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Page 1 of 8

VOL. II.—NO. 3.

NEW YORK, SATURDAY, JULY 23, 1887.

PRICE FIVE CENTS

p. 1, col. 1

A broad-minded and warm hearted lady, the daughter of a man who did good service in the anti-slavery cause, at a

time when to stand up against slavery was to incur obloquy and reproach, takes exception to some expressions she

has met with in THE STANDARD, in which the results of that system of industrial slavery which comes from

making private property of land are spoken of as in some respects even worse than that system of chattel slavery

which prevailed in our southern states. She says:2

In one particular only was the condition of the chattel slave better than that of the most degraded of the

wage workers of to-day—he had fresh air, but that was owing to the fact that he was an agricultural laborer,

and worked neither in mines nor in factories. In every other respect his state was worse. That it was not

utterly intolerable was owing to individual benevolence; to the fact that men are often better than their

class. The alleviations of industrial slavery are owing to the same cause. Witness the hospitals, asylums,

reformatories, schools and charitable societies of all kinds, besides the private help which all but a selfish

few of the rich extend to their poorer neighbors. The fact that much, perhaps most, of this aid comes

originally from the pockets of the beneficiaries is true of both systems of slavery, and the fact that justice is

preferable to charity is as true in the case of the black man as in the case of the white.

But let us put aside for a few moments the question of the material surroundings and physical condition of

the two classes of slaves; let us think of them as human beings, not as animals; let us compare their mental

and moral status, the chances for growth of their minds and souls. You yourself, advocating a higher

standard of living for the wage worker, remind us that we “do not live by bread alone.” The law provides for

the education of the industrial slave; the law provided for the ignorance of the chattel slave; the law

encourages religious societies for the one, forbade them for the other; the law protects the domestic rights

of the first, denied that the second had any. Industrial slaves may associate, they may travel, they may

agitate for their betterment. You will see from the extracts I will give later how impossible this was for the

black slave of the south.

THE STANDARD

SLAVERY THEN AND NOW.

2. Ed. A justice of the peace (JP) is a judicial officer of a lower or puisne court, elected or appointed by means of a commission (letters patent) to keep the
peace. In past centuries the term commissioner of the peace was often used with the same meaning. Depending on the jurisdiction, such justices dispense
summary justice or merely deal with local administrative applications in common law jurisdictions. Justices of the peace are appointed or elected from the
citizens of the jurisdiction in which they serve, and are (or were) usually not required to have any formal legal education in order to qualify for the office.
Some jurisdictions have varying forms of training for JPs. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Justice_of_the_peace (Placed approximately.)

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 1 of 8

5

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


Then my correspondent goes on to recall that the experience of sugar and cotton planters proved it more

profitable to use up a gang of negroes every seven or eight years than to work them moderately, and to quote the

colonial laws of South Carolina which prohibited the working of slaves for more than fifteen hours a day, from the

25th of March to the 25th of September, or for more than fourteen hours a day for the rest of the year. She quotes

the law of Louisiana, which declared that the master must give the slave one linen shirt and a pair of pantaloons in

summer, and one linen shirt, a woolen shirt and a pair of pantaloons in winter, and for food a bag of salt and a

barrel of Indian corn, rice or beans every month, while the law of North Carolina provided that a slave should

have a quart of corn every day. She also quotes the law of Georgia, which gave the county courts authority to

provide for infirm slaves suffering from neglect of their owners and to recover costs from the owners, calling

attention to the fact that information had to be given by a white man and evidence taken of white men, and that if

the judges granted relief that they could not prove was absolutely needed they had to pay it themselves. She

quotes other laws of various states which show: That in some of them for some time only a pecuniary fine was

inflicted for the killing of a slave; and that where the killing of a slave was made murder, exemption was made in

the case of a slave dying under “moderate correction,” (which was defined to be “whipping or beating with a

horsewhip, switch or small stick, or by putting irons on or confining such slave;”) or in case of any slave resisting

his lawful owner or master, or of any outlawed slave. That a slave could be outlawed for running away and

concealing himself, or for “killing a hog or other animal of the cattle kind” in order to sustain life. That for striking

any white man, except in defence of his master or overseer or their property, a slave could be punished at the

discretion of the justice for the first offense, and in some states for the second offense, and in others for the third

offense, he could be condemned to death. That if a slave was found beyond his master’s plantation without a

written permission any one might inflict twenty lashes on him, and if he resisted, kill him. The same punishment

might be inflicted if seven slaves were found walking or standing together in a road without a white man. That the

punishment of whipping was prescribed if a slave was found carrying a weapon, hunting with dogs, harboring a

runaway, loosening a boat or selling any article without a specific ticket from his master. She points out that no

colored man could give evidence against a white man, so that any barbarity could be safely inflicted upon a slave if

white men were not present. That except in Louisiana, where, under the civil law there was some small restriction

upon the separation of families, husband could be torn from wife, and child from mother. That laws were enacted

in many of the states to discourage the manumission1 of slaves, and that the most savage penalties were

pronounced against the publishing or circulating of anything having a tendency of exciting slaves or free persons

of color to insurrection or resistance.

In Georgia a law forbade any congregation or company of negroes to assemble themselves contrary to the law

regulating patrols. And every slave taken at such meetings might, by order of the justice, without trial, receive on

the bare back twenty-five stripes 
p. 1, col. 2
with switch, whip, or cowskin. In South Carolina the police were forbidden to break into any place of religious

meeting before nine o’clock, provided a majority of the assembly were white persons; if not, every slave present

was liable to twenty-five lashes of the cowskin. A planter of San Domingo objected that the belief in a future state

should be taught the negroes, as “such knowledge is apt to render them intractable, averse to labor, and induces

them to commit suicide on themselves and their children, of which the colony, the state and commerce have equal

need.” The legislature of Virginia passed a law in 1831, by which any free colored person undertaking to preach or

conduct any religious meeting, by day or night, might be whipped not exceeding thirty-nine lashes, at the

discretion of any justice of the peace. The same penalty fell upon any slave or free colored person who attended

1. Ed. Manumission, or enfranchisement, is the act of freeing enslaved people by their enslavers. Different approaches to manumission were developed,
each specific to the time and place of a particular society. Historian Verene Shepherd states that the most widely used term is gratuitous manumission, “the
conferment of freedom on the enslaved by enslavers before the end of the slave system”. The motivations for manumission were complex and varied.
Firstly, it may present itself as a sentimental and benevolent gesture. One typical scenario was the freeing in the master’s will of a devoted servant after long
years of service. A trusted bailiff might be manumitted as a gesture of gratitude. For those working as agricultural laborers or in workshops, there was little
likelihood of being so noticed. In general, it was more common for older slaves to be given freedom. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Manumission.
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such meetings; and any slave who listened to any white preacher in the night time received the same punishment.

The same law prevailed in Georgia and Mississippi. A master might permit a slave to preach on his own

plantation, but only to his own slaves. North Carolina in 1831 passed a law which began: “Whereas, teaching

slaves to read and write has a tendency to excite dissatisfaction in their minds and to produce insurrection and

rebellion,” therefore, etc., “teaching a slave to read or write, or giving or selling to a slave any book or pamphlet

shall be punished by thirty-nine lashes if the offender be a free black, or with imprisonment, at the discretion of

the court; if a slave, the offense is punishable with thirty-nine lashes on his or her bare back on conviction before a

justice of the peace.” Georgia and Louisiana had similar laws. In Virginia, Georgia and North Carolina white

persons teaching any colored persons to read or write, gratis or for pay, were to be punished by imprisonment or

by fine of ten to five hundred dollars.

My correspondent concludes by saying:

The question of the abolition of property in man and private property in land are one, but in the condition

of society the grosser form of evil is first swept away. Never, had chattel slavery remained in force, could the

wage slave of to-day have drawn the attention of the world to his wrongs! And it behooves him to remember

this, for he was not always and everywhere in favor of freeing his black brother from bondage.

With this I heartily agree. So long as the monstrous wrong which permitted one man to treat the person of

another as his property was sanctioned by law and public opinion, it was hardly to be expected that public

attention could be called to the monstrous wrong which permits one man to treat as his exclusive property the

element on which and from which other men must live, if they are to live at all. The abolition of chattel slavery

was not only a necessary preliminary to the abolition of industrial slavery, but by calling attention to first

principles3,4 and stimulating the sense of natural rights, it gave an impulse which is now beginning to take shape

in the anti-poverty movement—a movement which has for its aim the equal freedom of all men. And in these days

when ignorance and selfishness so bitterly oppose the further advance of the spirit of liberty, despite the wrongs

and horrors of negro slavery, it is well to remember that it not long since,5 had not only the passionate support of

the people of the south, but was acquiesced in by the great majority of the people of the north as well.

The coarse, brutal form of slavery which makes labor itself a subject of property is only advantageous to the

owner where population is sparse and land is open. Where the available land is all “fenced in,” where there is a

body of disinherited men, who, though their right to their own power of labor is legally acknowledged, have no

right to anything upon which that power of labor can be exerted—have no right, in fact, to as much of the earth as

they may stand on or lie down upon, save as they buy from week to week or month to month permission to use it—

then the possession of the passive factor of production, land, gives as efficient and much more economical a

command of the active factor, labor, as the actual legal ownership of men, with all its incidental powers of

restraint and punishment. Thirty years ago the owner of a thousand slaves in Georgia or Mississippi would be at

this time of the year enjoying himself in a a northern watering place or in Europe, living in luxurious idleness

upon the difference between what the labor of his slaves produced and what he was obliged to return to them in

the way of food, clothing, shelter, medical attendance, overseers to keep them at work, and expenses of recapture

if they ran away. Chattel slavery has now been abolished in the United States, but men of the same kind are living

3. Ed. First principles: See Social Problems, Chapter 9, entitled “First Principles,” online at https://web.archive.org/web/20190121124645/http://
schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/social-problems/sp09.html. It was reprinted as Land and Labor Library, tract #1.
4. Ed. George uses the water in the desert example in several other places: “Thou Shalt Not Steal,” an address to the Anti-poverty society on May 8, 1887 in
The Standard, Issue #019 and Land and Labor Library #20; Social Problems (1883), Chapter 10, The Rights of Man (online at https://web.archive.org/web/
20190121124645/http://schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/social-problems/sp10.html); and The Condition of Labor, an Open Letter to Pope Leo XIII,
(1891), responding to section 2, That private property in land proceeds from man’s gift of reason. (Placed approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “that it was not long since”.
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in luxury at watering places or in Europe, without doing any work themselves, by virtue of the ownership of city

lots, agricultural lands or mineral resources, for the use of which they levy toll upon the produce of labor. In the

one case as in the other products and services are obtained without the giving of products or services in return. To

extort the labor for which he gave no retnrnsic and which enabled him to live luxuriously without doing any work,

the slave owner of 1857 had the power to flog, to iron and to pursue with bloodhounds. The land owner of 1887

has no need of these powers, for he has all that is necessary in the power of eviction, and how sufficient is that

power, where population becomes somewhat dense and land is all “fenced in,” we may see from what it means in

such countries as Ireland, where a sentence of eviction has, with little exaggeration, been said to mean a sentence

of death.

The laws to which my correspondent refers as recorded evidence, direct or inferential, of the atrocities of chattel

slavery, were necessary parts of the system which 
p. 1, col. 3
gave to one man a right to compel another man to work for his benefit. The slave had to be kept in ignorance, had

to be restrained in his liberty of association and movement, had to be denied the right to resist or to testify against

a white man, and the master had to be given powers of coercion, whose abuse was testified to rather than

prevented by provisions against maiming, etc., in order to enable the owner of his power to labor (for it was this,

and and not the person, that the apologists of slavery declared to be the essential subject of ownership), to keep

and utilize his property.

But in the form of slavery which results from the monopolization of land no such laws are needed. It is not

necessary that the master should compel the slave to work for him, for the slave is driven by his own necessities to

sue for permission to work. It is not necessary to provide precautions against his running away, and to make

provision for his capture and return, any more than it is to stimulate his industry by the lash, when what the slave

most fears is that he may be discharged. The difference between the two systems is precisely that between the

method of highwaymen who should compel travelers at the pistol’s mouth, or by personal violence, to give up all

they had, and the gentler, but quite as efficacious method which might be adopted on a desert road of taking

possession of the only well, and leaving the travelers when they came up, the liberty either to die of thirst or to

give up all they had for access to water.

If the degradatiensic and cruelty inseparable from the system of chattel slavery seem more striking, it is because

the connection between wronger and wronged is closer and more easily recognized. In the master overworking or

underfeeding the slave, whipping, chaining or chasing him with bloodhounds; in the slave trader separating

husband or wife,8, or tearing child from mother, or in the slave girl compelled to yield to brutal lust. we recognize

the suffering of one individual as the direct result of the wicked greed or passion of another individual, but the

degradation and suffering which result from the system of appropriating labor by making property of the passive

instead of the active factor of production, seem at first sight to be due, either to the faults of the sufferers

themselves, or of their class, or to general causes which we no more associate with conscious human action than

we do earthquakes, storms or droughts.

But whoever will trace effect to cause will see in prison and almshouse and brothel and lunatic asylum, in

drunkenness and wife beating and baby farming; in the squalor of city slums and the dreary life of the struggling

farmer and of the laborer who half the year is a tramp, in low wages and fierce competition for employment; in

Sic in the original; probably “return”.
Sic in the original; probably “degradation”.
Sic in the original; probably “separating husband from wife”.
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children forced to work in factory or coal breaker when they ought to be at play, and in all the vice and crime and

bitter suffering that flow from poverty and the dread of poverty, the results of the wrong which makes that

element on which and from which all must live the private property of some.

So far as the satisfaction of material needs go, the ordinary condition of the chattel slave of the south was better

than that of large classes of so-called free laborers. The power of the owner to overwork, underfeed or maltreat

the slave was modified not only by individual benevolence, but by selfish concern for the maintenance in good

condition of a piece of valuable property, and by the sense of responsibility and proprietorship, and, in many

cases, of attachment, which resulted from the directness of the relation. The chattel slave was lodged more

wholesomely than are large numbers of free people in New York; he was not habitually underfed as are large

classes of free people in European countries; the mortuary returns of the south did not contain a column for

deaths by sheer starvation as do those of the richest city of the world.

If the fact that there were on the statute books of some of the slave states laws prescribing a minimum ration

shows at least the recognition of a danger that the chattel slave might not get enough to eat, what do the poor laws

of Great Britain and the public and private provision that is made in our free states to keep people from starving

indicate?

If the fixing in slave codes of a legal maximum for the day’s work of the chattel slave indicated a danger that the

cupidity of the master might overwork him, what do the laws in restraint of the labor of freeborn women and

children indicate in regard to the tendencies of industrial slavery? Is it not a fact that free farm-laborers and even

free farmers work, when the season permits, as long, and even longer, than the maximum allowed by these slave

laws, and that for a bare living? Is it not a fact that in our cities and manufacturing districts men and women can

be hired for the bare living which constituted the wages of the slave to work to the extreme limit of human

endurance? Do not our various inspection laws testify to the notorious fact that the employers of free labor find it

cheaper to use it up and hire fresh labor than to go to the expense of making sanitary provisions and guarding

against accidents to life and limb? Is there an occupation so deadly or so dangerous that free laborers cannot 
p. 1, col. 4
be found to engage in it for wages that give only a bare living? If laborers had been worth twelve or fifteen

hundred dollars apiece the building of, our new aqueductsic,5 would hardly have cost so many lives.

The worst atrocities of southern slavery are matched not only by the horrors of the penal contract system which

has grown up since emancipation in many of the southern states, but by the revelations that now and again are

made of the conduct of prisons and asylums in other states. And in brief chronicles of destitution, suicide,

degradation and crime the newspapers of our great cities daily record the bitterest tragedies.

The very fact that the chattel slaves of the south belonged to a distinctly marked and, as they themselves were

accustomed to think, an inferior race, and that they were denied education, made them less sensitive to the evils

of their lot. Accustomed to live for the day, and without forethought for the morrow, they were exempt from that

racking anxiety to keep “the wolf from the door;” that horrible fear of losing a foothold and falling to a lower

depth that tortures so many in the fierce struggle of what is miscalled free competition.

No one who has experienced, or who will take the trouble to imagine, the awful sense of hopeless desolation that

overpowers the man or woman out of work, with no money, with no friends to help, and with no prospect of

Sic in the original; probably “the building of our new aqueduct”.
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securing employment, can hesitate to admit that the physical torture which the slave owner had in his power to

inflict was as a means of coercion hardly more effective than the mental agony to which the industrial slave can be

subjected. Consider the oppressions practiced on women who work for a living, and consider why those

oppressions are practiced and endured. On the one hand the employer is driven, by the fierce competition of his

business rivals, to seek constantly to secure more work for less wages; on the other, the workwoman is whipped

into submission by the stinging lash of fear, wielded by the specter of helpless want which constantly pursues her.

It may well be questioned if southern slavery has any darker pictures than those drawn by Helen Campbell in her

“Prisoners of Poverty6,7.”

But it is of little profit to compare the two systems of slavery, with any view of deciding which may be the worst.

That which is gone was a rude system of robbing labor suited only to a sparse population and low stage of

industry; that which is now developing with increase of population and improvements in the arts, is the system on

whose overthrow depends the safety of modern civilization. And it is most instructive and encouraging to note

that the same powers of press, pulpit, wealth and ignorance which are now arraying themselves against the

abolition of industrial slavery arrayed themselves in the same way, and with the same arguments, against the

abolition of chattel slavery.

As for the benevolence which alleviated the lot of chattel slaves, and sometimes made it a happy one, it is capable

of doing harm as well as good in its efforts to merely ameliorate the conditions of those suffering under the

present form of slavery. As Father Huntington says in his terrible article on tenement house morality, reprinted

from the Forum in THE STANDARD of July 2, “an increased number of the hardest workers in the cause of

philanthropy are beginning to question whether all our charitable agencies and institutions, by making the lives of

tenement house people just not intolerable, may not be actually increasing the evils they are organized to redress.”

And it is certain that all forms of eleemosynary8 relief, even to the fresh air,9,10 excursions which, originating here,

are now being organized in other cities, are largely destructive of the sense of independence and self respect

which the chattel slave did not possess, but which is the foundation of all the virtues of the free citizen.

In its society column the Journal says:

A new and most praiseworthy fad has seized upon fashionable society this summer, or at least the matron

portion of it. This is to invite one, two or half a dozen children from the slums of the city to spend a time at

their country houses.

5. Ed. New aqueduct: The Croton Aqueduct or Old Croton Aqueduct was a large and complex water distribution system constructed for New York City
between 1837 and 1842. The great aqueducts, which were among the first in the United States, carried water by gravity 41 miles (66 km) from the Croton
River in Westchester County to reservoirs in Manhattan. It was built because local water resources had become polluted and inadequate for the growing
population of the city. Although the aqueduct was largely superseded by the New Croton Aqueduct, which was built in 1890, the Old Croton Aqueduct
remained in service until 1955. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Croton_Aqueduct.
6. Ed. See The Standard, Issue #026, “The American Conscience,” by Helen Campbell, and later in that issue, “Prisoners of Poverty.”
7. Ed. Issue #026, “Tenement Morality.” (Placed approximately.)
8. Ed. Eleemosynary: relating to or dependent on charity; charitable.
9. Ed. The Fresh Air program continues in the 21st century, including bringing children from the city to suburban families or summer camp for a week or two
each summer. Its purpose is “to provide NYC children from low-income families with cultural, recreational, and educational experiences at its camps and
with volunteer host families and through year-round academic programs.” See https://freshair.org/.
10. Ed. See also Chapter 15 of Social Problems (1883), entitled “Slavery and Slavery,” at https://web.archive.org/web/20190121124645/http://
schalkenbach.org/library/henry-george/social-problems/sp15.html (Placed approximately.)
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The Newport villas are entertaining a number of these little Arabs at the present time, and there are many

scattered about at the seats in Westchester and on Long Island. These children are rarely taken into the

bosom of the family, as are the Fresh Air Fund excursionists, but are given over to the care of the gardener

and his wife and provided liberally with good food, baths and fun.

The venerable John Jay11 has entertained a small army of these poor mites since spring. Mrs. Jacob

Lorillard, who also has a place in Westchester, has opened her doors, and at Newport Mrs. Paran Stevens,

Mrs. Frederic Vanderbilt and Mrs. Wilson are a few among the many who have shown their charity in so

excellent a way. A groom is generally sent to entertain and watch the small boys, while a maid takes care of

the feminine portion of the party. The fashion is a pretty one, not expensive to people of wealth, and

commends itself highly to all those who have any idea of what the babies of the poor suffer during the warm

weather.

This pleasant and fashionable “charity fad” may enable the rich to still their consciences by imagining that they

are really doing something for the poor; but it may also have some other tendencies. It is like taking little chattel

slaves out, giving them a taste of freedom, and then returning them to bondage.

HENRY GEORGE.
p. 1, col. 5

A TRUE AMERICAN IN 1870 AS IN 1887.

What Dr. McGlynn Said to a “Sun” Reporter About Parochial and Public Schools—Mr. Preston as Poor an

Exponent of True Catholicism Then as Milord Preston is Now.

New York Sun, April 30, 1870.

Dr. McGlynn is opposed to Catholics or anybody else making application for state aid to any separate school or

charity. He is sure that the Rev. Mr. Preston did not express the Catholic view on this matter of state

denominational schools; and the Rev. Mr. Preston has since admitted in a public letter that his view on this matter

is not necessarily the Catholic view. Dr. McGlynn did not mean to assert that Catholics do not wish to unite

secular and religious education. On the contrary, he knows that all Catholics and all good men do wish to unite

secular and religious education; but a great many Catholics, as well as the great majority of the people of this

country, do not believe that religion and arithmetic must necessarily, under all circumstances, be taught in the

same room and by the same person. He does believe that our public schools are one of the chief glories of

America, and that they should be made institutions where Christians and infidels, Jews and Gentiles, may alike

send their children without their being insulted by any book or prayer or hymn that is to them a badge of the

ascendancy of a sect, and without fear of any sectarian bias whatever. He does believe that an infidel, a Jew or a

Mohammedan has the same rights in our government as any one else has; and he deprecates the effort to keep the

Bible and prayers and sectarian hymns in the schools, and the attempt to put Christianity and the Bible into the

constitution of the United States as utterly un-American and fanatical, and as an attempt to unite church and

state12,13, which should be strenuously resisted by all lovers of pure religion, as well as all lovers of their country.

He does believe that public education, paid for by public moneys, should be in the hands of seculars, and not

WHY THEY HATE HIM.

11. Ed. This John Jay is likely John Jay (1817-1894) American diplomat and lawyer, grandsom of John Jay, the American Founding Father and statesman.
See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Jay_(disambiguation) and https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Jay_(lawyer) It seems likely that his summer home
was his grandfather’s home, outside Katonah in Westchester County and not far from the reservoirs in the Croton system.
12. Ed. See Dr. McGlynn’s follow-up to this in Issue #031, “Church and State”
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intrusted to religious orders as such, for the reason that this, too, would be a union of church and state, and for the

other very good reason that the state should exercise the right of strict examination, inspection and control, and

the immediate supervision of all institutions which it pays for, and to this the religious orders would not submit.

He does believe that the works that are most imperatively demanded of religious orders here are those works of

spiritual and corporal mercy to which they are especially pledged by their vocation.

Dr. McGlynn did not particularly desire to have religious orders teaching in Sunday schools. As a matter of fact,

while there are in his parish seven sisters of charity engaged exclusively in works of charity, they do not teach in

the Sunday school, and have never been asked to do so.

Dr. McGlynn spoke of a bill which was passed in the assembly this year, but which met with opposition in the

committee of the senate, the object of which bill was to protect the liberty of conscience of children in asylums,

houses of refuge, etc. But a leading senator thought that there was no room for this act of justice, while they were

so busy in granting or maintaining appropriations as favors.

