilege.

We therefore ask you to form political associations based upon the principles set forth in our platform, and,
through the central committee, room 28, Cooper Union, New York city, which has been appointed for that
purpose, to put yourselves in communication with other similar associations throughout the land.

As soon as this work shall have gone far enough, a national conference will be called to organize the new party—a
party powerful enough to re-write the laws and execute the people’s will.

By order of the executive committee.

JOHN McMACKIN, Chairman.

[Notice] McGLYNN PARADE.
McGLYNN PARADE.
23D ASSEMBLY DISTRICT ASSOCIATION,
UNITED LABOR PARTY,

Will meet at cor. 105th street and Third avenue, on SATURDAY, the 18th inst., at 5 p. m. After a parade with band
through the district, will take elevated train for position on Eighth street, west of Broadway. All residents of the
district are invited. By order

COMMITTEE.

[Notice] 23RD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT MEETS

23RD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT MEETS every Monday evening. German speaking members every Tuesday evening
at Vincent hall, 1897 Third avenue, corner 105th street. Open every evening for enrollment of members.
Thursday and Saturday evenings free debates of the Progress and Poverty club
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LAND AND LABOR PARTY.
LAND AND LABOR.

The Central Committee has been organized for the purpose of carrying into state and national politics, by means
of tracts, circulars, correspondence, lectures, etc., the principles of the United Labor Party of New York.

We oppose the stupid fiscal system that piles up hundreds of millions of dollars in our treasury vaults, while we
are paying interest on an enormous debt; we aim at the abolition of the system which makes the railroad and the
telegraph a means for the oppression of the people and the aggrandizement of an aristocracy of wealth and
power; and we advocate the raising of all public revenues from a tax on land according to its value, throwing the
burden of taxation upon mining lands and upon the wealthy monopolizers of land values in and near our great
cities, thus relieving, on the one hand our crowded tenement population, and on the other the farming interest of
our country, by removing all taxes from the products of industry.

Members of trade and labor organizations, and all citizens in favor of independent political action who are
desirous of taking part in the formation of land and labor clubs, or in tract distribution, are requested to address

JOHN M’MACKIN,
Chairman Central Committee,
2.8 Cooper Union, N. Y. City

Citizens of the following named states who indorse the principles of the United Labor party and desire to lend
active aid in the great movement now beginning for the emancipation of labor, are requested to communicate
with the State Organizers of their respective states, as follows:

California—Judge James G. Maguire, San Francisco.

Connecticut—Robert Pyne, 284 Asylum st., Hartford.

Indiana—Warren Worth Bailey, Vincennes.

Kentucky—Henry George Club, 258 Vine st., Cincinnati.

Massachusetts (Berkshire county)—F. Harvey Lincoln, box 115, Zylonite.
Minnesota—Central Committee, United Labor Party, 42 Third st. south, Minneapolis.
New York—John McMackin, 28 Cooper Union, New York city.

Ohio—Henry George Club, 258 Vine st., Cincinnati.

South Carolina—Benjamin Adams, Charleston.

“THE NEW CRUSADERS.”

“I care not who write the laws of a country so long as I can write the people’s songs.”

We want to re-write some of the laws of our country. Let us begin the work by writing and singing the new songs
of the people.

MISS AGATHA MUNIER,

known so well, not only as the former Leader of the Choir of St. Stephen’s Roman Catholic church, but for her
earnest sympathy and active endeavors in behalf of the Labor Movement in this city, has decided to organize and
instruct several Great Choruses of Male and Female voices, enlisted from the ranks of the people themselves. It is
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Miss Munier’s hope to drill these united voices for active work in the Political Campaign of the coming fall, when

by concerts for the benefit of the Labor fund, and by free music at lectures and public meetings, the voice of the

people may be heard in the songs of labor.

Applicants for admission to these classes may address or call on MISS MUNIER, at 223 East Thirty-second street.
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