Dr. McGlynn said that it had been hoped that a leading member of this year’s legislature would have introduced,

and that members of both parties would have aided, the passage of a bill, the object of which would be to take the

matter of sectarianism and its consequent theological bitterness and threatened dangers out of the field of

politics, if possible, at once and forever. But legislators of both parties were probably too busy in buying, selling and

bartering to find time or inclination for such an act of justice and statesmanship. In fact the putting of a stop to

this matter of doing favors, in the shape of appropriations, would perhaps take away too much of their stock in

trade. The intended measure had the cordial approval of influential Catholic clergymen and laymen, who would

like to see some such measure incorporated into the constitution of every state of the union; and it is to be hoped

that the people will demand from the politicians some such just and statesmanlike measure. It would be

substantially as follows:

An act (or amendment to the constitution) to guard against the union of church and state, and to protect liberty of

conscience:

Forbidding appropriations of school funds to any but common schools.

Forbidding the reading of the Bible, or any other distinctively religious book, all praying, worship and

singing of religious hymns, in common schools.

Forbidding magistrates to commit to any but public prisons, asylumnssic, etc.

Repealing all existing laws by which appropriations are made to any but public institutions, and forbidding

legislature countiessic, cities, towns and villages, to donate any property or to sell or lease it at lower than

market values, or to donate money for the payment of assessments, or for any other purpose, to any church

or to any school, college, asylum, hospital, etc., or to any institution of charity, correction, or learning, which

is not the property of the people and under the exclusive control of officers of the people.

Revoking existing appointments and forbidding future appointments of chaplains, whether salaried or not,

in any public institution, and forbidding compulsory attendance at or joining in any prayer, worship or

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

13. Ed. The Plenary Councils of Baltimore were three national meetings of Catholic bishops in the United States in 1852, 1866 and 1884 in Baltimore,
Maryland. The Third Plenary Council was presided over by the apostolic delegate, Archbishop James Gibbons of Baltimore. Its decrees were signed by 14
archbishops, 61 bishops or their representatives, 6 abbots, and 1 general of a religious congregation. The first solemn session was held 9 November, and
the last 7 December 1884. Its decrees are divided into twelve titles, approved by Pope Leo XIII. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Plenary_Councils_of_Baltimore. (Placed approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “asylums”.
Sic in the original; probably “forbidding legislature, counties”.
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religious service or instruction in any public institution, and forbidding any insult to the faith or religious

convictions of any inmates of public institutions or pupils in public schools.

Granting all reasonable facilities to citizens and clergymen of all denominations to visit public institutions

of charity and correction to impart religious instruction or consolation or administer religious ordinances

to those of their own faith or those who may freely desire it.

Reporter—Is it your intention to get up a parochicalsic school in your parish?

Dr. McGlynn—No. It would be a sort of spiritual luxury, which I would think it absurd to attempt to supply while

we are suffering so sadly from the want of necessaries. Archbishop Hughes thought that 1,000 souls were enough

for the care of one priest. Now, we have perhaps 25,000 souls in our parish. I should like first to get and support

the 25 priests; then we should build some two or three more churches in our parish; next I would provide better

than we are doing at present for the poor and suffering, particularly children, who are in the greatest danger of

losing both faith and morals; and, last of all, if at all, would I provide for the schooling of children of parents who

are able and willing to provide for them. It is their business rather than mine to procure and pay schoolmasters.

Reporter—Are Catholics desirous of taking the Bible and all sectarianism out of the public schools? 
p. 1, col. 6
Dr. McGlynn—Yes; the Catholic church, as a body, is committed by its highest authority in this country to that

policy. It is sufficient to quote from the late council of Baltimore, signed by all our bishops, and approved by the

pope. pp. [428?], 429.

As often in books in use in the schools there are things which are hostile to our faith, and place our

doctrines in a false light, and distort history, the welfare of religion, the right education of youth and the

honor of our country demand a remedy to so great an evil. As it is certain that in most of the states public

education is so conducted that it is made to serve the interests of the sects, so that the minds of Catholic

children are gradually imbued with their principles, we admonish pastors that they should spare no pains in

looking to the Christian and Catholic education of children, and should watch diligently to prevent their

using the Protestant bibles and reciting and singing the prayers of the sects. Therefore they should be

vigilant in guarding against the introduction of such books and exercises into the public schools. They

should everywhere resist these sectarian efforts with constancy and moderation, and endeavor to obtain the

necessary remedy from the authorities.

Reporter—Are priests in favor of taking children away from the common schools when they have no parochial

schools in their own parish, or when the parochial school is inadequate to accommodate their children, or when

they have no other school to go to?

Dr. McGlynn—I should hope that the priests, if any, who advocate so absurd a practice are very few indeed. At all

events, it it quite sufficientsic to quote against them the preceding extracts from the council of Baltimore, which

clearly imply that Catholic children are going and will go to public schools, and make it the duty of pastors to take

an interest in the schools, and to secure in them the rights of conscience of Catholic children.

Reporter—Does the council of Baltimore commit the church to the state denominational system?

Dr. McGlynn—No. It requires priests to exhort the people to support them by generous private contributions.

Reporter—Do you intend to give a lecture on these subjects in your church?

6. 

Sic in the original; probably “parochial”.
Sic in the original; probably “it is quite sufficient”.
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Dr. McGlynn—No. I did have some intention, not of delivering a lecture in St. Stephen’s church, but of simply

instructing our people in an ordinary sermon upon what the council of Baltimore lays down in this matter, and

upon our duty to protect the rights of conscience in public schools and public institutions. But this I think no

longer necessary, and anything more than this that would touch upon politics, and upon points controverted

among Catholics, would be out of place in the pulpit, which should be sacred to the preaching of the faith and

charity of Christ.

A Letter from the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost.

WATCH HILL, R. I.—I am on the shelf for a few weeks—out of the fight—but oh! how my blood boils at the

damnable injustice done Dr. McGlynn by mock priests in the name of the sham of religion. Not that it will do him

or our movement any harm, but oh, the atrocity of it! That men wearing the livery of the Judean carpenter should

do in His name to another what was done to Him. Bah! How hard it is to keep one’s religious balance. I do not

know where real Christianity is preached except in the Anti-poverty society.

The fight is on! Count on me through good fortune and ill. I should be ashamed to live and afraid to die if I did not

fling all my little might into the conflict. O, but it is glorious to live and not be old in such a day as this.

The Sumter gun has been fired!

Yours faithfully, HUGH O. PENTECOST.

Tax the Income Back.

ST. LOUIS, July 12.—We are a nation of freemen, and yet our laws vest in certain citizens the power to levy taxes

on the whole community under the name of rent. These privileged citizens call this rent their income. It is not their

income; it is the people’s income. There is no sentimental “goody goody to the poor” enthusiasm in this language

and none intended, and if the working classes or anybody else don’t understand it it is because they are not as

smart as landlords, who understand it only too well. That is why they “boom” real estate and western towns and

cities. That is why they hire the daily press to “boom” their land, and that is why they don’t boom the Anti-poverty

society. Now, as a simple remedy for all this, let us turn round and tax our income back.

C. E. TURNER.

An Anti-Poverty Excursion.

The executive committee of the Anti-poverty society is arranging for a grove meeting, to be held at Oriental grove,

Long Island, on Saturday, Aug. 13. A steamer, three tugs and four barges, with a carrying capacity of six thousand,

have been engaged to transport the members of the society and their friends to the grove. Oriental grove is

sitnatedsic on the sound, about twenty miles from this city, and is a most beautiful place. About ten acres is thickly

wooded, with a large, open country back of it. There is a large dancing pavilion for the young people; a long line of

beach for bathing, a ball playing ground and all facilities for thorough enjoyment. The committee proposes to have

personal control of all the departments connected with the excursion, and they will see to it that all who attend

will have an enjoyable day and at reasonable prices. Details will be printed hereafter.

Sic in the original; probably “situated”.
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The Fourth in Kansas City.

KANSAS CITY, MO.—The trade and labor societies celebrated the Fourth of July with the largest parade held in

this city for years. Appropriate literary exercises were held later in the day at a picnic, which about 5,000 persons

attended. John S. Crosby14, a well-known lawyer, was orator of the day. He spoke on “The Relation of the

Government to the Labor Question.” He showed that the solution of the land question would at the same time

solve the labor question. The audience listened very attentively and the marked applause evidenced the deep hold

which the land question has taken upon the working people of Kansas City.

T. G. J.

Delegates from the Seventeenth.

At a meeting of the Seventeenth assembly district association of the nnitedsic labor party on July 14th, J. H.

Magee, J. K. Sullivan and Robert Hamilton were elected delegates to the Syracuse convention, and Charles A.

Young, Adolph Goetz and John Savage alternates.

Organizing the Farmers.

CHICAGO, July 12.—I have been in the rural part of northern Illinois during the past few days and I find the

farmers more dissatisfied with the present state of affairs and present taxes than any other class. I shall try and

organize the farmers in some districts.

E. F. [EWING?].

14. Ed. John Sherwin Crosby (1842-1914) was an American author and lecturer on civics and government. Crosby was a single tax advocate, proponent of
the Georgism and land value tax ideas of political economist Henry George and priest/social reformer Edward McGlynn, and active member of the
Manhattan Single Tax Club. He wrote The Orthocratic State: The Unchanging Principles of Civics and Government which was published in 1915 by Sturgis
& Walton Company. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Sherwin_Crosby and https://cooperative-individualism.org/georgists_unitedstates-co-cz.htm.
Sic in the original; probably “united”.
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2 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, JULY 23, 1887.

p. 2, col. 1

HOT WEATHER DOESN’T CHECK THE NEW CRUSADE.

An Enthusiastic Meeting, With Louis F. Post in the Chair—Father Huntington Defines the Causes of and the

Remedy for Poverty—A Speech from Henry George.

Sunday, July 17, was one of the hottest days of the heated term. New York fairly sweltered, and the exodus to the

country and the seashore was unprecedented. But the heat made small difference to the Anti-poverty society. The

usual crowd was gathered in front of the Academy of Music before 7 o’clock, and the usual rush followed when the

doors were opened. In the topmost gallery, where the heat was most intense, vacant seats were to be found; but

elsewhere the house was crowded.

In opening the meeting, Chairman Louis F. Post said:

Father McGlynn—(great applause)—was to be here to nightsic, but they sent such a piteous call for him from

Philadelphia that we had to let him go. And he is preaching anti-poverty there to-night to an audience that crowds

the theater, I have no doubt. But we have left with us a real prophet (applause), and a real missionary has

volunteered to speak to us also. (Applause.)

A short time ago I heard a young man say that honest poverty is a good thing. He was just out of college. I suppose

he had heard some one say that: some professor must have told him. However he got the idea, he had it—that

poverty was a good thing. There are some people—and young men just out of college often belong to that class—

who believe everything they are told. (Laughter.) You have even heard old men in the country, who, when anything

they say is challenged, retort that “they seen it in print.” (Laughter.) There are many people who always believe

what they see in print; and many young men who believe just what every old fogy of a college professor may say.

There was an old Dutchman on the witness stand once. He was told to go on and tell his story. After he talked a

little while, the lawyer on the other side—the wrong side, of course, (laughter)—thought the witness was saying

something he did not know. “How do you know that?” he asked. “My vife told me.” “We don’t want to know what

your wife told you; tell what you know yourself.’sic The witness went ahead, and after a while he was in the middle

of a story he couldn’t possibly have known anything about.”How do you know that?” asked the lawyer again. “My

vife told me.” He was set right and went on again and again was interrupted with, “How do you know that?” “My

vife told me.” “Now look here, Mr. Witness,” said the judge, “suppose your wife told you the heavens had fallen

what would you think?” “Vell, I dinks dey vas down.” (Laughter.) That is the way with young college men

sometimes.

The man that sits back in his easy chair on the front porch and looks out on the men at work and thinks of the

teeming millions struggling day after day to keep the world going undoubtedly has good reason to believe that

ANTI-POVERTY.

Sic in the original; probably “to-night”.
Sic in the original; probably “yourself.””.
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poverty is a good thing—a lever of civilization. (Laughter.) Old John Randolph of Roanoke used to describe a

patriarchal picture. It was a beautiful picture of a patriarch surrounded by dependent relatives and slaves, but the

criticism that was made of this picture of John Randolph’s was that he always pictured John Randolph as the

patriarch. (Laughter.) Young men who think that honest poverty is a good thing never picture themselves as the

honest poor. (Applause.) They never themselves want to be that kind of a lever of civilization. I remember an old

story of slavery times. A colored man had run away from Kentucky to Ohio. We had a beneficent law in those days

that picked up a piece of property that had run away and ran him back. (Hisses.) Well, this piece of property was

brought before a judge, who investigated the case and decided that it must be sent back to Kentucky, and he said

to the darkey, “Now look here, why did you run away?” “Well, massa, kase I want to be free.” “Bad master, I

suppose?” “No, massa mighty good ole man.” “Didn’t you have good clothes?” “As good clothes as any nigger down

there.” “Didn’t have a good house?” “As nice a cabin as you ever see?” “Not enough to eat?” “Not enough to eat in

old Kaintuck? I reckon I had enough to eat.” “I don’t understand it. You had a good master, a good house, good

clothes and plenty to eat. Why in the world did you run away?”

“Well, massa, I done left that situation open. I reckon you can get it if you want it.” (Laughter.)

If rich people like poverty, let them try it and give the other fellows a rest. (Applause.) We do not think it

necessary to have poverty in the world. We don’t think it is a good thing. But anybody who thinks it is a good thing

is at perfect liberty to indulge his taste.

We are not trying to snake one man out of the slough of poverty under our institutions. As soon as you get one

man out a dozen others will fall in. We propose to dry up the slough so that nobody can tumble into it. (Great

applause.) We propose to do it by making men free and letting them get rid of poverty themselves.

We have no use for anti-poverty societies of one. A good recipe for success in business under the pro-poverty

system—under the system of anti-poverty societies of one—is this: In the first place, you want to keep your family

in a good moral atmosphere. Let them go to church and observe all the proprieties. Be careful of that. Then be true

to your friends. Then, in the third place, keep out of the penitentiary. After that you can do what you please. Once

in a while an anti-poverty society of one slips up on the third principle. One did the other day. (Laughter.)

When I was out in Pennsylvania last week my attention was called to a peculiar fact there. They have got the whole

earth undermined, and the ground sinks, and occasionally a great big hole, as large as this building, will go down

forty or fifty feet. Well, this happened, in many instances, where I was, and the rain fell into the holes and then

froze. Some of the miners thought they would like to abolish their poverty, so far as ice was concerned, and they

determined to gather that ice. But the man who owned the hole that the ice was in (great laughter)—mind you, he

had never seen the hole, didn’t make it himself, didn’t make the earth around it, didn’t pour the water in, and

didn’t freeze it when it got there, although he owned it all the same—he sent word to these men—he never had seen

them, never does see them—that they must pay so much for every ton of ice they took out of the hole.

Consequently they are in a state of poverty in the matter of ice. The ice was there last winter. They would have

saved it up. They had all the means, but they couldn’t get the permission of the man who owned the hole.

(Laughter.) The ice wasn’t worth anything to him. It remained there, and as summer came it rotted and melted

away. The ice wasn’t of any benefit to anybody, simply because the man who owned the the hole wouldn’t allow it

to be taken out. That is a perfect illustration of our industrial system. (Applause.) As the ice was, or
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would have been, of use to the men in the coal regions, so are all the bounties of God with respect to all men.

(Applause.) Those men wouldn’t have been in poverty in the matter of ice this summer if they had not been

prohibited from taking the ice; and neither would any man willing to work be in poverty to-day in the matter of

any form of wealth if he had the opportunity of going to the earth to take its fruits. (Applause.)
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We are going to put an end to all this. (Great applause.) We are going to put a tax on the value of ice in holes.

(Laughter.) The tax assessor will say, “You are going to charge men so much a ton for the privilege of taking ice?

Well, as soon as you get it, we are going to take it away.” Anybody can then go and take ice, and nobody will be

poor in the matter of ice. And wherever there are places where ice is valuable, where people will pay for the

privilege of taking ice, they will pay it over to somebody, and that somebody will have to pay it over to us. That is

our plan, a perfectly simple one. It is so simple they all see it, and naturally enough pro-poverty people don’t want

it.

In that region of Pennsylvania, men who are living in poverty to-day could build themselves houses, could dig

coal, could absolutely live in comfort if they did not have to pay for the privilege of working. They dig forty, fifty,

and sometimes a hundred tons of coal a day for less than the value of a single ton. (Applause.)

Now, I am going to read a set of resolutions that were adopted by the Progress and Poverty club here:

> Whereas, The Rev. Dr. Edward McGlynn—(applause)—has been excommunicated for teaching a doctrine which

the illustrious Thomas Nulty, bishop of Meath, has without censure so eloquently advocated, namely, that “the

land of a country belongs to all the people of that country;” and that involuntary poverty in the midst of plenty is

not the intention of the Creator, but is entirely the result of human enactments; therefore,

Be it resolved, That the Progress and Poverty reading club of the Twenty-third assembly district, New York

city, expresses its hearty approval of his action in refusing to retract the truth—(applause)—and,

Resolved, That we will strenuously support him in his effort to elevate humanity, and to give to every man

his equal right in the bounties of nature, by preaching and working for “the fatherhood of God and the

brotherhood of man.” (Applause.)

The chairman then introduced the Rev. Father Huntington as one whom the Anti-poverty society had already

learned to esteem and love. The tempest of applause that greeted the reverend gentleman’s appearance showed

how lively was the sense of his services to humanity. Father Huntington said:

Mr. Chairman, Brothers and Sisters—I remember when I was a very little boy in my father’s house, seeing an old

colored man sitting one evening on the stairs of the entry. His name was Joshua Hanson. He was a well known

character. During the latter part of his life he was engaged in running off troops of slaves across the border. He

had been a slave once himself. Being a hard working man and unusually quick, he had made various bargains with

his masters that he should be allowed to earn something over and above his usual services, and he had earned

enough to pay for himself and to buy his liberty under three different masters, and then he was taken back into

slavery again. (Laughter.) He used to say that after he had bought himself three times he thought he belonged to

himself as much as he did to any other man. (Laughter and applause.)

My friends, there are workingmen in this country who have paid for themselves not three times but thirty times,

and they do not belong to themselves yet. (Great applause.) Why?

Let us go over the principles once more. We can not go over them too often. We have got to give them out every

day to people that are so far behind the times that they still think the doctrine of Henry George is that all the land

should be divided into little pieces, and each one should take a slice.
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In order to have the things we need for our life and comfort we must have two elements, the land and the labor to

put on the land. Look around this hall. What is there in this hall or the stores along Broadway, what of the things

you see, that hasn’t come out of the land one way or another? There isn’t a single article here, not one, not even

the clothes you have on, that has not come from the land. If you aresic going to live on fish you have got to have the

land to grow the trees to build the ships with which to go out and catch the fish. (Applause.)

The land is the great reservoir of the things we need for the development of the body and mind. No one but

believes there is enough there to supply more than the whole population of the world to-day wants, and yet

beyond this in the earth lie unknown, unimagined treasures ready to be brought forth at the touch of labor for

generations yet to come. All that is necessary is the talismanic touch of labor and the earth will yield her best, her

richest gifts. (Applause.) God could have put us in a world so small and so overcrowded that it would have been

just a terrible scramble with one another to see which would get the little there was, and then it would indeed have

been “the devil take the hindmost.” No; God could not have done so, because He is God, and He has not done it.

(Great applause.) There is plenty to eat and drink and wear, and plenty to cover us from cold and shade us from

the heat, and it is all in the earth.

The other element is labor. God has so ordered things in our present life that in the sweat of our brows we shall

eat our bread; but that labor need not be exhausting or degrading; need not leave us after a few years warped and

stunted. If all worked with the powers of mind and body God has given, the reward of the labor of all would be a

sufficiency for all. There is plenty of land, there is plenty of power to labor. Put the two together, and the result

will be what God intended, abundance for all needs of our complex nature that can be met by material goods.

But that result can be hindered in one of two ways. God has made us beings with free will and power of choice to

settle in some measure our own destinies in this world. If we choose to defeat His purpose and thwart His

goodness, we can do so and reap the harvest we have sown; if we choose to do His will, we can be free and strong

and holy.

Now, with that power of free will men can hinder the purpose of God in fitting labor and land to one another in

two ways.

A number of men may get hold of labor by declaring that they have a right to the bodies of men; that they have a

right to make other men use their powers to minister to their own advantage and comfort. Then you have slavery.

Certain men have taken that element of labor in their own hands, and they are defeating the purpose of God just

as far as they choose. They do no labor, and they misuse and misapply the labor of others. Slave labor is

indefinitely less productive than freemen’s labor.

There is another way in which the same evil can be wrought; it is going on now. This way issic by getting hold of

the other element land, so that men can not reach it and bring forth from it what God meant should be brought

forth from it. I ask you if that system is not defeating the purpose of God to day as truly as slavery defeated the

purpose of God thirty years ago. Is not that the rea
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son why working men have to buy themselves over and over again? and after all they are industrial slaves at the

end. (Applause.)

Take any number of men in the world, put them on the land—put them there with their bare hands, without any

tools or machinery; let that land be fruitful of grain and all manner of herbs, and contain iron and other metals

beneath the soil; let there be an abundance of water and showers in due season—then those men, a hundred or a

Sic in the original; probably “you are”.
Sic in the original; probably “way is”.
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thousand or many thousands, can work and get possession of the things that God has put in the earth for them,

and live and grow in the image of God. But either hold men in slavery or hold the land from them by ownership,

and those men can be starved to death, no matter what they may do. (Applause.)

Now then, what do we propose? What is the simple, evident way to set both these elements free, so that the result

God intended may be brought about? Make men free and the land free, and then you have what God intended

should be. (Applause.) And to do that you have not got to go and do anything so foolish as to try to chop up the

land into pieces. All that you have to do is to take the value of the land and apply it for the use of the community.

Then the land is not the property of owners who can shut it out from labor, or hold labor back from it; but then

land is free—open for labor to do its work upon. That is the simple way—a tax upon the value of land, according as

the value is made by the community—a tax laid upon the value according to the full rental value of the land.

You can hold your titles to the land, you can call it yours if you like, but as long as the community gets the worth of

it, the worth that has been created by the labor of the community, and not by the individual living on the land; as

long as the community is drawing its revenue from the land for its own purposes, that land is to all purposes free

for man to work upon and to draw forth the things that God has placed there. (Applause.)

And how plainly this shows that this is no gospel of idleness, no scheme for one man to get the fruit of another’s

toil! Remember land is only actually useful when labor, toil, is applied to it. Men cannot live on dirt. And if the

earth is to furnish them with food, they must plow and harrow, and sow and reap. Men are not made to live in

caves; and if the earth is to furnish them with habitations, they must dig foundations, and build, and frame and

join. Trees do not cut themselves down, iron does not smelt itself, coal does not rise to the surface or break itself

for use; these operations are left for the hands of man, and the forces of nature he has harnessed for his service.

I want thus simply to state what it is we are aiming at, so that not only here, but in stores, and offices, and counting

rooms and in the streets, we can have it clearly before us ready for discussion. We must look this great fact in the

face, that land is not free because it is held in ownership by those who shut it out from the labor of mankind. That

is all plain. We all understand that; but the question that comes, not here when we are all alive with enthusiasm,

and when the electric current is flowing from heart to heart, but when we go home and have a fit of the blues or

meet some one cleverer than ourselves, whose sophistries we don’t see how to answer—the question that rises then

is, “Will it ever be that land will be the property of the people and labor can be laid upon it so that the land will

yield her increase and the seed will bear its fruits for human needs?” “Can it be done in the face of this

tremendous power of wealth and oppression, in the face of all this organized greed and corruption; can we

possibly gain our point?” And now, in answer to that, I say we have all history to tell us that it can be done and

shall be done. (Great applause.)

Bear with me, my friends, those of you, my brothers, who hold not the faith that I do, who perhaps have been

driven from that faith by the perversions and errors of those who have claimed to teach it, bear with me if I say

that the reason why we shall succeed is because the principles we set forth are only a fresh enunciation of the

gospel of Jesus Christ. (Great applause.) Remember, Christianity was not always what it seems to many of you to-

day. If it had been, it would never have conquered the world; it never would have won its way against ten

persecutions until it reached the throne of the Cæsars. Christianity once was the clear declaration by one ringing

Voice in Galilee, in Judea, in Jerusalem, the ringing declaration of two great principles—the fatherhood of God and

the brotherhood of man. (Tumultuous applause.) The message that was carried from the lips of the living Teacher,

the message that went forth far and wide as the apostles took their journey east and west and north and south,

was simply those two principles preached by working people, preached by ignorant people, preached by people

who had none of this world’s power or wealth to push their way, but who went about just to talk to others. That is

all. What a foolish thing to do when the whole heathen world was gathered under one firm hand! What a foolish

thing to think that that heathen power could be beaten down; that those heathen religions could be crushed and
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pulverized! What a strange thing to believe that those warring elements, Jew and Gentile, Greek and barbarian,

ever could be brought to believe in the brotherhood of man! (Great applause.) Whoever could think that the

professors of all those warring beliefs, with their countless gods and godessessic and deities and divinities, could be

brought into one fellowship, acknowledging one God as the father of us all? But it was done! (Great applause.)

And if it was done in the first century of the Christian era, it can be done in the nineteenth too. (Applause.) Will

you tell me that the truths we utter here are not a fresh setting forth of Christianity? If you do it is to be feared

that you have been brought up under a narrowing influence, under a perverting influence, which has changed the

word as it came from the lips of Christ into a far other gospel; that you have been under the influence of systems

which have re-written the beatitudes and twisted them out of meaning, that tell us “blessed are the rich, for they

shall inherit the earth,” and “blessed are the merciless, for they shall obtain money.” (Great applause.) “Blessed are

ye when all men shall speak well of you; rejoice ye in that day and leap for joy.” But those are not the principles of

the Catholic church; those are not the principles of Christianity; those are not the principles of the religion of

Jesus Christ. No, but hear them, the true beatitudes! “Blessed are the meek, for they shall inherit the earth.”

“Blessed are they who hunger and thirst after justice, for they shall be satisfied.” (Applause.)

And, my friends, when you remember what has passed in these last three weeks, do you not feel the full force of

the words, “Blessed are ye when men shall persecute you and revile you, and say all manner of evil against you

falsely, and cast out your name as evil and separate you from their company for the Son of Man’s sake, for yours is

the kingdom of heaven.” (Great applause.)

Of course that is very different from what the pro-poverty press says; but in the progress of every truth there are

three stages. The first says “it is absurd.” The next says “it is impious.” The third says “everybody knows

that.” (Applause and laughter.) We have got to the second stage now. By and by you will see the papers say of the

tax on the value
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of land to the full extent of the rental value, “everybody knows that.” (Applause and laughter.)

Now, we have only got to the point where they say “it is impious,” “it is against the Christian religion,” “it is dead

against the Bible,” “and it is against the Catholic church.” They do not say it is absurd now. They have got through

with that. (Applause.) We are on the right road. What we have to do is to hold fast to our fundamental principles,

which are the principles of the only true Christianity the world has ever seen or ever will see. Take one of them—

the brotherhood of man. We believe in it so thoroughly that much as we have to say against the misused power of

wealth, yet we declare that these rich men are our brothers, and we mean to treat them as such. We believe in the

brotherhood of man. We are not against the rich, though they do not believe it, you know. (Laughter.) They may

not care to own the relationship, or even shake hands with us as we come from our work; yet they are our brothers.

We will own them if they disown us. I do not think there is much reason for us to envy these rich brothers of ours.

Who here, for example, who in this Anti-poverty society, who would be a boodle alderman? (Applause and

laughter.) I think we ought to exercise a great pity for them, poor, idle people, as many of them are, narrowed by

their riches, cramped and held down by their gold and silver chains, struggling in the net of business

complications, prisoners of wealth, not daring to look truth in the face or speak it to their fellows, uneasy

defenders of an effete and crumbling system. I do not think we need feel any envy of them at all.

If they were using their faculties as God made them to use them, they would be a great deal happier. And it is to

give them a chance to do that—to realize something of the joy of the honest worker, the free man, cringing to none,

condescending to none—that we carry on this movement. (Applause.) Some day perhaps they will see that, and
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bless where now they curse. And, after all, you know, the rich—a good many of them—are just as poor as the poor.

(Laughter.) A while ago, if a man had a hundred thousand dollars he was a rich man. He is not now. He has to work

like sixty for fear he will go to the poor house (laughter), unless, indeed, his property is on Manhattan island, and

then he needn’t work at all. The rich are grinding under a sense of the possibility of want. A boy said to me the

other day, “It makes me shiver all over when I see the poor, wretched tramps in the street, and feel that I might

become like them.” And what will that boy do with the fear of want haunting him? He will say: “Come what will, I

must secure myself; I must make money.” Then will come the struggle for wealth, and then the love of it, until at

last the free-hearted boy will be the fevered man, burning with the greed for gold, clutching at it with his dying

hands and gloating over it with his dying eyes. That is the result of the present system on the rich. (Applause.) Are

we not owning the brotherhood of man when we strive to save our brothers from that doom? Are we not acting in

the spirit of the Master’s words, “What shall it profit a man if he gain the whole world and lose his own soul?”

And it is with a revival of the ancient spirit of heroism and unselfishness that you,are engaged in setting forth

these truths, a revival of that “enthusiasm of humanity” that has won its way in the world, that has fought on and

on in all the centuries, and that in country after country and nation after nation has still gained the ascendancy.

(Great applause.) And that “enthusiasm of humanity” is of the very essence of the religion of Christ. If

Christianity is not now what it was in the beginning, it is not because of the lack of truth in it, or of the divine

element in it; not the lack of verity in its fathsic or of grace in its sacraments, but because of the human element in

it that has warped and distorted it, and turned it in opposite channels, and taken the very heart and life out of its

teachings. But the divine element is reasserting itself; religion is once more becoming not a matter of custom, but

a burning conviction of the heart. (Applause.) Indeed, I believe that many of you will bear witness that as

members of the Anti-poverty society, we are better Christians and better Catholics than we could be anywhere

else. (Applause.) What a ring it gives to those old familiar truths that have seemed to us sometimes like trite

platitudes, when we see their bearing in these living issues, when we have to stand up for them, bear ridicule and

even suffering for them. (Tumultuous applause.) It gives us a sense of enthusiasm. That is why I say this movement

cannot be killed. (Applause.) It is because in it is the self-sacrifice and enthusiasm that have carried the cross from

land to land and planted it on the highest summits of the world. (Deafening applause.)

If I thought for one moment you were here to see what you could make out of the Anti-poverty society, I never

would place my foot on the platform of the Academy of Music again. But you are here because of the good you can

do for humanity. Isn’t that true? It is this enthusiasm that the rich and wealthy, “the fat and greasy citizens” cannot

reckon with—cannot even understand. They do not see what under the sun you are in this hall for this hot night.

They think you are a set of fools and dupes. (Laughter.) They cannot get hold of it. And yet that power of

unselfishness is stronger than all the dollars and all the banks and monopolies from Maine to California.

When a man has once got that principle of self-sacrifice worked into his system, the more you seek to crush him,

to frighten and browbeat him the more certain you may be that he will go straight on in the path of duty. (Great

applause.) And it was this sight of one Life of perfect self-sacrifice that nerved the martyrs and the confessors of

the faith through all the ages.

“By the light of burning martyr fires

  Christ’s bleeding feet I track

Toiling up new Calvaries ever

  With the cross that turns not back.”

This power of unselfishness which is growing in you, it is this which the world cannot reckon with and cannot

understand, but has got to feel. (Applause.) There comes the lesson for you and me. You and I cannot afford to turn
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back. We have got to keep on. We are pledged to it. If you cut away from this Anti-poverty society you will be a

sneak and ashamed of yourself all through your life. (Applause.) Remember the first treason to the truth begins in

your own breast. Allow yourself to think that perhaps this is not going to succeed after all and that you had better

hedge a little on the other side to keep on good terms with Mammon, though professing to be trying to cast him

down; allow yourself to think that it is not wise to be quite so earnest, that it is not well to come out so fully in

defense of the land theory, which is the land fact (applause); allow yourself to think that in your own mind, and

you have taken the first step toward the worst treason the world ever saw, the treason toward the truth which you

know to be true and which you have no right to give away because it is God’s truth. (Tumultuous applause.)

Do not allow yourself to say, This thing is going to fail. Look back in the centuries and see that Christianity has

not failed. It has waded through every oppression; and the blood of the martyrs has been the seed of the

p. 2, col. 5
church. And once more will shine forth the power of Christianity, the power of unselfishness, the triumph and

victory of the cross. (Applause.)

It is coming! Old men who can read the signs of the times tell you it is coming. Men come up to me in the street

and grasp my hand and say, “It is coming!” and hurry on about their work. The bells are pealing out, in great

meetings like this and far over the land—

“Ring out the old, ring in the new,

  Ring in the loyal man and free,

The larger heart, the kindlier hand;

  Ring out the darkness of the land,

  Ring in the Christ that is to be.”

If you are faint-hearted, if you go back on what you know to be the truth, you will have no comfort or peace. But if

you are patient in bearing your witness to the truth, if you get hold of these principles and tell them again and

again wherever you go, you will have the triumphant reward. Why couldn’t you talk to nine people and get them to

see a little daylight on this subject? Suppose those nine go each one to nine more, and so on, how long will it take

before we get the whole country? Just four times. You have got forty thousand, then four hundred thousand, then

four millions, then forty millions, (great applause) “and all the boundless continent is ours!” That is the way it was

done in the beginning. Three thousand one day, five thousand a few weeks after, and so on. That is the way it will

go on now, through the lips, and words, and lives of every one of you that chooses to stand up for what you know

to be the truth, and know to be the truth that has conquered once and will conquer again, and will conquer finally

and forever at the last. (Applause.)

The day of the Lord is at hand, at hand,

  The clouds roll up the sky,

A nation sleeps starving on heaps of gold,

  All dreamers toss and sigh.

    When the pain is sorest the child is born,

    And the night is darkest before the morn

Of the day of the Lord at hand!

Gather you, gather you, argelssic of God,

  Chivalry, Justice and Truth,

Come down, for the world has grown coward and old;
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  Come down and renew us her Youth,

    Freedom, Self-sacrifice, Mercy and Love.

    Stoop to the battle field, haste from above

To the day of the Lord at hand!

Gather you, gather you, hounds of hell,

  Famine and Plague and War,

Idleness, Bigotry, Cant, Misrule,

  Gather and fall in the snare.

    Hirelings and mammonites, pedants and knaves,

    Crawl to the battle or sneak to your graves,

In the day of the Lord at hand!

Who would sit down and whine for a lost age of gold,

  With the Lord of all ages at hand?

True hearts will leap up at the trumpet of God,

And they who can suffer, can dare!

    Each past of age of goldsic was an iron age, too,

    And the meekest of saints may find stern work to do,

In the day of the Lord at hand!

But remember that the stern work must begin with yourself, in honest self-sacrifice and suffering for the cause of

the truth, for the cause of your brothers, for the cause of the cross of the new crusade. (Tumultuous and deafening

applause.)

Miss Munier then sang Edward Mortimer’s song, “Soggarth Aroon,” which was received with enthusiastic

applause, the audience refusing to be satisfied until Miss Munier had favored them with “We Want the Earth,” and

also with a repetition of the first verse of “Soggarth Aroon.”

Mr. Post then announced that the Anti-poverty society would hold a business meeting at Irving hall on Thursday

evening, July 21. The president of the society (applause) will preside, and a full report of the work of the society

will be made to its members. “On the 13th of August,” he said, “this society is going out into the country; it is

going on an excursion to Oriental grove. Full particulars will be given next Sunday night; but I can tell you in

advance that the price will be fifty cents. So we will not only have a good time, but something over for the work of

the society.

“And now, having appealed to your intellects and your hearts, we propose to appeal to your pockets. The

proprietors of the pro-poverty press think we ought to carry on this crusade with nothing; but the proprietor of this

hall does not think so. (Laughter.) He comes down regularly for his money. It costs over $200 to hold this meeting.

So you see, if the collection amounts to less than $200, the outside work of the society is retarded to that extent. It

is a great work that these meetings are doing right here in this hall. If we only paid expenses we would be doing a

great work; but we ought to pay for work outside. This outside work is carried on with the surplus of our

collections here, to a greater or less extent, according to that surplus. Be as liberal as you feel you can be in your

contributions to-night. Bear in mind that you want to pay not only the expense of this meeting, but a little more to

carry the gospel to the heathen. (Applause.)
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Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 2 of 8

24



“Bear in mind that every cent is expended in the most economical way. As a result of our work, we find anti-

poverty societies springing up all over, not only in cities like Philadelphia, but in small hamlets, where they form

anti-poverty societies, not of one, but of four or five or more.”

The following telegram was submitted to the audience, and received hearty assent:

> To the Chairman Anti-poverty Society Meeting, McCaull’s Opera House, Philadelphia, Pa.: Our thousands here

send you greeting. On with the new crusade.

The chairman then said: “We have now to listen to the ‘Prophet of San Francisco,’ as he has been called. (Great

applause and cheers.) We do not need any introduction, and if there is any one who ‘wants to know, you know,’

after he is through, he will answer any questions that may be asked.”

Mr. George, who was received with deafening applause, said:

My friends, I sat here last Sunday night at that great meeting with a feeling of solemnity. It seemed to me a most

important and significant occasion. At last the issue had been made. At last the line had been drawn. At last the

heaviest condemnation in the power of the ecclesiastical authorities (hisses, groans and hootings) had been

thundered, not merely at the priest of the people, but at the cause of the people. (Great applause.)

There was in that great meeting a fitting response to it. The issue was met; the challenge was accepted. From that

time dates the beginning of our victory. (Uproarious applause.) The mightiest force in the world is now clearly and

fully arrayed upon our side. As Father Huntington (applause) has said here to-night (applause), it is indeed the

spirit of Christianity against the perversion of Christianity. (Applansesic.) And I, I know, speak for more than

myself when I testify to the deep satisfaction it gives me to find that this movement is taking clearly and

decisively a religious phase that is bringing to some of us who have lost our faith a new and a firm consciousness

of divine truth; a feeling that in this struggle we are on the side of all that is good and true, and that we are

working in

p. 2, col. 6

our little way with a power that is mightier than that of man. (Applause.)

I was asked some years ago to address a congress of the Episcopal church upon the question, “Why workingmen

do not go to church?” and I told them it was because the church had turned its back upon the workingmen. (Great

applause.) It was because the church in all its branches and all its denominations, discarding the teachings of its

founder, had become a mere prop for tyranny, had become a defense for all wrong and monopoly (a voice: “That is

as true as you live”); had become a stiller of conscience, a justifier of wrong and a barrier against the realization of

the God-given aspirations of men. (Applause.)

That eighteen centuries after Christ died the so-called Christian world is full of misery and suffering and poverty;

that in the so-called Christian world the God that is really most worshipped is mammon; that the nations of so-

called Christendom, armed, most of them, to the teeth, are maintaining even in what they call peace an industrial

war against each other; that the hand of individual is against individual, as that of nation is against nation, is due

to nothing else than the failure of those who have called themselves the ministers of Christ to teach Christ’s

truths. (Great applause.)

And as I listened here last Sunday night to that grand enunciation of the primary truths of Christianity—to that

declaration of Dr. McGlynn—(deafening applause)—that no man, whether he be high priest, archbishop—(hisses

Sic in the original; probably “(Applause.)”.

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 2 of 8

25



and groans)—or pope—(hisses and groans)—could cut him off from the church of God—(Great applause. A voice:

“They can’t do it.”) that declaration that the highest and most binding authority is the authority of conscience;

that promise to hold to his faith, to go forward, whatever might come, unfalteringly; and as I heard the response

that went up from this vast audience, I believed, indeed, that a revival of true Christianity had come. (Great

applause.)

Man needs a religion. But to-day that, all over the civilized world, so many men have turned away from the forms

of religion, that so many men, in the bitterness of their hearts, have even made warfare against the most consoling

of truths—the truth that there is above us a benevolent Creator, the truth that there is beyond us another life—is

due to nothing else than what we see in this case, that the power of the ecclesiastical machine—(hisses and groans)

—the power of church organization, has been turned against the very doctrines and truths of Christianity, has

been used to justify wrong, to prop up tyranny, to put down the struggle for right and for liberty. (Tumultuous

applause.)

But now once again—once again, for it has been raised time and time before, and many a time has gone down in

blood—once again the standard of the cross, in its full, true meaning, is raised in this land; and in the response it

has already met is the assurance that the fullness of time has come, and that it will go on to victory, not merely

here, but all over the world. (Great applause.)

The truth that we have planted our feet upon is a fundamental truth, the truth that the earth has been made for all

the children of men, the truth that we are all here equal heirs of the Creator’s bounty, and it is a truth that goes to

the very bottom. (Applause.) Once make that sure and then we can build the edifice strong and true. (Applause.)

And what nobler work, what higher work, can any man address himself to than the work that we have undertaken,

not merely to lift ourselves from poverty, not merely to make sure the conditions of our own children, but to

abolish poverty from human society, to make sure the conditions of all children, to make it certain that all who

come after us into this life shall come here with opportunities to find full and free development for all their

powers of mind and body—that God’s will may be done on earth as in heaven. (Great applause.)

What may happen to us individually who knows? This full triumph we may not see in our own times, but there is a

satisfaction and a glory in being able to take part in the work. We may not see the victory, but when we go from

this we will go with the satisfaction of having done something to make the world better because we have lived—go

with the consciousness of having done something on the side of that power that through all the long ages is

steadily striving for the good. (Applause.)

Mr. George then announced that he would answer, for a few minutes, questions that might be put to him.

Q.—You said on a previous occasion that Mayor Grace would not charge any more rents than the state would

charge.

A.—I think the gentleman must have misunderstood me. I said Mayor Grace would doubtless charge all the rent he

could get. (Laughter.) But, as Father Huntington (applause) said, we do not propose to make the state the landlord

in the sense that an individual is the landlord. We propose to take the value of land, that value that comes from

the growth and improvement of the community, for public purposes; to take it by the agency of the state and use

it for purposes of public benefits. Every man then, every member of the state, every citizen, man, woman or child,

will be a landlord in the sense of being a land owner; and the individuals who improve land will have as full

possession of land as they have now, subject merely to the payment of a just tax or rent to the community.

(Applause.)

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 2 of 8

26



Q.—Mayor Grace holds land in Great Neck, and rents it for as much as he can get. Providing the tax was raised by

the government, Mayor Grace would raise the rent; Mayor Grace puts the rental value up, too. (Laughter. A voice:

“Chestnut.”)

A.—Yes, it is a chestnut, but it is an objection commonly made. Mayor Grace, the gentleman says, is renting land to

farmers, and if we increase the tax that Mayor Grace has to pay on that land, he will increase the charges to his

tenants. He will not. Mayor Grace is probably getting from the farmers all that he can get. If he had the power to

increase the rent, he would do so. To increase the tax on his land gives him no increased power. A tax levied on

houses or on any other product of human labor that must be constantly supplied does give power to increase the

price, because it tends to check the supply. But a tax on the value of land in no way tends to check the supply of

land. (Applause.) On the contrary, it has the effect of forcing land into the market, because it will increase the tax

that people who are now holding land vacant will have to pay, and thus make it impossible for them to continue to

hold their land without getting some return. Consequently they will be anxious to find a purchaser, or find some

one to take it off their hands. (Applause.) This is a well settled principle in political economy, that no reasonable

political economist pretends to dispute, that a tax upon the value of land can not be shifted from the man who

pays it—from the owner of the land to the user. (Applause.) And it is something well worth keeping in mind,

because much of the objection to our plan is based upon the notion that the land owner can shift the tax upon his

tenant. Land owners themselves, however, know better. (Applause.)

Q.—Don’t you think you made a mistake when you said we may not see the success of this movement? I am fifty

years of age and I expect to see the success of it. (Great applause.)

A.—I sincerely hope you may. I hope I continued on p. 3 → continued on p. 3 →

[Text breaks off mid-sentence at the foot of column 6; no continuation line is printed on this page.]

15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36

15. Ed. Slough: swamp; a situation characterized by lack of progress or activity. (Placed approximately.)
16. Ed. Anti-poverty society of one: see footnote to the article reporting the Anti-poverty society meeting in Issue #026. (Placed approximately.)
17. Ed. Possibly this is Josiah Henson. Josiah Henson (1789-1883) was an author, abolitionist, and minister. Born into slavery, in Port Tobacco, Charles
County, Maryland, he escaped to Upper Canada (now Ontario) in 1830, and founded a settlement and laborer’s school for other fugitive slaves at Dawn,
near Dresden, in Kent County, Upper Canada, of Ontario. Henson’s autobiography, The Life of Josiah Henson, Formerly a Slave, Now an Inhabitant of
Canada, as Narrated by Himself (1849), is believed to have inspired the title character of Harriet Beecher Stowe’s 1852 novel Uncle Tom’s Cabin (1852).
Rev. Huntington was born in 1854 in Massachusetts, where his father was then a Unitarian minister; later he would become an Episcopal bishop. (Placed
approximately.)
18. Ed. Sophistry: the use of fallacious arguments, especially with the intention of deceiving. (Placed approximately.)
19. Ed. Beatitudes: The Beatitudes are sayings attributed to Jesus, and in particular eight blessings recounted by Jesus in the Sermon on the Mount in the
Gospel of Matthew, and four in the Sermon on the Plain in the Gospel of Luke, followed by four woes which mirror the blessings. Each is a proverb-like
proclamation, without narrative. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Beatitudes and https://biblehub.com/parallel/matthew/5.htm. (Placed approximately.)
20. Ed. Something like this is attributed to many others, including (apparently incorrectly) Arthur Schopenhauer. But in 1848, John Stuart Mill expressed it a
little differently: “It often happens that the universal belief of one age of Mankind — a belief from which no one was, nor without an extraordinary effort of
genius and courage could at that time be free — becomes to a subsequent age so palpable an absurdity that the only difficulty then is to imagine how such a
thing can ever have appeared credible.” From Principles of Political Economy (1848), Preliminary Remarks. (Placed approximately.)
21. Ed. Work like sixty: work with great speed, ease, energy or zest. (Placed approximately.)
22. Ed. What shall it profit a man: Mark 8:36. See https://biblehub.com/mark/8-36.htm. (Placed approximately.)
23. Ed. A search for this found an 1845 hymn, by James Russell Lowell, which begins “By the light of burning martyrs, Christ, Thy bleeding feet we track,” 
(Placed approximately.)
24. Ed. Ring out the old, ring in the new: “Ring Out, Wild Bells” is a poem by Alfred, Lord Tennyson. Published in 1850, the year he was appointed Poet
Laureate, it forms part of In Memoriam, Tennyson’s elegy to Arthur Henry Hallam, his sister’s fiancé who died at the age of 22. This version is very similar to
Tennyson’s final verse. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ring_Out,_Wild_Bells (Placed approximately.)
25. Ed. Cant: hypocritical and sanctimonious talk, typically of a moral, religious, or political nature. (Placed approximately.)
26. Ed. Mammonite: One devoted to the service of Mammon, or the acquisition of wealth. (Placed approximately.)
27. Ed. Pedant: a person who is excessively concerned with minor details and rules or with displaying academic learning. (Placed approximately.)
28. Ed. Knave: a dishonest or unscrupulous man. (Placed approximately.)
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[continued from page 2]

← continued from p. 2 may; but you and I may die before next Sunday night. For a long time I never believed that

this reform could come within my lifetime. I do now believe it. We have at last got this question into discussion;

and when it is once brought into discussion, private property in land is doomed. (Applause.) A very careful and a

very cautious business man; a friend of mine and a member of the Anti-poverty society, puts it that within the

next three years we will carry out this policy in the state of New York (“Hear, hear,” and applause), or at least elect a

legislature pledged to do so. (Applause.) And when we once make a beginning in the state of New York, the other

states in the Union will not be long behind. (Applause.)

Q.—Dr. McGlynn has been excommunicated for standing precisely on the same platform as Bishop Nulty.

Wouldn’t it be consistency and honesty for Bishop Nulty to resign under the circumstances?

A.—I am not the keeper of Bishop Nulty’s conscience. The time may come, and it will not be very long, when all

men who hold this truth will come together. (Applause.) I hope the Catholic ecclesiastical authorities will carry

this policy out and attempt to excommunicate Bishop Nulty. And if you have any influence with Cardinal Simeoni

(hisses and groans) please persuade him to do so.

Q.—I want you to explain away in some way the cobwebs from these men’s minds who believe that Dr. McGlynn

ought to have gone to Rome. I want the people to see it in THE STANDARD next week, so that it will brush away

the cobwebs from their minds. (Laughter.)

29. Ed. Poem, The Day of the Lord is at hand, at hand. Attributed to Charles Kingsley. Charles Kingsley (1919-1875) was a broad church priest of the
Church of England, a university professor, social reformer, historian, novelist and poet. He is particularly associated with Christian socialism, the working
men’s college, and forming labour cooperatives, which failed, but encouraged later working reforms. He was a friend and correspondent of Charles Darwin.
See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Charles_Kingsley. (Placed approximately.)
30. Ed. Henry George was derisively called “The Prophet of San Francisco” by the 8th Duke of Argyll, Scotland, George Douglas Campbell in an essay in
Nineteenth Century of April, 1884. George replied with “The Reduction to Iniquity” in the July issue. The two articles were published together as Property in
Land: A Passage-at-arms Between the Duke of Argyll and Henry George, sometimes referred to as “The Peer and the Prophet.” (A passage-at-arms is an
exchange of blows; altercation or dispute.) Often published with The Land Question and The Condition of Labor; the latter is George’s open letter to Pope
Leo XIII in response to Rerum Novarum. In 1903, Louis F. Post gave a talk on Henry George, titled “The Prophet of San Francisco,” available at https://
books.google.com/books/about/The_Prophet_of_San_Francisco.html?id=sO5uTnbaKzsC. In the late 1920s, Post completed a full-length book of the
same title, published in 1930, with his memories of Henry George; reprints were made in recent years. (Placed approximately.)
31. Ed. That talk, titled “Is Our Civilization Just to Working Men?” took place at the Ninth Annual Church Congress of the Episcopal Church, in Detroit on
October 8th, 1884. See https://bibliotek1.dk/english/by-henry-george/articles-and-speeches/is-our-civilization-just-to-working-men. It also appeared in The
Detroit Free Press of October 10. George was one of the panelists at the Knights of Labor General Assembly in Cleveland on May 26, 1887, on the subject of
“The Workingman’s Distrust of the Church: its Causes and Remedies” published in Labor, Its Rights and Wrongs, pp 261-267, at https://books.google.com/
books?id=AKE-AQAAMAAJ (Placed approximately.)
32. Ed. William Russell Grace (1832-1904) was an Irish-American politician, the first Roman Catholic mayor of New York City, and the founder of W. R.
Grace and Company. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Russell_Grace (Placed approximately.)
33. Ed. Chestnut: An old joke; a worn-out meme, phrase, ploy, etc. so often repeated as to have grown tiresome or ineffective (often in the phrase “old
chestnut”). https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/chestnut (Placed approximately.)
34. Ed. See The Standard, Issue #001, “The Case of Dr. McGlynn.” which includes the letter and the visit to the archbishop. The passage begins, “Before I
again hear from my friend in this matter.” (Placed approximately.)
35. Ed. Henry Codman Potter (1834-1908) was a bishop of the Episcopal Church of the United States. He was the seventh bishop of the Episcopal Diocese
of New York. Potter was “more praised and appreciated, perhaps, than any public man in New York City’s long list of great citizens.” https://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Henry_C._Potter Potter had served as rector at Grace Church in lower Manhattan before being elected Bishop. (Placed approximately.)
36. Ed. Father Huntington’s statement was quoted in the New York Times. (Placed approximately.)
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A.—It is perfectly true, as the gentleman says, that there is an attempt—and it is far more successful outside of than

in this citysic—to make it appear that Dr. McGlynn’s excommunication is on account of some personal quarrel, is

on account of some disobedience on his part to a proper order. It is nothing of the kind. (Applause.) It has been

perfectly clear from the beginning of this thing to the last that what was required of Dr. McGlynn was his

renunciation of the truth that he had avowed (a voice: “That is right”), the truth that the land was made by God for

the whole people. (Great applause.)

When I went, bearing a letter from Dr. McGlynn, to visit Archbishop Corrigan—(terrific hisses and groans)—in

order to explain to him this truth, and to show him that there was nothing in it against religion, he brought out the

Italian letters from Cardinal Simeoni—(hisses and groans)—four years old—(a voice: “And a monkey.” Laughter, in

which Mr. George joined heartily)—directing the suspension of Dr. McGlynn for having favored the Irish

revolution. (A voice: “God bless him for it.”) He stated clearly and emphatically that Dr. McGlynn was not

reinstated after he had been suspended on a ridiculous charge of speaking disrespectfully of the pope. After

Dr. McGlynn had explained he had never even thought of the pope, Archbishop Corrigan—(hisses)—declared that

he would not reinstate him until he had renounced this doctrine. In the telegram commanding him to go to Rome,

he was also commanded to renounce the doctrines that he had taught. Dr. McGlynn, as he clearly and

emphatically stated at that time, proposed to do no such thing. (Applause.) He would not and he could not

renounce the truth. (Applause.) And even if there had been no other objection, it would have been a fool’s errand

for him to go to Rome. (“Hear! hear!” and applause.)

But there was another objection, and a very serious objection. Dr. McGlynn planted himself upon the rights of an

American citizen and an American priest (great applause); and he denied the power of propaganda or pope to call

him to Rome, or to question him for his political action as an American citizen. (Applause.)

The machinery of the church has here been put openly and clearly on the side of reaction, on the side of abuse

(“hear! hear!”), on the side of wrong, just as it has been put over and over again before. (“Hear! hear!” and

applause.)

But, thank God, in this case we have a priest brave enough and strong enough to stand up for the right, and at the

same time to hold fast to his religion. (Deafening applause. A voice: “That is what knocks them out.”) And for that

reason we are not going to see that divorce between the spirit of reform and religion that has been seen on the

continent of Europe, and in many individual cases is seen even in all English speaking countries.

The men who have made the atheists, the men who have made the materialists, the men who have inspired that

spirit which seeks to convince men that there is no God and that there is no future, are the very men who have

thus abused Christianity. (Applause.) And to-day Dr. McGlynn, excommunicated though he is (applause), stands

for the spirit of true Christianity, stands, as Father Huntington has said (applause), for the same spirit that, going

out with the apostles, poor workingmen of Judea, and preached by slaves unto the down-trodden and oppressed,

was yet powerful enough to overthrow the strongest empire of the world, and to plant the cross above the throne

of the Cæsars. (Applause.)

Q.—I am myself of the Episcopal faith. I was one of a committee a few days ago which called on a clergyman to

request him to appear before the labor lyceum and speak on the labor question. He said before he could do it he

must get the consent of his bishop. (Hisses.) Does not our dear Father Huntington jeopardize his interests; does

not his bishop scrutinize his acts, and will he not call him to account?

Before Mr. George could answer this question, Father Huntington rose to his feet, and requesting permission of

the chair, said:

Sic in the original; probably “outside of this city than in [it]”.
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“I think I can answer the speaker by simply saying my bishop is not that kind of a bishop and I am not that kind of

a priest.” (Shouts of applause.)

Mr. George—I was going to say that if the test came in his case, as in that of Dr. McGlynn, Father Huntington, too,

would be found faithful.

A voice: “Was not Mr. Pentecost blackballed in a clergyman’s club?”

Mr. George—No man can take the side of the truth against “vested wrong” while it is yet strong without

experiencing ostracism and persecution. It has been, I know, a bitter, bitter, bitter experience for Dr. McGlynn.

It is the old story. Christ was not crucified by accident. After the manner of the times he would be crucified to-day if

he came on earth and preached the gospel. And all men who stand for the truth must expect to meet opposition

and persecution; but for all that, the truth will triumph in the end. (Applause.) As Whittier has sung:

Not in vain, confessor old,

Unto us the tale is told

    Of thy day of trial;

Every age on him who strays

From its broad and beaten ways,

    Pours its sevenfold vial.

Happy he whose inward ear

Angel comfortings can hear,

    O’er the rabbie’s laughter;

And while hatred’s fagots burn,

Glimpses through the smoke discern

    Of the good hereafter.

At the conclusion of Mr. George’s remarks, the chairman announced that the collection amounted to $207.31.

p. 3, col. 2

A Clergyman’s Dilemma.

WARWICK, Mass.—May I ask you to answer the following two questions?

Why must your land tax stay on the land owner and not distribute itself largely on the entire people?

The same question, I notice, has, during this movement, been asked several times; but, as far as I know, never

answered; only met by the blunt assertion that “it is the only tax which stays where it is put,” and also by refencesic

to “authorities.” I cannot see why it would not largely distribute itself upon the entire nation, and consequently

avail nothing as a remedy for the evils you would cure.

I desire nothing much more than to be able to see that this could not happen, and that consequently your reform

would at least do away with the unrighteousness of land owners living idly upon the hard labor of the workers of

the world.

QUERIES AND ANSWERS.

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “reference”.
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I see perfectly well that if all present taxes and conditions were maintained and the land tax only increased, it

would stay where put; but with the increased prosperity and amount of ready wealth momentarily resulting from

changing all taxes into a land tax, I cannot see why rent should not rise proportionately or equally with this

increase of wealth and prosperity and bring it all back into the pockets of the landlords. Practically, this means

that there could be no increase of wealth or prosperity; that all a heavy land tax could do would be to raise a large

fund for common good—from the entire nation of workers, leaving the landlord where he is, and as he is. But even

that I think a good, and would, therefore, vote for your reform even without other hope based upon it.

If, for instance, a merchant in New York city now pays $1,000 in rent, and your tax would come and absorb part of

that rent and deliver him from all taxes, and make his customers better able to buy, he would now be able to pay

his former rent and the land tax to the landlord, and still be as well off as formerly. If then his landlord comes to

him and says, “You must pay so much more rent now as this tax amounts to or leave,” will he not do it? If not,

why?

But suppose your idea works to perfection, why would not the worker be as much at the mercy of the

capitalist as now! Why would “the hands” in a manufactory receive higher wages? Why would not the

capitalist be able to absorb every good the reform might work? You say, I know, that so much good and

profitable land would be made free that the laborer could always make a living by his own work on his own

land, and that wages could never drop below what he thus could make by his own labor on a new piece of

land. Certainly not. But that might be little enough, after a short while. For does it not become more and

more difficult for a man to make a decent living by his own independent work? The things now needed to a

decent life are so many that without the aid of machinery one man cannot produce them or their value.

Unable to use the machinery of the world, a man will therefore soon be unable to make even the humblest

living even on free good land, for farming will not much longer pay—pay even living wages—unless it be

organized on a grand scale. backed by large capitalsic.

Briefly, we do all every day become more and more dependent on the use of machinery; as much dependent

thereon as on land or air. Soon he, who in our civilized communities cannot make use of machinery, must starve,

and the owners of the world’s stock of machinery will own us all.

I cannot see that your reform affects this fact at all. And yet surely it is a rapidly spreading disease, which must be

cured, else with or without free land we shall all soon be slaves.

Finally, though it should be impossible for me to see the power in your remedy which you ascribe to it, I rejoice in

your movement, and work for it the best I can, because of its ennobling purity and influence, because of its high

aim—“justice,” and because I feel sure that even if you are mistaken, you have made the people think, and think in

the right line, on these important matters, and the movement you have inaugurated must therefore help us at least

to find the true remedy—become a link and factor in the true progress of mankind.

(Rev.) H. TAMBS LYCHE.

You could not have read the numerous answers to this question which have already appeared in THE

STANDARD or you would not say that they were merely blunt assertions and references to authorities. The

answers we have given are elaborations of what is almost self-evident: (a) that a high land value tax

increases the market supply of land, and under the operation of the familiar law of supply and demand,

tends to reduce its value; (b) that a low land value tax diminishes the market supply of land, and therefore

tends to increase its price; (c) that the reason that a tax on products is shifted to the consumer is because a

tax on a product discourages its production and therefore, under the law of supply and demand, tends to

1. 

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “on a grand scale, backed by large capital.”.
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decrease the supply and consequently to increase the price; and (d) that land values are determined by the

margin of production, which is high or low according to the demand for land. We have also called attention

to the well known fact that where burdens on land are high (as in Elizabeth, N. J., when that town was

staggering under a heavy debt) land values are low; that where government is corrupt (as in Brooklyn, N. Y.,

a few years ago), land values are low; and that when corruption is diminished and there is a prospect of low

taxation (as in Brooklyn, N. Y., when a strong reform movement came into power), land values rise. We have

also reminded our readers of what is familiar to every one, that landlords who find it possible to raise their

rents do not wait for the imposition of a tax to enable them to do it, but do it at once. And as to our citation

of authorities, we have done no more than to quote from one of the greatest and most candid economists,

John Stuart Mill, in whose work on political economy you will find a complete elaboration of this point, the

results of which have been accepted by all critical students of political economy since. It would be well if

you read what he says on this question.

A tax on land values cannot increase the value of anything, because the value of products is determined by the

cost of production on the least productive land in use, and the value of all land is determined by the value of the

least productive land in use. As a tax on land values cannot bring into use land of lower productiveness, it cannot

raise values.

You say that with increased prosperity, resulting from changing all taxes into a land tax, rent would rise and the

landlords be thus enabled to shift the tax back upon the community. This would not be so. The first effect of

shifting all taxes to land values would be to bring into the 
p. 3, col. 3
market a great deal of vacant land now held for speculation. That would reduce land values, and it is probable that

present taxes all laid upon land values would so discourage land speculation as temporarily at least to eliminate

speculative values. We should then begin an era of unexampled prosperity, and as you surmise, a new unearned

increment would appear—that is, the actual value of land would begin to increase. This increase would go to the

landlord, but not the former rental values. They would be absorbed in taxation. We do not propose, however, that

the land value tax should be limited by what we call “the necessities of government.” We would increase the tax as

rental values increased, so that there would be no inducement present or prospective to occupy land except for

use. The reason we would begin with merely shifting present taxes is because that is the easiest step in the right

direction. It would involve the whole question of private ownership and leave nothing to be done after the fight

for shifting taxes was over and the victory won but the detail of increasing the tax.

You are in error about your illustration of the city merchant who now pays $1,000 rent. The tax would absorb part

of that rent, and a large part of what it did not absorb it would cut down by reducing land values generally. The

merchant would be free of taxes, his customers would be able to buy more, his business would be brisker, and most

of the rent he paid would be for his benefit as a member of the community. But he would not pay a higher rent

simply because he was able to. Men do not pay more than market value for things because they happen to be able

to. If his landlord said to him, “You must pay more than the market value for these premises or leave,” the

merchant would go next door, or next door but one, or across the street, rather than pay the increase. But when the

value of his land had risen, the landlord would be able to raise the merchant’s rent, and as the merchant would be

able to pay it, and would be enjoying the benefit of more valuable land than before, he would pay it. But the pnblic

having seen the advantage of this kind of a tax, would not hesitate then to set up public libraries, run street cars

free, build public halls, provide for widows and orphans, and in other beneficent ways find use for more revenue,

which they would raise by increasing the land value tax.

In a previous letter, which could not be answered because it was mislaid, you gave an excellent illustration of your

difficulty on this point. You imagined an island with one bridge to the main land, for the use of which the owner

charged toll. You then supposed a single tax on the income of this bridge, and asked if the bridge owner could not
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increase his toll so as to make the island community pay his tax for him, provided the necessities of the people

required them to go to and from the main land. To that question we answer yes, up to the point of impoverishing

the people, because there is but one bridge. But suppose that there are many bridges; that some are more 

convenient than others; that only the few that are most convenient are used by the people; and that all that are not used

are closed up by the owners in the expectation that when the population of the island is greater they will come

into profitable use. In that case the most convenient bridge would command the highest toll; the next best bridge

less toll, and so on down. Now the owner of the most convenient bridge could not raise his toll until population

increased, for if he did his customers would go to the next convenient bridge; and if the toll was raised on all the

bridges one of the unused bridges would be opened for the lowest toll that had prevailed before, and this would so

decrease the custom of the other bridges that the old toll would be resumed. Not until increase of population had

made such demands on the bridges in use as to make it profitable to open one of the others could the toll be

increased on the more convenient bridges.

Now suppose you put a high tax on bridge values. The owners of the unused bridges, not able to hold them out of

use and pay the taxes, would try to sell them, and if they could not sell them would abandon them. The result

would be that nearly if not all these unused bridges would be open and free, and as free bridges they would be

used by many of the inhabitants who would prefer the inconvenience to paying tolls. Under these circumstances,

how could the owners of the more convenient bridges increase their tolls so as to make the users of their bridges

pay the bridge tax?

One conclusive reason why the worker would not be as much at the mercy of the capitalist as now is that he

would be sure of a living. Now he must get a job of a capitalist or starve. Now it is with him a question of

low wages or none. Then he would not be dependent on a capitalist for a job; he could get a living without

any one’s permission. Then it would be, at the worst, a question of low wages or better wages. The hands in

a factory would receive high wages, because they would not surrender their independence and become cog

wheels in a big machine unless it were made exceedingly profitable to them. No one would go into a big

factory for a mere living. The capitalist could not “absorb every good the reform might work,” because the

suction power of capital is gone when land is free.

When we say that free land, by enabling every one to make a living, would keep all wages up to the living point, we

do not refer to agriculture alone, as you suppose. There are many things besides farming that the poorest could do

on their own account if land were free and taxes abolished. And the freeing of land would free men from

dependence on bosses by another influence. Men would be independent, not only because they could themselves

get a living directly from the soil, but because nearly every one with small capital would go into business for

himself, thas at once reducing the supply of men willing to work for a boss and increasing the demand for such

men. And this condition would be maintained, because when men had learned a trade and got a little capital

together as every one would be able to do [note that this was so when cheap land was plentiful], they would also go

into business for themselves. Under such circumstances 
p. 3, col. 4
it is extremely doubtful if men would be willing to lose their independence in a big factory without sharing in the

profits, and that in all production on a large scale a system of voluntary co-operation would spring up naturally,

which, based as it would be on common ownership of land, would be successful. And still another influence would

operate. It would be impossible to accumulate large private fortunes, and the power which great aggregations of

capital exercise in a community where large numbers of men are dependent would be gone.

You speak of machinery as if it were a product of nature. over which labor hassic no control. Pray, what is

machinery but a product of the land drawn forth by labor? We need only the land to give us machinery. The

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “a product of nature, over which labor has no control”.
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“owners of the world’s stock of machinery,” indeed! Why, the same brawn and brain that made the existing stock

of machinery can make another stock, and with free access to land would do so very quickly if the owners of the

existing stock tried any capers. It is the private ownership of land that makes us in any degree dependent on the

owners of machinery now. If labor would make new machinery it must first get permission of land owners, and

land owners charge the highest price possible for their permission. With free land no one’s permission would be

necessary. Put a farmer, a carpenter, a mason, an iron worker, a machinist, a weaver and a tailor, all in a condition

of absolute destitution, on a productive island, and it will not be long, if the island be free, until they have

dwellings, clothing and food in abundance and of good quality, and will have accumulated such capital as will

allow them to carry on production with the best tools. But if the island be privately owned, the owner will have

these things and the artisans will be grateful to him for an occasional job to keep the wolf away.

The idea that the community must take possession of machinery in order to give the people the advantage of the

abolition of land ownership is due to an imperfect conception of the functions of land in the complex processes of

modern industry. But let the truth be once grasped that land plays the same part in the most complex industrial

conditions that it plays in the most primitive, and this fear of the power of machinery in free production will be

recognized for the nightmare that it really is. It would be as impossible to maintain a corner in machinery as a

corner in potatoes, if land were free.

Anarchy—Socialism—Communism.

BRICK CHURCH, N. J.,—It has been the good or bad fortune of your correspondent to have participated in

discussion on various occasions as to the right of anarchists, communists and socialists to the enjoyment of

freedom of speech. It has been said by some of the disputants that “they are a dangerous set,” “a bad lot,” “their

tendencies are to menace and destroy.” Your correspondent has contended that they have as perfect a

constitutional right to freely express their opinion in private or in public as the writer so long as they refrain from

advocating violence against life or property. This has been met with the assertion that they (meaning, in

particular, anarchists) are a shrewd company, and have their quiet or secret meetings whereat the use of dynamite

and violence is advocated. The writer still maintains they have the same guaranteed right to free speech as any

other citizen of the United States, and with the same subjection to reasonable limitations. Am I right? If not,

wherein am I in error? Will you, if in your power, present to your readers, should you consider if of sufficient

importancesic, a synopsis or outline of the main principles, theories and demands of these “peculiar people,” as the

East Orange Gazette lately termed them?

Is it your opinion that the anarchist is a dangerous element, which should be frowned down on every occasion for

the maintenance of peace? If you do, and can give good and sufficient reasons therefor, your correspondent will

henceforth cease to maintain their right.

THEODORE ATWORTH.

When free speech is denied to one man or class of men on account of the opinions they express, the right of free

speech is at an end. That country cannot boast of its freedom of speech where the discussion of unpopular

opinions is prohibited.

The terms “anarchist,” “communist” and “socialist” are very liberally used nowadays by people who have not the

slightest conception of their meaning. An anarchist, in the true sense, is not one who believes in or advocates violence.

He is an extreme individualist, one who would carry to its uttermost the political doctrine that that government is

best which governs least; accordingly he would have no government at all. He would have everyone free to do as

he pleases, believing that where this absolute liberty prevailed no one would please to do wrong to another. In

Sic in the original; probably “should you consider it of sufficient importance”.
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India it is said that there is a people who do not punish delinquents by force. If a wrong be done, the fact is

ascertained judicially, but no sentence is imposed. The offender, however, becomes an outcast. He is perfectly free.

His individualism is preserved. But his fellow men will not associate with him. That is a type of anarchy. Violent

outbreaks against the existing order of things, which are usually attributed to anarchists, are not the work of

anarchists at all. Anarchists are non-combatants. Liberty of Boston is the organ of anarchy in this country.

Communism is typified by various communities in this country, such as the Shakers, the Oneida community, and

so on. The New England township system is communistic on the political side, and falls short of complete

communism only in the fact that the wealth of the township is not held in common and devoted to the general

good.

Socialism, which among the ignorant is associated with anarchy, is at the opposite extreme. The anarchist would

abolish governmental action and control, while the socialist looks to governmental action and control as the great

means of improvement.

Government Leasing.

NEW YORK.—I have been an interested reader of your paper for some time, and have also read your books. On

general principles your arguments are irrefutable; but in matters of the detail of your plan I do not fully

understand you. In your issue of this date Mr. C. Bauman (on page six) asks you a question which I have been

thinking of putting to you. Your answer to Mr. B. is not a satisfactory 
p. 3, col. 5
one to me. Within one or two blocks of the Dakota apartment house on Seventy second street, this city, you will

find “shanties” on ground equally valuable as that on which the Dakota stands. Would not the “squatters” living in

those shanties have to go if your plan of taxation was adopted? Also, if in place of shanties the ground was

occupied by cottagers, would not these latter be forced to move on under your system? Or would you expect any

man, because he happened to be slightly poorer than his fellows, to move further away from the heart of the city,

simply for the public good?

Suppose that I should now purchase a lot on say 180th street, west of the Harlem river, and erect thereon a

cottage to suit my purse and circumstances, which are those of a well-to-do workingman. In the course of five or

ten years, after the city’s population had reached my location and increased the rental value of the lot I occupied,

could not any one who could afford to bid a little higher rental than I take my lot from me and compel me to move

on to a place where rentals were not yet too high for my income? If so, would not the humbler folk be constantly

driven to the outskirts of the city, just as they are now, and always have the least comforts just as they do now? Of

course, I understand that in such event I would be paid the actual cost or value of my improvements, and also that

I would be recompensed in a measure by common improvements and pensions for thus moving on for the public

good, but would not the effect of your system be as here stated?

I understand that under the plan you propose the government would lease or let the land to the people in plots to

suit to the highest bidders of rent. If so, for what term of years would you propose to make the leases? If for one or

two year terms only (leases to be renewable yearly or frequently at the current rental value) who would make any 

substantial improvements on the land, since a holder of land this year might be outbid for it next year? If for a long

term of years at a given rental, say thirty or fifty years, would these leases be transferable, and if they were would

there not probably be then a speculation in leaseholds where we now have a speculation in deeds?

These are a few of the questions which have prevented my full conversion to your ideas.

TITUS K. SMITH.
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You have not read THE STANDARD carefully, nor have you read “Progress and Poverty.”

It has been distinctly stated in these columns, over and over again, that there would be no bidding to the

government or leasing by the government. Men would deal with real estate pretty much as they do now, in form;

but the rental values of the land determined by such dealing would be assessed for all public revenues.

The shanties near the Dakota flats are squatters’ shanties. They may be torn away by a landlord at any time. They

are shanties because their owners have no certainty of tenure. If our plan of taxation were adopted they would not

“have to go,” in anything like the sense implied by these words. The tax would not fall upon the squatters, but

upon the owner of the land. If the land were not valuable the landlord would drop it, and the squatters, assured of

their tenure, would put up better buildings; if the land were valuable the landlord would pay the tax and build, in

which case the squatters would go farther away, unless they preferred to spend some of their higher wages for

better quarters; for they would get higher wages in consequence of the business boom that would result from this

system of taxation. In any case the landlord would have to put up good buildings on the land or let the squatters

do it.

When every man has an equal chance to make a living and is secured the full product of his labor, as would be the

case under the land value tax, it is pity wasted to pity an able-bodied poor man. Under such circumstances, if a 

man were so poor, and remained so poor, that he had to move to free land every time the land he occupied

acquired a value, it would be his own fault. But the penalty for his fault would be exceedingly light compared with

what it is now; for, whereas now he must move whenever the owner of the land wants him to, and has no place to

move to which a landlord does not control, then he could move to places close at hand where there would be no tax or

rent to pay.

But in practice, in cities especially, people who had not accumulated enough to buy a house would rent a house.

Many people would prefer that, just as they do now, even if they were able to buy. So the building and renting of 

houses would be a business as it is to-day, with this difference, that of the rent that which was paid for the location

would go into the public treasury instead of going into private pockets. Then the house builders who made the

prettiest, most homelike and comfortable houses would get the best tenants, and there could be no extravagant

rents, because the free land on the edge of the city would perpetually offer opportunities to house building mechanics

to increase the number of houses without paying out their capital for land.

CALEDONIA, Minn.—I am told that for some years California levied all taxes on land and that the system was

changed for one of taxation of real and personal property. If this is true, please answer in Notes and Queries how

long the single tax was used and why abolished.

P. J. SMALLEY.

It is not true. The California system has been from the first the attempted taxation of all property.

NEWARK, N. J.—Having some knowledge of the manner in which articles are prepared for the ordinary

newspaper, I can well understand why it is that people who get their ideas of the land question from these

newspapers only should so often take the wrong side. I have met many such people, and an objection I have often

heard from them is that ambition would be crushed, and men being rid of competition would not expand their

energies under the new system as they do now. And this objection is generally followed up by some reference to

the wonderful inventions, etc., which the objectors say resulted from this struggle and competition. My answer is

that these inventions, while coming naturally in the train of some accidental discoveries, are of slight advantage to

A Reporter’s Views.
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the great mass of men, who are to-day in a more helpless position, with less outlook and chance to make

themselves independent than formerly; and, moreversic, the very progress of invention is hindered by our present

system, which permits great monopolists and corporations by the use of bribery and “the law’s delay” to reap all

the profits of the inventor’s work.

DANIEL A. DUGAN.

p. 3, col. 6

Dr. De Costa’s Fearless Statement of the True Inwardness of the Excommunication—The Protestant Pulpit

Largely Subsidized—These Obsequious Preachers Earn Their Money.

At the Episcopal church of St. John the Evangelist in this city, Dr. De Costa, preaching from the text, “What does

it profit a man if he gain the whole world and lose his own soul?” said:

On July 4 a man was excommunicated, nominally for disobedience, but really—as all the world knows—for teaching

certain views on an economic subject. By that excommunication the rights of the man, the priest and the citizen

were invaded and violated. But what do the people, what do the supposed leaders of thought say? What do the

great body of the preachers of righteousness say? The overwhelming majority of the preachers are dumb, while

others, instead of standing by liberty and truth, openly take sides with capital, many of them applauding the pope,

jeering at his victim, and obeying capital rather than God. What is more, those who have protested violently

against ecclesiastical trials and have opposed all attempts to discipline men notorious for their denial of the

church’s creed and for the violation of their ordination vows, even where a full and fair trial was provided for the

accused, now exult in the condemnation and excommunication of a man of blameless life and unchallenged

orthodoxy. And why? Because the excommunication is supposed to be in the interest of capital. Capital has its

thumb upon Archbishop Corrigan and the pope, and the pope and the archbishop have a thumb upon every one

of the ten thousand or more priests in the United States, scarcely one of whom has yet dared to protest against

this violation of the sacred rights of an American citizen, or say a generous word on behalf of his wronged and

outraged brother.

In the Protestant world the capitalist is his own pope, and is now putting down his thumb directly wherever he

can get a chance. The Protestant pulpit is largely subsidized and muzzled, and while it would be impossible in a

Protestant body to excommunicate a man for any mere economic opinion, there is, far and wide, a significant and

painful silence in a thousand quarters, where, irrespective of the truth or error of any land theory, we have reason

for expecting an outspoken and indignant protest against the violation of human rights. How different it would

have been if the pope had interfered with some denominational dogma. Then there would have been a volcanic

explosion and the pulpits everywhere would have rung with vehement protests against Rome. As it remains,

however, it is not a question of dogma; but it is fancied to be one of dollars, which are more than dogma or

righteousness. These obsequious preachers earn their money. They pay dearly for it, but the time may come when

the blind leaders of the blind may wake up to a sense of the situation and with stricken and agonized conscience

ask, “What shall it profit a preacher if he gain the whole world and lose his own soul?”

AN EPISCOPALIAN CLERGYMAN SPEAKS OUT.

Sic in the original; probably “moreover”.
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What a Leading Methodist Minister Has to Say About the Excommunication.

The venerable Dr. Lucius H. King, one of the leading divines of the Methodist church, preached an eloquent

sermon last Sunday in the Forty-ninth street Methodist church, of which he is pastor, on the excommunication of

Dr. McGlynn. He said:

“Now we have the strange sight of one of the most faithful, conscientious, God-fearing and God-loving ministers

that ever stood in any pulpit, Protestant or Catholic, disrobed and cursed with many great and grevioussic anathemas.

And what for? First, they say, because Dr. McGlynn didn’t go to Rome. Well, Rome is a bad place for a man to go

to, for from it justice and mercy long ago fled away. Paul went and they cut off his head before he left. Second, they

say he has certain theories about land, and while they do not profess to know exactly what the theories are they

are opposed to them. Dr. McGlynn believes in the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, and that God

is not a stepfather, but a real father—not simply ‘my father,’ but ‘our father.’ He believes that God has given this

world for the accommodation of his children, as we find in Psalms43, cxv., 116sic. And Dr. McGlynn thinks it is

unfair for a few men to gobble up the whole of it and leave no standing room for the rest. The early church, under

the direction of Peter, whom they claim as a foundation, went much further. They44 sold all their property and put

it in a common fund for the use of all. (Acts. iv., 31-37,67.) The Jewish propaganda came together, seized these men

and put them into prison. Were it not for Protestantism the same course would be pursued against Dr. McGlynn,

and he would be left to rot in a dungeon. But, thank God, he lives in America, where a man can think, speak and

write with no fear of servile police or loathsome cells. In the past they scouragedsic Parnella,69,45 for saying, ‘The

stars won’t fall;’ they put Campanella,46 seven times to the torture for saying that the number of worlds was

infinite; in the name of Jesus they shut up Galileo,47,48,49 for having said that Jupiter had moons. It was this spirit

which anathematized Pascal in the name of religion, Montaigne in the name of morality and Moliere in the name

of both. And now, if they dared to do it, they would burn Dr. McGlynn at the stake in less than forty-eight hours.

“Another charge is that Dr. McGlynn made a speech at Chickering hall after his archbishop had forbidden him. He

was suspended. While under suspension the archbishop offered Dr. McGlynn a church at Middletown, showing

that he himself considered these objections frivolous, for a minister ought to have as good a moral character to

preach at Middletown as at St. Stephen’s.

Sic in the original; probably “grievous”.
43. Ed. He believes that God has given this world for the accommodation of his children, as we find in Psalms, cxv., 116.: Psalm 116 begins at https://
biblehub.com/psalms/116-1.htm. (Placed approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “Psalms, cxv., 16”.
44. Ed. They sold all their property and put it in a common fund for the use of all. (Acts. iv., 31-37.): Acts. iv., 31-37: See https://biblehub.com/acts/4-32.htm.
Sic in the original; probably “Acts iv., 31-37”.
Sic in the original; probably “scourged”.
Sic in the original; probably “Prinelli”.
45. Ed. No prior source turns up for the Parnella reference, but it was quoted by Richard Harcourt in The Great Conspiracy Against Our Public Schools,
(1890), using illustrations by Thomas Nast. See https://books.google.com/books?id=U4c2AAAAMAAJ&pg=PA75. The original reference is from Mark
13:25. See https://biblehub.com/mark/13-25.htm (Placed approximately.)
46. Ed. Campanella: Tommaso Campanella OP (1568-1639 baptized Giovanni Domenico Campanella, was an Italian Dominican friar, philosopher,
theologian, astrologer, and poet. He was prosecuted by the Roman Inquisition for heresy in 1594 and was confined to house arrest for two years. Accused of
conspiring against the Spanish rulers of Calabria in 1599, he was tortured and sent to prison, where he spent 27 years. He wrote his most significant works
during this time, including The City of the Sun, a utopia describing an egalitarian theocratic society where property is held in common. See https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tommaso_Campanella.
47. Ed. Galileo: see Dr. McGlynn’s speech in Issue #005, and Henry George’s front-page article in Issue #023.
48. Ed. Middletown, New York is in Orange County, on the west side of the Hudson River – in other words, a long distance from Manhattan. (Placed
approximately.)
49. Ed. Demagogue: a political leader who seeks support by appealing to the desires and prejudices of ordinary people rather than by using rational
argument. Wikipedia says “A demagogue or rabble-rouser is a political leader in a democracy who gains popularity by arousing the common people against
elites, especially through oratory that whips up the passions of crowds, appealing to emotion by scapegoating out-groups, exaggerating dangers to stoke
fears, lying for emotional effect, or other rhetoric that tends to drown out reasoned deliberation and encourage fanatical popularity. Demagogues overturn
established norms of political conduct, or promise or threaten to do so.” See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Demagogue. (Placed approximately.)
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“Another thing they now say is that Dr. McGlynn may want to get married. Well, ‘marriage is honorable.’ God

provided the first man with a wife, Christ performed His first miracle at a wedding, and St. Peter had a wife, for we

read that Christ cured Peter’s wife’s mother, who lay sick of a fever. St. Paul says, ‘He that getteth a wife getteth a

good thing.’

“These are the charges against Dr. McGlynn, for which he is turned over to the devil to be eternally tortured. The

real beginning of ecclesiastical hostility to Dr. McGlynn is that twenty-five years ago he publicly took a position in

favor of the free schools and in opposition to state appropriations for sectarian institutions. Since that they have

looked upon him with a jealous eye. And how could it be otherwise? Bring fire and water in contact and there is

commotion and explosion. That great organ of the Roman church, the Freeman’s Journal, says: ‘The public schools

are a devouring fire, pits of destruction, and ought to go back to the devil, from whence they came.’

“Dr. McGlynn says, ‘No, they are a grand institution. From them I received my education.’ ‘Woodman spare that

tree, touch not a single bough. In youth it sheltered me, and I’ll protect it now.’ It has long seemed to me that the

most beautiful thing left to us by the demagogues, vagabonds and thieves who have had dominion over us is the

public school system. They are the flower gardens of heaven and the nurseries of the republic. And when I have

heard the propa—gander hiss out that they are pits of destruction, I have felt that the silly goose ought never to

swim in the free waters of the republic.”

Dr. King close by eulogizingsic the excommunicated priest.

“We are at the point of a tremendous revolution,” he cried, “and Dr. McGlynn leads the conquering host.”

Dr. King will continue the discussion of the subject on Sunday evening next.

The Fourteenth District’s Picnic.

Dr. McGlynn will deliver an address to the members and friends of the Fourteenth district club, U. L. P., at Sulzer’s

Harlem38 river park, on the evening of Saturday, July 30. Miss Agatha Munier’s choir will render some of their

popular anti-poverty choruses, and Miss Munier has promised to sing the beautiful Irish ballad, “Killarney.” The

committee of arrangements promise their friends an enjoyable afternoon and evening. The dancing will be under

charge of Mr. Joseph P. McCloskey.,37 ,39,40,41,42

Sic in the original; probably “Dr. King closed by eulogizing”.
38. Ed. 180th Street, east of the Harlem River: that is, upper Manhattan, north of today’s George Washington Bridge.
37. Ed. See “An Imaginary Case” in Issue #025. (Placed approximately.)
39. Ed. St. John the Evangelist: probably St. John’s in the Village, at 224 Waverly Place and 11th Street. See http://www.nycago.org/Organs/NYC/html/
StJohnVillage.html and http://www.stjvny.org/a-brief-history-of-st-johns-in-the-village. (Placed approximately.)
40. Ed. Benjamin Franklin DeCosta or de Costa (1831-1904) was an American clergyman and historical writer. See https://www.wikiwand.com/en/
Benjamin_Franklin_DeCosta and a sermon at https://timesmachine.nytimes.com/timesmachine/1893/10/23/109731598.pdf. (Placed approximately.)
41. Ed. Blind leaders of the blind: “Leave them; they are blind guides. If the blind lead the blind, both will fall into a pit.” See https://biblehub.com/matthew/
15-14.htm. (Placed approximately.)
42. Ed. What shall it profit a man to gain the whole world and forfeit his soul? Mark 8:36. See https://biblehub.com/mark/8-36.htm. (Placed approximately.)
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Dr. Dexter’s letter is interesting, as defining tersely the views, not only of the manager of a prominent religious

journal, but of the vast majority of the Christian clergymen, on a question which he and they acknowledge to be of

surpassing interest to humanity.

“We have again and again,” says Dr. Dexter, “argued for the righting of the wrongs of labor; we have many

and many times rebuked the rapacity of the rich. You say that we have never had any remedy to propose—

except by safely dealing in abstractions—for the poor man’s hard lot, when we have habitually insisted that 

the one only sufficient remedy for all social evils is the application to all the affairs of life of the golden rule.

You say we have uniformly condemned strikes; the fact is we have uniformly declared that the laborer has a

perfect right to ‘strike,’ so far as to decline working for a given party for given wages. What we have

condemned has been his assumption by violence to prevent other persons who are willing to work for the

wages he rejects for doing so. You say we have indiscriminately condemned trades unions, the Knights of

Labor, and the like; the fact being that we have affirmed the perfect right of laborers to combine in that

manner so long as they confine themselves therein to peaceful and proper behavior, without undertaking to

compel all workmen to hold the views and practice the measures which they hold and practice. Whoever

lives long enough will see the history of the Knights of Labor and of similar organizations now existing

written with the honest confession that they have harmed the cause they were intended to benefit more

than all the ‘oppression’ of the capitalist.”

Dr. Dexter’s letter brings to mind a cartoon published some years ago by an English comic paper. This cartoon

represented a poorly dressed and faded looking woman calling upon a prosperous, fashionable physician.

Accompanying the woman was a young girl whose pinched and drawn face showed that she was not long for this

world. The physician was saying: “My good woman, I have examined your daughter carefully, and find that while

she is in no immediate danger, there is decided need of care and caution. I advise a generous diet, with three

glasses of old port daily. Take her to the seaside for the summer, and by all means let her spend the winter in Italy

or Madeira.”

The humor of that cartoon lay in the prosperous doctor’s evident ignorance of the fact that for the vast majority

of his fellow creatures a generous diet, a summer at the seaside, and a winter in Italy were as much out of the

question as a voyage to the moon. Dr. Dexter reminds us of that physician because he proposes a remedy for social

evils which, under existing social conditions, is absolutely impossible of application. And it is precisely this

attitude of the clergy that renders modern Christianity the lifeless, sapless thing it is; that has replaced the eager

multitudes who listened to the teachings of the founder of Christianity with the slender congregations who

observe the outward forms of religion at stated times, and banish all thoughts of religion from their daily lives.

The golden rule! The precept that bids each man love his neighbor as himself and do unto others as he would they

should do unto him! Let Dr. Dexter look around him and see for himself what chance men have to follow it. Let

him descend from platitudinous52 generalities and tell how the golden rule shall be enforced in individual cases.

Pick up the first newspaper that comes to hand. Here in a daily paper of July 14 is the story of a lawsuit for $8.34

brought by a woman whose business is to make button holes at eighty cents a hundred. Wretched pay, isn’t, it

Dr. Dexter? Softly though, the story isn’t told yet. The woman is described as comfortably dressed, with gold

51. Ed. Henry Marty Dexter (1821-1890) was born in Plympton, Massachusetts. He graduated at Yale in 1840 and at the Andover Theological Seminary in
1844; was pastor of a Congregational church in Manchester, New Hampshire, in 1844-1849, and of the Berkeley Street Congregational church, Boston, in
1849-1867; was an editor of the Congregationalist in 1851-1866, of the Congregational Quarterly in 1859-1866, and of the Congregationalist, with which the
Recorder was merged, from 1867 until his death. He was elected a member of the American Antiquarian Society in 1869. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Henry_Martyn_Dexter.
52. Ed. Platitudinous: (of a remark or statement) used too often to be interesting or thoughtful; hackneyed.
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earrings and massive rings. She doesn’t make the button holes herself at eighty cents a hundred. She hires other

women to do the work and pays them so much less than eighty cents a hundred as to make a handsome profit.

Talk of the golden rule, Dr. Dexter, to the man who pays eighty cents a hundred for making button holes; or to the

woman who hires other women to make button holes for less than eighty cents a hundred; or to the women who

by actually making button holes for starvation wages keep other women out of work and force them to choose

between starvation and sin; or to the people who buy the garments whose button holes are made at eighty cents a

hundred. Talk to these people, Dr. Dexter, and learn how little influence the platitudinous papping53 of the pulpit

has upon every day life and 
p. 4, col. 2
action. The woman who buys those garments will tell you that love for her neighbor is all very well, but she owes a

duty of economy to her husband and her children; the man who sells the garments will tell you he might as well go

out of business and lie down and starve as to pay higher prices for work than his competitors are paying; the

middle-woman will wonder from what asylum you have escaped; the poor, starving wretches who do the actual

work of button hole making will ask you if you want them to face the alternative of starvation or sin, that their

sister-women may be relieved from it.

Do you know, Dr. Dexter, that there are at this moment in this city of New York thousands of women, many of

them perilously young and attractive, who have been “laid off ” for the dull season by the great bazar stores, and

left to get through the summer as best they can? Do you know what “as best they can” means to many of these

women? Do you know that they were worked hard through the winter and spring, spurred to greater zeal by the

hope of steady employment, and then thrown into the street without a day’s notice? Do you think, Mr. Dextersic,

that the employers of those girls have treated them as they themselves would wish to be treated? Do you not know

that they can’t treat them as they themselves would wish to be treated without the risk of business disaster? Do

you mean to say that when the Christ whom you preach formulated the golden rule he meant that it should be

impossible for men to observe it?

Look at the coal mines of Pennsylvania, Dr. Dexter. Read in the New York World of July 16 this terse summary of

the situation, written by a World reporter on the spot after full investigation:

The barons are now complete masters of the situation. The men are slaves. Every form of extortion is

practiced with impunity. The laws are defied. Penury and squalor reign triumphant.

Did Christ die for these miners over whom “penury and squalor reign tritriumphant,” Dr. Dexter? Are they men

toward whom all other men should practice the golden rule? Doubtless you will say so. And yet the coal barons

who wax rich at the cost of these poor miners’ penury are, many of them, subscribers to your paper, and have read

your exhortations to observe the golden rule without the faintest idea that what you said had any application to

them, save as urging them to subscribe to a mission fund, or donate money to a charity. Did you mean those

exhortations to have any effect on the treatment of miners by coal mine owners? Have you ever gone to an

individual coal mine owner and told him: “These miners are your brothers, and unless you treat them as you

would like to be treated yourself, you will surely be damned?” That would be insisting, in your own words, “that the

one only sufficient remedy for all social evils is the application to all the affairs of life of the golden rule.” But were

you to talk in that fashion to a coal mine owner, he would, if he condescended to answer you at all, point out to

you that a strict following of the golden rule would result in anarchy and chaos; that he paid these poverty

stricken miners wages at which he could secure plenty of men to take their places; that to pay them more would

only be to enable competing coal mine owners to drive him out of business; that supply and demand must

regulate the price of labor as of everything else; finally, that the duty of a Christian minister is to preach religion

53. Ed. Papping: to feed with pap – food in the form of a soft paste, often a porridge, especially as given to very young children.
Sic in the original; probably “Dr. Dexter”.
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and not interfere in secular affairs, and please stop his paper. And you would find it mighty hard work to answer

him.

Look around you, Dr. Dexter, and consider the case of the men and women, your brothers and sisters, for whom,

you tell us, Christ died on Calvary, and whom—if indeed the golden rule is a living precept to you—you love as you

love yourself. Do you see the tenement houses? do you see the hovels? do you see the liquor saloons? do you see

the brothels? do you see the prisons? do you see the little children’s graves? Tenement houses, and hovels, and

saloons, and brothels, and prisons, and children’s graves are growing more numerous year by year, and they must be

filled to overflowing; it is only the churches that go empty. Our social system will not be denied; the poverty monster

must and will have his victims. As in some devilish lottery, every man and woman that comes into the world must

draw the bean and abide the chance. Think you that under such circumstances man can love his neighbor as

himself ? can risk misery for himself and his family by doing unto others as he would they should do unto him?

Dare you say, Dr. Dexter, that you yourself can do it? Dare you tell any individual man what the golden rule really

means and threaten him with eternal damnation if he, individually, fail to observe it? If you saw impending over

some woman near and dear to you the awful doom that to-day impends over tens of thousands of women, your

neighbors, whom God made and Christ died for, would you content yourself with babbling platitudes, with urging

Christian fortitude and tame resignation? If you would, truly your soul must be in evil case.

Dr. Dexter, to men circumstanced as we are in this nineteenth century of Christianity, such preaching as yours is

but the crackling of thorns under a pot54. You bid us apply the law of Christ to our lives, and when we point out to

you that our whole social system is founded on a denial of that law; when we urge on you that the law which

society repudiates, the individual cannot possibly observe; when we entreat you, in the name of the Master whom 
p. 4, col. 3
you are vowed to serve, to aid us in righting the monstrous wrong which has brought poverty into the world and

compels men to damn their souls that their bodies may live, you turn contemptuously aside and are as one that

mocketh.

What would you think, Dr. Dexter, of an earthly father who, leaving his children for a time, should make plenteous

provision for their comfort, and then give to one or two among them the right to claim that provision as their own

exclusive property, to be doled out or withheld from the others, as the favored ones might see fit? Could such a

family observe the golden rule? Would not the disinherited ones become the slaves of the more fortunate, and the

fortunate become the tyrants of the slaves? Would not lying and stealing and evil speaking and envy and hatred

abound? Yet such an earthly father would be but an antitype55 of the heavenly Father in whom modern

Christianity asks us to believe. Is it any wonder that churches should be empty?

God has made marvelous provision for the comfort of his children during their sojourn upon this earth. Soil, and

air, and sunshine, and water, are ever ready, needing but the combining touch of man’s hand to be quickened into

fruitfulness. Coal and oil and metals without stint are buried in the bowels of the earth, wanting but the hand of

man to pluck them forth and convert them into things of use and beauty. Giant forces of incalculable power stand

ready to be harnessed for the service of mankind. Unnumbered millions of men might dwell here happy and

contented, without strife or hatred or aught but loving kindness each for the other; and passing away, leave

undiminished means of enjoyment for their successors. But on every field, on every mine, on forest plain and

tumbling cataract56, some individual man has laid his clutch, impiously claiming that God made that land for him,

54. Ed. The crackling of thorns under a pot: Ecclesiastes 7:6 – “For as the crackling of thorns under a pot, so is the laughter of the fool: this also is vanity.”
Apparently this is a play on words, both in German and in Hebrew. See https://biblehub.com/commentaries/ecclesiastes/7-6.htm.
55. Ed. Antitype: a person or thing that represents the opposite of someone or something else.
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and that his fellow men have no share in the bounty of the Creator, save only as he may choose to give it them.

And, therefore it is that men stand idle in the market place, and women seek for bread,50 in brothels, and little

children perish from the earth like flies uncounted and uncared for, and every man’s hand is raised for himself and

against his neighbor, and the devil of poverty takes the hindmost, and the golden law of Christ is but a pretty

saying, to be devotionally spoken on Sunday, and laughed to scorn on Monday, and Christianity is dying at the

root.

A priest, whom a prelate57 is beseeching God to damn, and whom thousands of the plundered poor pray night and

morning that God will preserve and bless, has said of the anti-poverty movement that it is the gospel of the

fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man. We earnestly entreat the Rev. Dr. Dexter and all other clergymen

to ponder the meaning of these words; to consider whether such a brotherhood of man as Christ had in mind

when he laid down the golden rule,58 is possible so long as men are taught to regard God as a partial,59 stepfather;

and we warn them that, if they neglect to do so, whoever lives long enough will see the history of their churchly

organizations “written with the honest confession that they have harmed the cause they were intended to benefit.”

The World has investigated the labor movement in politics for the benefit of its constituency of politicians. Its

investigation consisted of interviews with men of prominence in the labor movement, each of whom was

requested to answer a series of questions. To the first question, “Do you and organized labor in your section favor

independent political action at the fall elections this year?” fifty-nine replies were in the affirmative, four in the

negative and five non-committal. To the second question, “Would you hold a national convention for the purpose

of thoroughly organizing your party? If so, before or after the elections this year?” twenty-four replies favored the

holding of such a convention before the elections this year, twenty-three after, and three opposed a national

convention until the states were organized. To the third question, “Do you favor a labor nominee for the

presidency in 1888?” sixty-six replies were in the affirmative, three opposed and four non-committal. The

opinions as to which of the two old parties the strength of the new movement will be derived from indicate a

general belief that about seventy per cent will come from the democrats and thirty per cent from the republicans.

The most important question was: “What, in your judgment, are the great issues which demand a new party?” To

this the replies were various in form, but significantly uniform in substance. Said one, “The great issues are land,

labor, money and transportation;” said another, “The great issue underlying all others is the moral right of the

whole people to the use of the land, upon which and out of which they must live;” another writes, “The Clarendon

hall platform is the best;” and another, “The great issue demanding a new party is the land question.” Of 68

persons interviewed, 51 declare for the doctrine of the land for the people. Of these 51, only 9 are from New York

OUT OF THE MOUTH OF AN ENEMY.

56. Ed. Tumbling cataract: a large waterfall, which could produce hydropower.
50. Ed. Stones for Bread: a reference to Matthew 7:7-11: “Which of you, if his son asks for bread, will give him a stone?” See https://biblehub.com/matthew/
7-9.htm.
57. Ed. Prelate: a bishop or other high ecclesiastical dignitary.
58. Ed. Golden rule: Matthew 7:12 “In everything, then, do to others as you would have them do to you. For this is the essence of the Law and the Prophets.”
See https://biblehub.com/matthew/7-12.htm The Golden Rule is the principle of treating others as one wants to be treated. Various expressions of this rule
can be found in the tenets of most religions and creeds through the ages. It can be considered an ethic of reciprocity in some religions, although different
religions treat it differently. The maxim may appear as a positive or negative injunction governing conduct: Treat others as you would like others to treat you
(positive or directive form); Do not treat others in ways that you would not like to be treated (negative or prohibitive form); What you wish upon others, you
wish upon yourself (empathetic or responsive form). The idea dates at least to the early Confucian times, according to Rushworth Kidder, who identifies the
concept appearing prominently in Buddhism, Christianity, Hinduism, Islam, Judaism, Taoism, Zoroastrianism, and “the rest of the world’s major religions.”
According to Greg M. Epstein, it is “a concept that essentially no religion misses entirely”, but belief in God is not necessary to endorse it. Simon Blackburn
also states that the Golden Rule can be “found in some form in almost every ethical tradition.” See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Golden_Rule.
59. Ed. Partial, in the sense of favoring one side in a dispute above the other; biased.
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and Brooklyn; from Albany, Troy, Middletown, Binghamton and Auburn, there are 1 each; and from Buffalo, 2;

from Newark and Trenton, N. J., 1 each; from Altoona, Erie, Mauch Chunk, Johnstown, Harrisburg and Pittsburg,

Pa., 1 each; from New Haven, Danbury and New London, Conn., 1 each; from Providence, R. I., 1; from

Manchester, N. H., 1; from Cincinnati, O., 1; from Vincennes and Elkhart, Ind., 1 each; from Chicago, Springfield,

Peoria and Jacksonville, Ill., 1 each; from St. 
p. 4, col. 4
Louis, Mo., 1; from Parsons, Kan., 1; from Denver, Col., 1; from Des Moines, Creston, Grand Rapids and

Burlington, Iowasic, 1 each; from Holland and Battle Creek, Mich., 1 each; from Minneapolis, Minn., 1; from San

Francisco, Cal., 1; from Portland, Ore., 1; from Covington, Ky., 1; from Baltimore, Md., 1; from Charleston, S. C., 1,

and from Houston and Galveston, Tex., 1 each.

When it is remembered that these opinions come from all sections of the Union, and that the persons interviewed

were picked out by a newspaper that hates the land movement as “the devil hates holy water,” these figures are

wonderfully significant and encouraging.

Edward J. Shriver60 contributes to the June number of the Political Science Quarterly an interesting and valuable

article entitled “How Customs Duties Work61.” He reviews the promises made by the advocates of protection, and

shows that they have not been kept. He says:

America is no longer the promised land for the laborer; for of the swarms of immigrants we have attracted

many cannot find work. Meanwhile stocks of unsalable goods accumulate until the pressure forces out

enough establishments to check the supply. Not one of these things should have happened under a system

of protection, according to its friends, and at least one would not have been prophesied by its enemies—that

manufacturers’ profits should have decreased, although the prices of their goods are only slightly reduced.

That the protective system has not benefited labor has for some time been growing more and more apparent to

workingmen. It does not keep up wages nor assure steadiness of employment. It plays no part whatever in that

lowering of the price of food which is the only advantage enjoyed by the workingmen as an offset to the reduction

of their wages. So far as the products of the protected industries themselves are concerned, it has, Mr. Shriver

shows, done but little to reduce prices, and yet he insists that the profits of the manufacturers, who have used their

united influence to maintain the system, have steadily fallen. Here, then, is a demonstration that neither capital

nor labor profit by the tariff to an extent at all comparable with the burden that customs taxes impose on

consumers, and the question naturally arises, who does get this great sum drawn from the pockets of the whole

people?

Mr. Shriver answers this question conclusively. He shows that while home competition prevents either labor or

capital from securing any extravagant returns from the various processes by which crude materials are adapted to

THE TARIFF AND LAND MONOPOLY.

Sic in the original; probably “Grand Rapids is in Michigan (possibly an error of fact or of placement, perhaps from the World)”.
60. Ed. Edward J. Shriver (1856-1933) was the author of Want and Wealth: a Discussion of Some Economic Dangers of the Day (1890), online at http://
www.archive.org/stream/wantwealthdiscus00shri. Its title is related to the subtitle to Progress and Poverty –“An inquiry into the cause of industrial
depressions and of increase of want with increase of wealth … The Remedy.” See also earlier articles by Shriver in The Standard: “The Iron Tariff” in Issue
#001; “How American Labor Is Protected: A Lesson of the Present Strike That Workmen Should Heed” in Issue #005; “Tammany Socialism: Some Good
Out of the Fourteenth Street Nazareth” in Issue #010; and “Whom Protection Protects” in Issue #020. According to articles in the New York Times, he was
organizer of the New York Metal Exchange (1882); president of the New York Bicycle Club (1887); one among many charter members of the Reform Club
(1888; others include Thomas G. Shearman, George Foster Peabody, John Dos Passos, John Codman, Louis F. Post); treasurer of Johnson & Higgins,
marine insurance.
61. Ed. Edward J. Shriver, “How Customs Duties Work.” 9 pages. See https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/2139279.pdf or https://books.google.com/books/
about/Political_Science_Quarterly.html?id=F1BEAAAAIAAJ, p. 265.
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human use, that the extra price caused by the tariff runs back by a kind of economic law of gravitation to the

starting point—that is, the earth—and there remains. It is the mine owner who reaps the benefit of the higher price

of iron and coal, and, by a similar process, the possessor of the forest enjoys the final advantage of the tariff on

lumber. Mr. Shriver says:

When we compare the selling prices here and abroad of such highly finished goods as nails, stamped ware,

elaborate castings, agricultural instruments and the like, we find but little difference, for in these the chief

cost is labor, and this is cheap in America because daily wages are high. But the nearer we come to the

ultimate raw material, the closer is the correspondence between the rate of duty and the higher range of

domestic prices. Analyze the various items which go to make up a ton of pig iron—the first crude,

manufactured stage—and the mystery is solved. The ore, the coal, the limestone, which are the only elements

entering into the cost of a stove or a kettle that nature gives, and whose quantity cannot be increased or

diminished by any fiscal policy, are sold to the furnace man, who smelts them into pig iron, for just as much

more per ton of iron that they will produce, as he will receive for that same ton in comparison with his

competitor abroad.

That is to say, the monopolizer of natural opportunities takes the lion’s share of the taxes wrung from the people

in the shape of increased prices. The competition between laborers prevents labor from getting it; the competition

between manufacturers prevents them from retaining it; but in natural opportunities there is practically no such

competition, and the land owner enjoys nearly the whole advantage.

This is no matter of mere theory. Its truth has been practically illustrated before the eyes of the existing

generation in the United States. Within a few years great deposits of iron and coal have been developed in

Alabama, Georgia and Tennessee and other southern states. The deposits are as rich as those of Pennsylvania, and

it was gleefully announced by those engaged in “booming” the new region that labor was much cheaper there than

in the north. What was the result? Did the general price of iron throughout the country suddenly fall? Did the

price of labor in the southern mining regions suddenly rise? Were the profits of capital engaged in iron production

in the south enormously augmented? No; none of these things happened. The only effect was a swooping down of

land speculators on the favored region. The prices of land ran up as if by magic, and even non-mining land,

destined, it is supposed, to be occupied for residential purposes by the throngs of expected operators, has gone up

in value so that the increase in rents must shortly deprive the region of its boasted advantage of “cheap labor.”

Could there be a clearer demonstration of the truth that the private ownership of land concentrates not only all

natural, but all artificial, advantages acquired by the people as a whole in the hands of a few?

That low paid labor is not necessarily cheap labor is now confessed by many of the most conservative political

economists, but a practical illustration of the truth of the statement was recently given by a southern cotton

manufacturer in a conversation with the writer of this article. The manufacturer said that he obtained nearly 
p. 4, col. 5
all bosses and foremen from the northern states or Europe, and had, of course, to pay the northern scale of wages

to induce them to come. The great body of the workers, however, are, he said, southern whites and their wages are

lower than those paid in the north. “Does that not give you a great advantage in competing with northern mills?”

he was asked. “Oh, no,” the manufacturer replied, “Our people are not so skillful as the northern operatives and

the latter really turn out more yarn or cloth for the money paid them than ours do.”

But there is one class of Americans that ought to read Mr. Shriver’s article with peculiar interest, and that is the

farming class. No effort has been spared to delude these people into the belief that their interests are those of the
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land monopolists, and for years many of them have had dust thrown in their eyes to prevent them from seeing

what the protective policy means for them. When they once comprehend that that policy has failed to increase the

purchasing power of labor employed in manufactures; that it has failed to materially reduce the price of

manufactured goods which they buy, and has lowered the price of food, the commodity that farmers sell, they will

see plainly that the American farmer is the worst sufferer by the protective policy. Seeing this, and seeing at the

same time that the mere monopolist of the land, as such, profits by this policy, the farmer will begin to

comprehend that he has nothing in common with the land monopolists, but that his salvation lies in the rescue of

labor and capital from the grasp of monopolies of all sorts. Having seen this, he cannot fail to see that the

concentration of all taxation on land values must benefit the working farmer. So far as the mere total of taxation

in dollars and cents is concerned it will not be increased for him. His house, his barn, his stock, his farming

implements, and all that he buys for consumption are now taxed either directly or through the tariff, and the

aggregate of such taxation is greater than the aggregate that would fall on the value of his bare land under the new

system. On the other hand, the markets of the world, in which his selling prices are now fixed, would be open to

him for purchase or barter, while the revived and permanent industry of the naturally rich regions of our own

country—now paralyzed by the monopoly of natural advantages and of publicly created values—would give him

such a home market for his products as he has never enjoyed. It matters nothing about prices, but he would be able

to get more shoes, more hats, more clothing, more implements, and more luxuries for a given number of bushels of

wheat than he now can get, and he could live a prosperous life and face death without fear that his children should

not have an even better opportunity than he had himself enjoyed. He has often been told in the past that too

much wheat has been raised, but there has never been a time when there were not hungry and unfilled mouths on

the earth—mouths hungry and unfilled simply because the hands accompanying them could find nothing to do.

The labor party, the land reform party, the anti-poverty party—call it what you may—proposes to put an end to this

by putting an end to land and other monopoly, by taking for the whole people those taxes now levied by

Pennsylvania coal mine owners on labor and capital and these enormous increases in land values, recently seen in

the mining regions of the south, and always seen in great cities. This once accomplished the American farmer will

be among the first to profit by a system that protects his interests as a laborer and a capitalist, even though it may

dispel any dreams he may have that the lottery of fortune may some day place in his hands the price of a sudden

increase in the value of his land.

Press dispatches represent that the labor unions of Ohio are making a strenuous effort to induce the democratic

state convention at Cleveland to nominate Congressman Foran62 for governor. What is thus represented as the

action of the unions is doubtless only that of “labor politicians” who assume to speak for the unions. It will bother

any man in or out of a union to point out the benefit that labor would derive from such a nomination. Mr. Foran is

one of the men who have achieved political success by the mere expression of sympathy with workingmen. He is a

member of one of the two old parties that are prone to express such sympathy, but to neither of which can the

toiling masses reasonably look for any really wise legislation. It is said that this democratic convention at

Cleveland will pass a resolution by which “the rights of the laboring classes to organize will be recognized, and

their efforts to secure an amelioration of their condition by legislative enactments encouraged.” Such talk is as

cheap as it is meaningless. Parties must be judged by their acts, and the last act of the Ohio democracy was to send

Mr. Payne, the Standard oil monopolist, to the United States senate. His colleague, John Sherman,63, equally

illustrates the slavish devotion of the republican party of the state to the powers able to contribute money for

purposes of political corruption.

OHIO WORKINGMEN AND MR. FORAN.

62. Ed. Martin Foran (1844-1921) served in Congress 1883-1889. See https://history.house.gov/People/Listing/F/FORAN,-Martin-Ambrose-(F000254)/
and https://www.govtrack.us/congress/members/martin_foran/404208
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Mr. Foran is a man who urges workingmen to remain in one of these two parties, and who opposes with bitterness

any attempt on their part to organize a party that will represent the masses instead of the classes. There are,

unfortunately, a good many workingmen who have fallen into the habit of looking at politics from the Foran

standpoint, and they think that the end and aim of political activity by workingmen is to arrange a deal that will 
p. 4, col. 6
place a few “friends of labor” in office leaving untouched and uncared for the conditions that crush an ever-

increasing number of laborers into hopeless industrial slavery. If the movement in behalf of Foran really has any

support from inside labor unions, we may rest assured that it comes from this class of workingmen.

Such men have no lot or part in the real political labor movement of to-day, and the sooner this is made plain to

such people and the politicians who dicker with them the better it will be for all concerned. Of course workingmen

have a perfect right to hang on to these discredited methods if it pleases them to do so, but such people have no

right to speak for the sincere and earnest men who believe that the time has come for forming a new political

party which shall aim, not at merely ameliorating the condition of the wealth producers, but at so radical a change

in the existing conditions that labor will be assured of the possession of the wealth that it produces, not as a

matter of concession and favor, but as its absolute and undeniable right. Such a party has already been formed. It

is no combination to secure fat offices for a few, but an organization to recover the rights of all. It will name its

own candidates and try to elect them, and such arrangements as Ohio democrats are seeking to make in behalf of

Mr. Foran will not have the slightest effect on the action of the new party. When the politicians of the old parties

once learn this they will be relieved from much embarrassment and save considerable money.

Maurice J. Power is quite a philosopher. He tells a Tribune reporter that the labor party will die as the causes of the

poor people’s discontent are removed. “Their irritation,” he says, “is the direct result of physical causes.” What a

power of, wisdom is heresic! “They haven’t enough room,” continues the sage of the county democracy. “They never

had!” he adds. There is something amazing in the faculty politicians sometimes display for going to the bottom of

things. It would be difficult to state the anti-poverty platform more tersely and truly. “The irritation of the poor is

the direct result of physical causes! They haven’t enough room! They never had!” There you have the whole

question in a nutshell. Well, if Power and Croker and Corrigan and the rest of them will continue in their present

policy, it will not be long until the poor have all the room they want. There is plenty of it. All that is necessary is to

tear down the parch-ment fences that crowd the poor into the slums while there are miles of open space even in so

thickly populated a city as this.

A million soldiers fought in the rebellion for the land of their birth or adoption. How many soldiers can freely

occupy any of the land they fought for?

To enable Tribune readers to keep abreast with the news of the day, it is necessary to state that a meeting of the

New York Anti-poverty society was held at the Academy of Music last Sunday night, which was addressed by the

Protestant monk, FatherHuntingtonsic. The house was crowded, and the auditors were enthusiastic.

63. Ed. John Sherman (1823-1900) was an American politician from Ohio throughout the Civil War and into the late nineteenth century. A member of the
Republican Party, he served in both houses of the U.S. Congress. He also served as Secretary of the Treasury and Secretary of State. Sherman sought the
Republican presidential nomination three times, coming closest in 1888, but was never chosen by the party. His brothers included William Tecumseh
Sherman, a United States Army general; Charles Taylor Sherman, a federal judge in Ohio; and Hoyt Sherman, an Iowa banker. He is the Sherman of
Sherman Antitrust Act. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Sherman
Sic in the original; probably “What a power of wisdom is here!”.
Sic in the original; probably “Father Huntington”.
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A rumor having got abroad in Berlin that an attempt on the life of the Emperor William would be made during his

journey to Gastein, a fictitious imperial train was dispatched ahead of the emperor’s train. This was after the plan

of the potentate who made his slaves try all new food to see whether it was poisonous. Much of the same order

was the testing of the public scaffolding in Westminster abbey before the “nobility and gentry” of Britain were

allowed to risk their lives upon it. It is said that when the scaffolding was completed the workmen were assembled

upon it, and at a given signal, made to execute a simultaneous jump. The scaffolding stood firm, and the safety of

the peerage was assured. Had something given way, and the common fellows gone down in a mass, doubtless a

special thanksgiving would have been intruded into the jubilee service for that God Almighty had so signally

preserved the lives of the nobility.

“The masses rather than the classes,” says the Herald in referring to our real estate boom, “are clearly bound to be

the greedy purchasers of all the land they can acquire in the city of New York.” Quite true. But the masses can’t

acquire any. The prices are too high.

A few weeks ago the pro-poverty press made a great ado over the refusal of the painters’ union of this city to

admit a man named Lang to membership. The ground of objection was Lang’s bad character. A savior of society,

with more of hatred for the union than of love for Lang, thereupon procured him a situation in a private house,

where he promptly organized himself into an anti-poverty society of one, and proceeded to abolish his own

poverty by impoverishing his employer. He tripped up, however, in one of the essentials of the lone-hand Anti-

poverty society by getting found out, and now he is in Sing Sing.

Two or three anti-poverty societies of one pooled their issues in Bridgeport, Conn., last week at a joint business

meeting held in a jewelry store. The meeting adjourned early in the morning, having reduced the poverty of the

societies in attendance by the aggregate sum of $15,000.

In a neatly bound and handsomely printed little volume, entitled “The Margin of Profits,” issued by Messrs. G. P.

Putnam’s Sons, Mr. Edward Atkinson of Boston describes a novel style of cooking continued on p. 5 →

[The paragraph breaks off at the foot of column 6; no jump line is printed. It presumably continues at the head of

page 5.]

64,65,66,67,68

64. Ed. Maurice J. Power was a candidate for New York City Comptroller in 1887, endorsed by Richard Croker. (Placed approximately.)
65. Ed. Edward Atkinson of Boston: See “Worthy of Edward Atkinson” in Issue #015; a footnote and “Mr. Atkinson’s Spectrum” in Issue #020. In Issue
#021, Rev. Pentecost mentions Atkinson’s analysis and there is an item in The Week; an item in The Week in Issue #022; in Issue #025, an article from
Bradstreet’s under the heading “Will Edward Atkinson Make a Spectrum Analysis of These Profits?” In Issue #027, see “The Poor, Poorer?” (Placed
approximately.)
66. Ed. St. Francis Xavier Church is a Catholic church at 30–36 West 16th Street, between Fifth Avenue and Avenue of the Americas (Sixth Avenue), in the
Flatiron District of Manhattan, New York City. It is administered by the Society of Jesus. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
St._Francis_Xavier_Church_(Manhattan). (Placed approximately.)
67. Ed. The Brooklyn Elevated Railroad was an elevated railroad company in Brooklyn, New York City, United States, operated from 1885 until 1899, when it
was merged into the Brooklyn Rapid Transit Company-controlled Brooklyn Union Elevated Railroad. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Brooklyn_Elevated_Railroad. (Placed approximately.)
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[continued from page 4]

← continued from p. 4 stove, or, more properly, cooking oven, of which he is the inventor.

The feature of Mr. Atkinson’s invention is the surrounding the cooking oven with a complete wall or box of non-

conducting material, so that the utmost power of every heat wave is utilized for the processes of cookery. While

the water in the interior of the oven may be at boiling point, the outside of the apparatus remains of the precise

temperature of the surrounding atmosphere.

Mr. Atkinson has christened his invention the “Aladdin” cooker, and in evidence of its extraordinary economy, he

submits the following list of viands, composing a dinner for sixteen persons, prepared at an expenditure of less

than two quarts of kerosene:

Ten pounds of sirloin of beef; ten pounds of leg of mutton; four pounds of halibut; four grouse; four pounds

of fish; a large apple pudding; three loaves of bread, full size—the customary family loaf; three loaves of

cake; sundry vegetables, not measured; the whole cost for fuel being between five and six cents.

Mr. Atkinson expresses a desire that after death his monument should bear the epitaph, “He taught the American

people how to stew.” We congratulate him on the good sense he has shown in diverting his mind from the study of

fanciful statistics to the practical problems of cookery. His “Aladdin” cooker ought to be a big success, and the

proposed inscription on his tombstone will doubtless be well deserved. In teaching the American people how to

stew, Mr. Atkinson has a wide field of usefulness before him.

The Rev. John B. Pendergast hit the nail on the head in the church of St. Francis Xavier last Sunday. He said that

Satan goes about sometimes as a roaring lion attacking openly and at other times like a serpent in the grass,

stinging his victim before he is aware of the enemy’s approach. “But the most dangerous of his disguises,” said the

priest, “is when he assumes the form of a child of God.” This is a serious reflection on Dr. Corrigan, but it is true.

Fact No. 1—In January last, Cardinal Simeoni, prefect of the sacred congregation of the propaganda, telegraphed

to Archbishop Corrigan:

Give orders to have Dr. McGlynn again invited to proceed to Rome, and also to condemn in writing the

doctrines to which he has given utterance in public meetings or which have been attributed to him in the

press. Should he disobey, use your own authority in dealing with him.

68. Ed. Cohoes is an incorporated city located in the northeast corner of Albany County in the U.S. state of New York. It is called the “Spindle City” because
of the importance of textile manufacturing to its growth in the 19th century. The city’s factories processed cotton from the Deep South. See https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cohoes,_New_York and https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Harmony_Mills. (Placed approximately.)
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Fact No. 2—In its issue of July 15, the New York Herald publishes the following cable dispatch:

The pope, conversing with an American archbishop, said:

Dr. McGlynn lost his best opportunity by not coming to Rome while Cardinal Gibbons was here. He would

have seen that the church, by not condemning the Knights of Labor, was the supporter of the many against

the feudal system, whether the feudality is represented by slavery, territorial right or modern capital.

In other words, if Dr. McGlynn had gone to Rome, land monopolization would have been a moral wrong; but as he

didn’t go to Rome, land monopoly is all right.

Suppose Dr. McGlynn should go to San Francisco, and thus double his distance from the sacred propaganda,

would that bring down the divine sanction, via Rome, on some other form of robbery? And if not, why not?

Of the earl of Aberdeen’s wife the Sun remarks that “every article of her dress, including the jewelry, was of Irish

manufacture.” How pleasant it is to know that what the earl filches from the Irish people in ground rents he

graciously distributes among Irish tradesmen in payment for his wife’s clothes.

The last of the long series of disastrous strikes that have occurred this year is that of the Brotherhood of

locomotive engineers on the Brooklyn elevated road. Had the strike occurred on one of the great railroads

requiring a large number of engineers the result would doubtless have been in favor of the brotherhood. But the

weakness of this powerful organization in dealing with a small road shows how increasingly necessary it is that

strikes, to be successful, should be conducted on a large scale. The methods of the much lauded brotherhood are

simply those of other trades unions. If workingmen of any kind can so prevent men from taking their places as to

paralyze the business of the employers they strike against, they can compel, for a time at least, acquiescence in

their demands; but this is more difficult the less the peculiar skill required for the trade. The locomotive engineers

are one of the strongest of trades unions because of their close and wide organization and the great responsibility

their calling involves. But the result on the Brooklyn road shows that even they may be beaten in detail.

The strike of the operatives of the Garner mills at Cohoes is also of peculiar interest. These mills, owned by two

young ladies residing in this city, are said to be worth, including a great deal of surrounding land and some nine

hundred tenements, at least $8,000,000. One of the “rules of the estate” has been that which is enforced on some

of the coal estates in Pennsylvania, that if one of the members of a family occupying one of these tenements takes

work elsewhere the whole family has to remove. The wages paid have been extremely low, ranging from $1 per day

for a man to $1.25 per week for a child and averaging, it is said, 62½ cents per day for all employed. Five thousand

operatives struck a couple of weeks ago for an advance that would bring wages to the price paid in eastern mills;

but in the face of the determined attitude of the mill managers, and their inability to hold out, about the only

hope of crippling the mills is that enough of them should be able to remove and find work elsewhere. About eight

hundred have already gone.

p. 5, col. 2

A Pennsylvania Editor Presents Startling Figures as to What Would be the Result in His Town.

Franklin, Pa., Penny Press.

WHAT THE TAX WOULD YIELD.
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At first the theory of land taxation, as advocated by Mr. Henry George and his followers, presented to our mind so

many objections that we were afraid to apply the tests, and sacredly let it alone, brooding, however, all the time

over our present system, unjust in theory and iniquitous practice, till we read Mr. William T. Croasdale’s articles in

THE STANDARD on the “Shoemaker’s Field,” the “Sailors’ Snug Harbor” and the “Randall Farm71,” and then we

began to think in earnest.,69,70

First, we made a rough estimate of the value of four squares of our city, those lying east and west of Thirteenth

street and north and south of Liberty street, and from those estimates we found that a land assessment and

taxation alone of those four squares, were every building and improvement removed from them, at our present

rate of taxation, i. e., 27 mills, on a fair salable valuation, would yield a revenue of at least one-fifth of the whole

taxes now received by the city from lands, improvements, personal property and general and special taxes. With

this startling result we began looking up facts and figures. To our surprise we found a lot on Liberty street assessed

for taxation at $841, while the owner wanted $2,200, or the assessment was 38 per cent of his sale valuation on it,

while the poor hovels, shanties and homes of the poor or humble are assessed at about 85 per cent of their real

value. Worse ones than this met our view. But we were not looking up errors of judgment, mistakes by or frauds of

officials. All we wanted and all we want to use are the naked facts, that we may apply the theory of land taxation in

our city and see what the results will be, that we may pursue the course best for our city and citizens.

The first question that presents itself to fair-minded and conservative men is, can the taxes necessary for our

affairs be raised by land taxation without injustice or an increase of the rate of taxes? And then which is the better

system and what are the advantages of the one over the other? As to these let the official figures speak.

The square between Liberty and Elk and West Park and Thirteenth streets, with all its improvements, is now

assessed for taxation purposes at $98,539. When we made our first estimate, without knowing anything about the

assessment, we valued the land of that square, without any buildings or improvements, at $80,500. Two

competent, or, at least, well-informed men, inform us that our estimate was too low and that $100,000 was about

right. The square of land, without the improvements, between Liberty and Elk and Twelfth and Thirteenth

streets, is worth about $125,000. These two squares, without the improvements, west of Thirteenth street and

between Buffalo and Elk streets, may be valued respectively at $40,000 south of Liberty and $51,000 north of

Liberty street. This would give a land valuation of these four squares at $316,000. Our present rate of tax is

twenty-seven mills, and at this rate these four squares of the naked land would yield a tax revenue of $8,532, or

almost one-third of the present tax, and that, too, without changing the rate of the levy.

Who, then, would object to a land tax as far as these city squares are concerned? Only those who have vacant lots,

who will neither sell, lease nor build, but dog-in-the-manger like sit down and expect to get rich by the increasing

wants of an increasing people. Who want land taxation as far as these city squares are concerned? Every energetic

business man who wants to build, every man who has good improvements on his land and every man who rents

one of the rooms or buildings on one of those squares.

It is a notorious fact that the poorest buildings on Liberty and Thirteenth streets yield their owners the largest

percentage of income. On the other hand a gentleman who wants to build a fine building on Liberty street said in

our presence a few days ago that he could not afford to build a fine building, as his taxes would be so high, and also

that a $3,500 building would bring him in as much money as a $10,000 building, and he would have only one-

third as much tax to pay. If the vacant lots west of Snook & Co.’s block were taxed at the same rate per foot that

71. Ed. “Randall Farm” and “Sailors Snug Harbor” were in Issues #013 and #014 and reprinted together as Land and Labor Library tract #13.
69. Ed. Franklin, PA has a population of 6092; it is in northwestern Pennsylvania, near Oil City. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Franklin,_Pennsylvania. Its
population in 1890 was 5,827. (Placed approximately.)
70. Ed. “The Shoemaker’s Field” was in Issue #016, and was reprinted with “The Collegiate Church” as Land and Labor Library tract #14. (Placed
approximately.)
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the lot is on which the building is erected, how soon would that vacant place be built up with fine buildings? Other

lots, for instance one whose owner valued it at $2,000, when it was wanted to build a manufactory on it, at a rental

of six per cent on the $2,000 valuation, although really not worth more than two-thirds of that sum, would not be

rented for a manufactory at all, which has been vacant and almost unproductive since the timber was cut off it in

the early part of this century, would have a fine house or a busy manufactory on it before the winter winds would

blow. So with a hundred other vacant lots in this city.

This then would be the result. Now is it just? The lot 150x75 feet, Thirteenth and Liberty streets, on which the

First National bank stands, in itself is no better than any other lot on any of the adjoining squares, only that the

aggregation of people who want to do business in that neighborhood make it worth $15,000. Who creates this

value? The aggregation of people. Whose value is it? The peoples’. Why then not tax it for the people? It is just, it is

judicious.

The present real estate72 value of that square is $100,000.

The improvements are worth $106,000.

The present assessed valuation is $98,539.

The actual rate of assessment then is not more than forty-seven per cent. on its present worth.

Not a lot on that square can be leased at a less rate than six per cent on the valuation we have placed on it. Why

then not tax it all at that value and rate?

A land tax in the city of Franklin at the sale value of land, on the rental per centage, would yield a revenue of more

than $100,000, enough to bear all of our present municipal expenses and give us free water, and in a few years

paved streets, would build up our waste place, transform gilded drones into active business men, make money and

patriotism akin, take away the premium on drones, remove the onerous and unjust burdens on active capital and

productive labor, place an indirect reward on him and his who do most for self and his community, would double

our population within a few years, and put and keep every person who would work at employment till we would

become a work shop, our city or county a wealth reproducing land, and our people freer from want, happier and

more virtuous.

Pauperism in England.

According to the London Times there are in England and Wales 729,098 paupers, being a proportion of 26.2 to

each 1,000 of population. In London, with an estimated population of 4,149,533, the number of paupers at the

end of April was 95,654, or 23.1 to each 1,000 of population.

In considering these figures, it must be borne in mind that the Times’ statistics embracesic only those who have

actually given up the struggle for existence and thrown

p. 5, col. 3

themselves on the community for support. No account is taken of the enormous mass—a majority of the English

people, in fact—who are clinging desperately to the ragged edge of starvation, and preserving the last remnant of

their self-respect by a mode of life which would disgust a decently bred hog. Nor is any enumeration made of that

72. Ed. “Real estate” here is land value.
Sic in the original; probably “em-/brace”.

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 5 of 8

53



very large class to which the whole royal family, nearly all the nobility and most of the “gentry” belong, who drag

out luxurious and useless lives at other people’s expense.

A Few Pertinent Conundrums.

If it is not dealing with too tender a question, I would like to ask a conundrum73 or two.,76,77

Should an issue arise, under the laws of our land, as to the real owners of the Roman Catholic cathedral in this

city, what would be the most likely result of the inquiry in a legal as well as a national sense? The cathedral does

not belong to the people who gave the money to build it, but the title, I believe, is vested in the archbishop. But is

it so vested that if the archbishop chose to withdraw from the Roman Catholic church he could take that property

with him and sell it at auction? If not, then the legal title must belong elsewhere. In that case, is it the property of

his ecclesiastical superiors, Cardinal Simeoni, for example, or the pope? Or for whom does the archbishop hold it

in trust? If it is for his ecclesiastical superiors, then it is the property of the Roman pontiff; if so, then his holiness

owns property in the United States to over the value of a thousand millions of dollars. In his recently published

letter to Archbishop Corrigan he refers to the Roman Catholics of his diocese as “your subjects.” It is therefore

plain that he regards the Roman Catholic hierarchy as a monarchy, in which an archbishopric in this republic is

the equivalent of a dukedom—that being the grade assigned to the title of archbishop in monarchical countries.

Gradually this Roman monarch has been conferring aristocratic titles in this republic. We have now cardinal

whose equivalent is prince, bishops as dukes, monsignor75, my lord, and a few counts and chevaliers. Does not this

constitute a monarchy within our republic, to which the “subjects” are held in fealty,78 as in other monarchies? and

would not the faithful “subjects” of this intermonarchy be the natural foes of the republic if an issue should occur

that would place their monarch in antagonism with it?

The treatment of Dr. McGlynn has clearly revealed to us the fact that this Roman duke74 is not only an interested

worker in our politics, but that he arbitrarily dictates what the politics of his “subjects” must be also, under the

penalty of excommunication or deprivation of other benefits of religion. If this is a monarchy and an aristocracy

within our republic is it not well for us to know it as soon as possible? Is this powerful and secretive political

organization, which has already begun to threaten the subversion of the republic, really Christianity, or, as

Mr. Pentecost so aptly suggests, is it not some other anity,79?

73. Ed. Conundrum: a confusing and difficult problem or question.
76. Ed. Count (feminine: countess) is a historical title of nobility in certain European countries, varying in relative status, generally of middling rank in the
hierarchy of nobility. The etymologically related English term “county” denoted the territories associated with the countship. See https://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Count. (Placed approximately.)
77. Ed. Chevalier: A knight is a person granted an honorary title of knighthood by a head of state (including the Pope) or representative for service to the
monarch, the church or the country, especially in a military capacity. Knighthood finds origins in the Greek hippeis and hoplite and Roman eques and
centurion of classical antiquity. In the later Roman Empire, the classical Latin word for horse, equus, was replaced in common parlance by the vulgar Latin
caballus, sometimes thought to derive from Gaulish caballos. From caballus arose terms in the various Romance languages cognate with the (French-
derived) English cavalier: Italian cavaliere, Spanish caballero, French chevalier (whence chivalry), Portuguese cavaleiro, and Romanian cavaler. See 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Knight. (Placed approximately.)
75. Ed. Monsignor: see https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monsignor
78. Ed. Fealty: a feudal tenant’s or vassal’s sworn loyalty to a lord; formal acknowledgement of loyalty to a lord. Wikipedia: An oath of fealty, from the Latin
fidelitas (faithfulness), is a pledge of allegiance of one person to another. One part of the oath of fealty included swearing to always remain faithful to the lord.
The oath of fealty usually took place after the act of homage, when, by the symbolic act of kneeling before the lord and placing his hands between the hands
of the lord, the vassal became the “man” of the lord. Usually, the lord also promised to provide for the vassal in some form, either through the granting of a
fief or by some other manner of support. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fealty.
74. Ed. Duke is a male title either of a monarch ruling over a duchy, or of a member of royalty, or nobility. As rulers, dukes are ranked below emperors, kings,
grand princes, grand dukes, and sovereign princes. As royalty or nobility, they are ranked below princes and grand dukes. The Pope, as a temporal
sovereign, has also, though rarely, granted the title of duke or duchess to persons for services to the Holy See. The Duke of Cornwall holds both the
dukedom (title) and duchy (estate holdings), the latter being the source of his personal income; those living on the ducal estates are subjects of the British
sovereign and owe neither fealty nor services to the duke per se. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Duke.
79. Ed. 2022 editor’s note: “anity.” It is evidently to rhyme with Christianity.
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C. B. B.

The Hebrew Jubilee.

The Halifax, N. S., 

Critic recently issued a jubilee number, in which appears an article by Mr. C. F. Fraser, the editor, entitled, “A

Jubilee Reverie.”

In this article a venerable Jew, with whom the writer was acquainted as a boy, gives the following lucid explanation

of the theory of the Jewish jubilee:

“Through the institution of the jubilee, land monopoly was rendered impossible, and, capital in land being

available to all the people, industry reaped its full and just reward. Under such a law no family could remain for

generations in abject poverty; for at the jubilee the lands with which they had parted, it may be from necessity,

once again became their own property. Nor was this unfair to the persons who had become the temporary owners

of the lands; for all purchases were based upon the law, and the law provided that in the jubilee year the land

should revert to its original owners; and hence the prices paid by purchasers varied according to the nearness or

remoteness of the ensuing jubilee.”

Here the old man stopped, and after a prolonged silence, broken only by the unrythmetical ticking of a dozen

clocks, he continued slowly, as if in profound thought:

“Our laws were indeed just; the people have an inalienable right to the land, and individual monopoly is at

variance with the spirit of equity; but many generations will come and go before the justice of this claim shall be

generally recognized among the Gentiles.”

Commenting hereon Mr. Fraser says:

As I now ponder over the old man’s words their full depth and significance appear to me in a new and

striking light, and I see, for the first time, how closely his ideas agree with those of Mr. Henry George, and

how strange it is that Mr. George’s theory, that private ownership in land is prejudicial to the best interests

of society and utterly opposed to the fundamental principle of equity and justice, should have so startled

the present generation, seeing that its truth had been acknowledged by the early writers of the holy

scriptures and by the framer of the Hebrew law.

How Small Competitors Are Crushed.

LYONS, Mass., July 6.—My father was an oil refiner and went in partnership with T—— at Foxburgh, Pa. They put

their hard-earned money together and bought a ten-barrel still, the capacity of which they increased to forty

barrels. The still, with other improvements, they then valued at $3,000. They were making money and

underselling the Standard oil company when one day a representative of that corporation appeared and offered

them $2,000 for their outfit, threatening if they would not sell to ship oil in and underbid them. Of course they

sold. They went into the grocery business and after a year failed. My father moved to Salamanca, N. Y., and worked

in the Erie car shops that winter for one dollar a day. Now, how can a man pay rent, buy fuel and support a family

of five on a dollar a day? I think the strain he went through that winter was the cause of his death a few months

later.
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EMMETT T. SMITH.

A Catholic Who Knows His Rights, and, Knowing, Dare Maintain.

BROOKLYN, N. Y.—When Dr. McGlynn has been cut off from the church by a cruel and unjust sentence of

excommunication, which, no matter what the pretext, was originally occasioned by his teaching the doctrine that

the land of every country belongs to the people of that country, then it is time for Catholics who believe in this

doctrine to stand shoulder to shoulder in solid phalanx, announcing their determination to uphold the doctrine in

spite of the pretense that it is contrary to faith, as some of the Catholic church authorities are endeavoring so

industriously to make people believe.

Let every Catholic who believes in the land theory do all in his power to convince his fellow Catholics of the real

nature of the doctrines and then they cannot be fooled by misrepresentations. I do not for one moment admit that

there is anything un-Catholic in the theory. I am a firm believer in every dogma of the Catholic church, which I

p. 5, col. 4

consider not a mere human institution, but of divine origin, speaking the words of eternal truth through its

infallible head, the pope. Yet one cannot fail to recognize the miserable tendency to err in the human side of the

church. In fact, this fallibility and weakness of its members is only a stronger proof of its divinity, for had it been

only a human organization it would have been whelmed80 by its own corruption just about four hundred years

ago.

The infallibility of the church and of the pope is limited to matters of faith and morals. Now neither the church

nor any pope has ever pronounced against the theory that private ownership of land, including the unearned

increment—those values which arise from the growth of the community—is unjust. And the proposition that the

statesic should take the unearned increment for the common benefit of all because created by all is so clearly

within the province of the state’s right of taxation that no Catholic writer has dared to controvert it. And the talk

of compensation is the veriest,81 nonsense. People are not compensated for paying their taxes.

No one has dared interfere with learned Bishop Nulty82,83 for teaching this same doctrine. He declares that

“usufruct is the highest form of ownership which individuals can hold in land,” and in his beautiful letter to the

clergy and faithful of his diocese he expounds the great truths that God has made the earth for all his creatures,

that all have an equal interest in it because all have an equal interest in life, and that if some monopolize more

than their share they should be made to pay to the community in taxation the full value of that monopoly, so that

the interests of all may be guarded.

As to Dr. McGlynn, his case seems more nearly to resemble that of the great patriot priest, Savonarola, than any

other example yet adduced84 from history. This wonderful monk preached to the poor of Florence the gospel of a

new crusade. He denounced the nobles for their licentiousness, brought men back to true religion and devoted

80. Ed. Whelmed: engulfed, submerged, buried.
Sic in the original; probably “estate”.
81. Ed. Veriest: utmost, most complete; superlative form of very.
82. Ed. Bishop Thomas Nulty, of Meath, Ireland, “Back to the Land” (1881), appeared in an abridged form in The Standard, Issue #024, and was printed full
in the Land and Labor Library as tract #27.
83. Ed. Girolamo Savonarola, OP (1452-1498) or Jerome Savonarola was an ascetic Italian Dominican friar from Ferrara and preacher active in
Renaissance Florence. He was known for his prophecies of civic glory, the destruction of secular art and culture, and his calls for Christian renewal. He
denounced clerical corruption, despotic rule, and the exploitation of the poor. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Girolamo_Savonarola. (Placed
approximately.)
84. Ed. Adduced: cited as evidence. Borrowed from Latin adducere, adductum (“to lead or bring to”).
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himself to the material and political welfare of his fellow citizens. He freed the city from its subjection to the

Medicis and started a model republic, placing a tax of ten per cent on all real property. The infamous pope,

Alexander VI, could not stand the denunciations of the “Roman machine,” and through various intrigues

succeeded in finally having him condemned and burned, although he was never convicted ol heresy.

As to the assertion of the New York Sun that Dr. McGlynn, when saying that “a man who sins against his

conscience sins against the Holy Ghost” was uttering “unadulterated Protestantism,” it is only necessary to quote

from Addis & Arnold’s “Catholic Dictionary,” approved by Cardinals Manning and McCloskey, and published in

New York by the Catholic publication society company. It says under the word “conscience:”

Two great principles concerning conscience are laid down by Catholic divines. First, a man is always bound

to follow his conscience, even if false and erroneous. . . . Nor can any injunction of any authority,

ecclesiastical or civil, make it lawful for a man to do that which his conscience unhesitatingly condemns as

certainly wicked. God himself, Billuart says, cannot make it lawful for a man to act against his conscience,

because to do so without sin is a contradiction in terms.

While not attempting to interfere with the conscientious beliefs of others, we have a right to maintain our own.

The church authorities may oppose the land theory in their capacity of citizens, but when they attempt to use the

machinery of the church to throw discredit on the objects of the Anti-poverty society or the united labor party

they make an awful mistake, and it will take years of good behavior on the part of future successors to restore the

church to the position of influence it has held.

Good Catholics should protest against the misuse of ecclesiastical authority now going on and the abusive

misrepresentations of a great political doctrine by those now in power.

THOMAS B. PRESTON85.

Will Be Excommunicated With a Quiet Conscience.

MARATHON CITY, Wis.—Inclosed find remittance for renewal for THE STANDARD. I read in yesterday’s papers

that the order for the excommunication of that true and fearless friend of humanity, Dr. McGlynn, has arrived

from Rome. As a Catholic and a citizen I greatly deplore that wealthy New Yorkers, lay and ecclesiastical, should

have gone so far in their efforts to crush the truth as to inveigle86 the well meaning but ill-advised Leo XIII. The

willful and malicious misrepresentations of our cause by the wealthy American dailies are fair samples of the

misrepresentations practiced at Rome. But if excommunication is to fall on all Catholics who uphold the land

doctrine advocated by Dr. McGlynn, then will I also be excommunicated—and with a quiet conscience. Therefore,

let us do all in our power to uphold the hands of the champion of truth, justice and humanity until the victory is

won and the pope has seen his error, which, if we are up and doing, will be before long. Because, if the cause so

near and dear to our hearts shall have once triumphed in one state, the tremendous advantage gained by that state

will compel the other states to follow, and, once in operation in the whole United States, other nations must follow

or be depopulated. The very thought almost makes me mad with delight.

M. LEMMER.

85. Ed. Thomas B. Preston: A search of all the issues of The Standard identifies a Thomas B. Preston as a news editor of the Herald in September 1890. In
Issue #023, he gave a presentation to a debating society of young men in Brooklyn; in Issue #025, he wrote on his opinion that the labor party shouldmake a
presidential nomination. There were a total of 14 issues with references to him. Thomas B. Preston was a nephew of Monsignor Preston. Brooklyn
newspaper articles quote from his lecture on Socialism and the Single Tax. He also wrote an article in The Arena in 1891 entitled “Pope Leo on Labor.”
86. Ed. Inveigle: persuade (someone) to do something by means of deception or flattery.
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Rome at the Helm.

LAKELAND, Fla., July 12.—So it has come to pass that in this “free” country of ours a very considerable class of

citizens of the United States are to be restricted and even directed in their political opinions and acts by a royal

ecclesiastical machine in Rome; that the archbishop of New York, the appointed representative of the Romish

hierarchy, through the columussic of the press, declares the right of the propaganda, through him, to say to the

millions of Catholics of America what views they may or may not hold concerning the all important political

question of taxation. The presumptuous interference of the Catholic church with our public school system, which

kindled the fires of “know-nothingism” and fanned them to a heat that threatened the Catholic “church” (not the

Catholic “religion”) with extermination in the United States, was insignificant when compared with this issue of

American citizenship.

P. V. JONES.

Does Rome Claim Political Allegiance?

PHILADELPHIA, Pa., July 13.—A man has been excommunicated for obeying his conscience, his reason and his

religion in a purely temporal matter. Are Catholics to infer from this that their political actions are to be governed

by Rome? Are they to believe that the government of their country is subordinnatesic to the demands of the

church and that Rome claims a political allegiance more binding than their allegiance to their own country? If the

Catholic church proposes to enforce these principles, then I say Catholicism is dangerous, and no government is

safe where it exists. Supposing the pope issued a command for every true Catholic to refuse to pay civil taxes?

What difference would there be then between that and the command sent to Dr. McGlynn, “Don’t attend certain

political meetings?”

It is the duty of every true Catholic to oppose with all his might this movement of

p. 5, col. 5

Rome in politics. Otherwise the old prejudice which a century could scarcely overcome will revive in fresh vigor.

“Catholic and traitor” will again be heard, and the cry of “no popery” ring throughout the land.

A. K.

The Pope He is a Happy Man.

Jay Kayelle in Toronto Grip.

The pope he sat in the Vatican,87

In St. Peter’s chair sat he;

And he said, “Such a fix as I’ve got into,

I ne’er in my life did see.”

Sic in the original; probably “columns”.
Sic in the original; probably “subordinate”.
87. Ed. Toronto Grip was published by the Bengough family, and it was roughly this time that John Wilson Bengough adopted much of Henry George’s
vision of reforms. He wrote and illustrated The Up-to-Date Primer, 70 lessons based on Progress and Poverty, and The Whole Hog Book, based on
Protection or Free Trade.. In about 1914, he coined the phrase, “natural public revenue.” (Placed approximately.)
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An’ aye as he swiftly twirled each thumb,

He sighed to himself, “Me miserum88!”

“Here’s the Irish priests all a-crying ’Woe!

For the land is desolate;’

But the English bishops they say ’Not so,

Pay no heed to their lying prate.’

Eheu!89 I can but twirl each thumb,

And helplessly sigh, Me miserum!”

“I’ll send two prelates over the sea,

And try what Italian finesse

Will do, to make matters more smooth for me,

And help me out of this mess.

At present I can but twirl each thumb,

And sigh to myself, Me miserum!

“The nuncio, with Norfolk’s duke hobnobs

In honor of jubilee;

But, then, there’s these Irish eviction jobs,

Demanding my sympathy—

How to keep both parties under my thumb

Is the bothering problem—Me miserum!

“So unfortunate! just when the swerving mind

Of English society

Is turning to Rome, in fact, going it blind

With fashionable piety—

Cries Ireland, ’Oh father, why are you dumb

Over these our wrongs?’—Me miserum!

“If I say to Ireland, ‘Submit to wrong,’

Parnell will the Moses be,

Who from bondage will lead them forth e’er longsic,

But in that case—good by to me,

They will say I just sat and twirled my thumb,

While poor Ireland wailed, ‘Me miserum!’

“If I say to those who believe in me,

Who to faith and to church are true,

’Bon courage, Belle Erin! I bless you, be free!

Then, England, good-bye to you,

To the gold, to the lands, we had planned would come

To Mother Church, Me miserum!

“Eheu! I have fallen on an evil day,

88. Ed. Me miserum: Woe is me. Poor me!
89. Ed. Eheu!: Alas!
Sic in the original; probably “ere long”.
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For the schoolmaster is abroad,

And the demon of thought we no more can lay

In the name of the church or of God.

McGlynn I have bounced—but he’ll make things hum

In the states, I suppose—Me miserum!

“Now, which shall I keep, and which let go?

Poor Erin, or Albion90 rich?

Could I soft sawder both, how blest! but, no—

There remains but the question—which?

I dare not think. Go, bid Gounod come,

Be music my solace—Me miserum!

Are Catholics Rome’s Subjects?

WISCONSIN, July 12.—The Milwaukee Catholic Citizen of July 2, anticipating the visit and speech of Dr. McGlynn

on the 6th, had an article headed “The Archbishop’s Wish,” in which it said: “Archbishop Heiss, when spoken to on

the matter . . . hoped that none of his Catholic people would countenance or encourage him by their presence.”

The same paper of the 9th said:

So far as receiving any indorsement from the Catholics of this city, Dr. McGlynn’s visit has been a complete

failure. A Sentinel reporter says that Irishmen were as scarce as hen’s teeth at the labor picnic.

Which, if true, shows conclusively what obsequious slaves “his Catholic people” or “subjects” are to the bishop.

And it further demonstrates the need of Dr. McGlynn’s work to show Catholics that they do not belong soul and

body to the pope and his satellites. How long will it be before American Catholics will become true and real

American citizens by discarding the authority of, and allegiance to, all foreign potentates and acting upon their

own judgments as patriotic Americans? The authority used to silence McGlynn may some day blot out our system

of free government if it can exercise influence over a sufficient number of its “subjects.”

W. S. W.

A Presbyterian Clergyman Spreading the Light Among the Miners.

SLATINGTON, Pa., July 13.—I sent to the Anti-poverty society a few days ago $1 as my initiation fee. I have also

set aside a small sum to be used in this righteous cause, and have announced in the pulpit my conviction that the

absorption of rent by private individuals is the monster evil of this age. For some time past I have been making

use of the many opportunities that come in my way as preacher and pastor to show that our present land system

stands squarely across the track of the gospel of Jesus Christ, and has got to go down.

My bible says, “The profit of the earth is for all91.” Whatever the wise writer of Ecclesiastics,133 meant by the words

he certainly got down to the truth when he said that. And it makes very little difference, to my mind, whether or

90. Ed. Albion: Albion is an alternative name for Great Britain. The derivation from a word for ‘white’ is thought to be perhaps in reference to the white
southern shores of the island – the white Cliffs of Dover, visible from mainland Europe and a landmark at the narrowest crossing point. See https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Albion.
91. Ed. The profit of the earth is for all: Ecclesiastes 5:9. See https://biblehub.com/ecclesiastes/5-9.htm.
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no the writer of the 115th psalm believed in land taxation. His words, “The earth hath He made for the children of

men,92,” are as the blast of a trumpet to me.

JOHN F. SCOTT,

Pastor Presbyterian Church.

Dr. McGlynn Doing God’s Will.

LOWELL, Mass., July 12.—Chairman Gahan of the Anti-poverty society in New York last Sunday expressed my

sentiments. Excommunicated or not, I am with Father McGlynn on the land question. He is doing God’s will when

he speaks what he thinks. A Roman Catholic cannot be a good citizen if denied this privilege.

SAMUEL QUINN.

The Coming Demonstration at Wheeling.

Henry George will speak at a grand demonstration of the Knights of Labor to be held at Wheeling, Pasic., on the

30th.

It Will Be Submitted to Popular Vote.

West Virginia Democrat.

> As we understand the case, Dr. McGlynn was given the alternative either to renounce a political conviction or be

excommunicated. He could not renounce his conviction, and Rome expelled him from her church. As we

understand the case, it was this: The archbishop, exercising authority in this free country, claims a right to

prohibit a priest from advocating a particular economic proposition; the archbishop claims a right to say that a

priest shall not argue in favor of the George land theory. The question was not whether a priest may make political

speeches, but whether he may advocate a doctrine which, in the opinion of the archbishop, is an unsound

doctrine. If the church forbids her priests to make political speeches, so far so good; but if the priest may speak on

public questions, then the church in Rome, three thousand miles distant, must not dictate the political opinions of

an American citizen. . . . The question is not whether the George theory be correct; the precise question is whether

Rome shall dictate the political opinions of a native born American priest. If this question be submitted to a

popular vote, it will be decided against Rome by a thousand ballots to one. This is the view of every intelligent

Catholic with whom we have consulted.

p. 5, col. 6

Sic in the original; probably “Ecclesiastes”.
92. Ed. The earth hath He made for the children of men: Psalm 115:16. See https://biblehub.com/psalms/115-16.htm and https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Psalm_115
Sic in the original; probably “Wheeling, W. Va.”.
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Dr. McGlynn Addresses an Immense Audience in McCaull’s Opera House on Sunday Evening.

Dr. McGlynn lectured last Sunday evening at McCaull’s opera house, in Philadelphia, at the meeting of the Anti-

poverty society of that city. To say that the house was crowded would give but a faint idea of the extent of the vast

audience that sweltered and panted within it. One of the side doors was opened at 7 o’clock for the admission of

women. At 7:30 the main entrances were thrown open, and a tumultuous scramble for seats ensued, which

continued until every part of the house, even to the top gallery, was packed with people. The heat was almost

intolerable, the temperature during the two hours and a half occupied by the proceedings being close on 100

degrees. The audience was apparently made up mostly of working people, though there were many young men

present whose appearance indicated that they were of the well-to-do classes. The audience was in thorough

sympathy with Dr. McGlynn, and greeted every reference to the principles of radical land reform with loud and

continued applause.

W. H. Johnson, chairman of the meeting, spoke for half an hour previous to the arrival of Dr. McGlynn. In

reference to the excommunication of Dr. McGlynn, he denounced the usurpations of Rome, recalling the fate of

the emperor, Henry IV of Germany and of Barbarossa a century later, and declaring that an American citizen in

the person of Dr. McGlynn would overthrow the usurped powers of the papacy. He said that an “impolitic

pedagogue of an archbishop” had renewed the pretensions of Rome, and that the anathema of the pope was only

empty thunder when supporting them.

When Dr. McGlynn came upon the stage the audience greeted him with a storm of applause. It was nearly five

minutes before the doctor was permitted to begin his address, the air being whitened with waving handkerchiefs,

and the cheering loud and continuous. The speech which followed lasted two hours, the audience listening with

the closest attention and frequently interrupting the speaker with applause. In speaking of the right of all men to

the natural bounties of the earth, the doctor said:

“The great doctrine of this natural religion by which men who have quarreled with the church from what they saw

in it are being brought back to God, has for its central truth the fatherhood of God and brotherhood of man.

Might is no longer right. (Applause.) It is no longer natural that the big devour the little. The giant is bound to

respect the helpless infant that bears God’s image. All men are equally the children of God, and God is not the

stepfather of any.

“God could not be the father that he is,” said the speaker, if he gave to any class of men a special right in the

bounties of nature Thesic Anti-poverty society were neither anarchists nor socialists. The highest judicial authority

had decided that the common wealth had the right to tax land, and they wanted it taxed up to the value of the

rental, but sought that end only by constitutional means.

“Compensation?” continued the doctor, “I believe in no compensation to the man who has stolen because he stops

stealing. A man’s title to a share in the bounties of nature consists in the fact that he has been born. It is the

doctrine of the Declaration of Independence. ‘Liberty, equality and fraternity’ is a transcript of the gospel and

should be on the front of every Christian church. It is a pity that the church is so conservative as to support for

vested rights what are only vested wrongs and to aid the aristocracy against the democracy.

“The object of this crusade is to abolish poverty by asserting the great truth of natural religion, of right reason and

of natural justice, and giving ourselves no rest until we shall have made it practical by incorporating it in all our

laws and, if need be, in our constitutions.

ANTI-POVERTY IN PHILADELPHIA.

Sic in the original; probably “nature. The”.
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“It is claimed that there should be, in the interest of trade and civilization, an undisturbed, perpetual possession of

larger possessions of the common estate. It is necessary that those who build houses, factories, etc., should have

undisturbed possession of their property, else they will not make these improvements. Then men find that from

the increased value that comes to land by density of population there is an enormous advantage accruing from the

individual ownership of the land thus held in undisturbed possession. But they make the mistake of confounding

the undisturbed possession, which is essential to civilization and progress, with the absolute ownership, which is a

crime against natural justice. Henry George has taught the distinction between the two, and how the one and the

other can be reconciled without doing injustice to either. All that is necessary is that those who have the

undisturbed perpetual possession shall simply pay a just equivalent for the privilege to those to whom the joint

undivided state confessedly belongs; so that the possessors shall be perpetual tenants while the whole community

shall be the joint owners. By the payment of the rent under the form of a tax from the possessors to the owners,

each individual member of the community will enjoy his share of the common estate through the fund that is paid

by the individual possessors into the common treasury.”

At the conclusion of his address, Dr. McGlynn found it difficult to retire, such was the demonstrations of approval

on the part of his audience.

Catholics Are Independent.

TRENTON, N. J., July 13.—I am glad to see a Catholic who is not made of putty, and I am more than pleased to

know that that Catholic is an American. This McGlynn business is about the biggest question now agitating

people of the Catholic persuasion. There is no way of coercing these Catholics who follow Dr. McGlynn to return

and lie down like dogs.

We are certainly on the threshold of a great reform, and Dr. McGlynn will do more good as a free man in six

months than five hundred slave priests would do in one thousand years.

T. R. E.

Another Reverend Recruit.

Rev. Alexander Jackson of the First Presbyterian church, Pittsburg, Pa., has enlisted in the ranks of the new

crusade. On July 11 Mr. Jackson delivered an eloquent discourse on the land question, in which he declared his

convictions in unmistakable terms. The address was attentively listened to and received with evident favor.

Erie K. of L.

The six assemblies of Knights of Labor in Erie, Pa., held a grand picnic at the new pleasure grounds, Four Mile

creek, on Wednesday of last week. The order is in a very flourishing condition in Erie, having gained 2,500

members in eighteen months. The gathering was a very large one, and would have been still larger had the boats

been able to accommodate all who wished to go. It was addressed by Henry George, who was most warmly and

enthusiastically received.
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Though the newspapers and other professional society saviors are doing their best to mislead the people

concerning the case of Dr. McGlynn, the truth is spreading despite the efforts to corrall it, and the mass of the

people are coming to see, understand and resent the impudent outrage on American citizenship committed by the

Roman machine, at the instance of93 Archbishop Corrigan, on Rev. Dr. McGlynn. To readers of THE STANDARD

the facts are too familiar to need elaborate representation. but,138 a brief summary may be useful in enabling all

concerned to call them to mind in due order.

First—The attempt was made, direct from Rome, four years ago, to have Dr. McGlynn suspended because, in his

Irish land league speeches, he avowed his belief in the common ownership of land. Cardinal McCloskey refused to

suspend him, but did induce him to promise to refrain from making further land league speeches.

Second—All of this excitement died out long ago through the reversal of Rome’s policy toward Ireland. The

doctrine of the land for the people was openly preached by Bishop Nulty and other prelates and priests in Ireland,

while land league meetings were freely held, with Archbishop Corrigan’s consent, in the basements of the Catholic

churches in this city.

Third—So far from objecting to participation of any kind by Dr. McGlynn in politics, Archbishop Corrigan

deliberately sought to use the influence he supposed that the doctor had obtained by supporting Mr. Cleveland’s

candidacy for the presidency; and, at the archbishop’s request, Dr. McGlynn went to Washington to urge the

promotion of General John Newton94,95,96, then in the army and now the commissioner of public works for this

city.

Fourth—Last summer, because of mere newspaper rumor, the archbishop presumed to caution Dr. McGlynn about

his relations with Henry George, and intimated that the latter was in some way committed to socialism.

Fifth—When, at Dr. McGlynn’s request, Mr. George called on Archbishop Corrigan to tell him what his views really

were, the archbishop would not listen to the man he had misrepresented, but insisted on talking about the land

league difficulty of four years before, and finally told Mr. George that he had called a meeting of his council for

that day to consider the question of Dr. McGlynn’s suspension. Up to this time Dr. McGlynn had not spoken for

George or taken any part in the canvass, and Mr. George carried with him the first authoritative information that

THE PARTY OF AMERICAN LIBERTY.

93. Ed. At the instance of: at the suggestion or instigation of.
Sic in the original; probably “representation, but”.
94. Ed. The promotion of General John Newton: See Issue #005, “A Statement from Dr. McGlynn.”
95. Ed. Sic: 2022 editor’s confirmation that this is what appeared in the original, not a transcription error. (Placed approximately.)
96. Ed. Kulturkampf was the conflict that took place from 1872 to 1878 between the Catholic Church led by Pope Pius IX and the government of Prussia led
by Otto von Bismarck. The main issues were clerical control of education and ecclesiastical appointments. A unique feature of Kulturkampf, compared to
other struggles between the state and the Catholic Church in other countries, was Prussia’s anti-Polish component. By extension the term Kulturkampf is
sometimes used to describe any conflict between secular and religious authorities or deeply opposing values, beliefs between sizable factions within a
nation, community, or other group. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kulturkampf. (Placed approximately.)
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the archbishop could receive, that it was Dr. McGlynn’s intention to take part in the canvass. Yet so eager was the

archbishop to suspend the doctor that he had actually, in advance of any such notice, called his council together to

act in the matter, using the four-years’ old letters from Cardinal Simeoni to Cardinal McCloskey concerning the

Irish land league speeches as his authority. Here it is clear that the archbishop sought to suspend Dr. McGlynn for

merely believing in the land doctrine, and in advance of any renewed public advocacy of it.

Fifth—The actual suspensionsic of Dr. McGlynn, on Oct. 2d, was for his disobedience to the Archbishop’s command

issued to him and to several other priests not to attend the Chickering hall ratification meeting on Oct. 1st. That

suspension was for two weeks. It was respected by Dr. McGlynn, and at the end of that time he resumed his

priestly functions.

Sixth—His next suspension was attributed to two offences, one contradicting the pope’s declaration, the other

declaring that private ownership in land is unjust. Dr. McGlynn disavowed any thought of contradicting the pope,

and Archbishop Corrigan tacitly accepted the disavowal, but the prelate publicly declared that because “he never

witndrewsic the main statement that private ownership in land is unjust” Dr. McGlynn was suspended for the

remainder of the year.

Seventh—When the first telegram came summoning Dr. McGlynn to Rome he did not refuse to obey it, but

truthfully declared that owing to his illness he was unable to go at once. While insuperable obstacles to obeying

the order still existed a second dispatch came from Cardinal Simeoni, ordering Dr. McGlynn not only to come to

Rome, but, before doing so, to condemn in writing the doctrines to which he has given utterance in public

meetings, or which have been attributed to him in the presssic.” This order remained unrecalled, and a necessary

part of all subsequent orders up to the time of the excommunication; and it was thenceforward absolutely useless

for Dr. McGlynn to go to Rome without previously recanting the truth. Under the circumstances, it is the very

height of mendacious impudence for a man as familiar with the facts as Monsignor Preston to tell the public that

Dr. McGlynn was not summoned to Rome because of any expression of opinion.

There is no possible escape from the evidence showing that an American Catholic priest, born in the city of New

York, orthodox in belief, blameless in life, and of acknowledged ability and popularity, has been excommunicated

by the Roman machine because he would not allow his archbishop to dictate his opinions and control his acts in

American politics. Neither is there any doubt that the secular and Protestant religious press, as a whole, and the

Protestant clergy, as a body, have lent their sanction to this proceeding and rushed unasked to the vindication and

support of the papal claim of a right to interfere in American politics.

The cause of this remarkable exhibition is not difficult to find. Any one who has watched the long struggle

between Bismarck and the pope in the new German empire will see the cause at a glance. Professor John Burgess,

in an article in the current number of the Political Science Quarterly, in discussing the causes of Bismarck’s final and

humiliating surrender, says:

But the government, especially the president of the ministry, Prince Bismarck, had now becamesic fully

possessed with the idea that the liberal, progressive and radical elements in German politics could no longer

be relied upon for loyalty and patriotism and were resolved upon union with the conservative elements.

In other words, Bismarck, having determined in his own mind that a monstrous and burdensome military

despotism is essential to the maintenance of royal and aristocratic government in a united German empire,

Sic in the original; probably “Sixth—”.
Sic in the original; probably “withdrew”.
Sic in the original; probably “opening quote before”to condemn” or similar”.
Sic in the original; probably “had now become”.
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deliberately courted an alliance with the pope for effecting such a union of all kinds of arbitrary, autocratic power

as would render the struggles of liberal Germans for greater liberty and for partial disarmament futile. Precisely

the same motive has brought about the tacit understanding between the saviors of society, the press, the

Protestant clergy and the Catholic ecclesiastic machine in New York. Themselves ignorant of the principles and

purposes of the great political land and labor movement, and unwilling to study or consider it, they fear to trust to

a free debate before the great tribunal of the people and seek any alliance, however unnatural, that may be offered

to them to resist the growth of a popu- 
p. 6, col. 2
lar movement that they distrust and fear. It is needless to say that this huddling together of the alarmed and

ignorant “classes” is a gratifying though unintentional tribute to the strength of the new movement on the one

hand and on the other a most disgraceful confession of the loss of the old-time American spirit of independence

among a considerable number of our people.

Though such an exhibition of cowardice and want of faith in the people is humiliating to every American, it is by

no means prejudicial to the prospects of the new party, looking at it merely from a partisan standpoint. The great

heart of the American people still beats true to liberty and independence, and it will never injure any party to

have it known that it stands alone in resenting and resisting foreign dictation in our politics. The old know

nothing97 party, with considerable success, appealed to this sentiment long ago, but it was a party secret in its

methods, narrow in its aims and representing hatred and prejudice rather than principle. This new party has

gathered around a great principle. It has no prejudice against foreigners and no hatred toward the Catholic

church. It believes in absolute freedom of conscience, and seeks to impose no restraints on religious convictions. It

proposes not to interfere with the faith of our Catholic fellow citizens, but rather to rescue them from the tyranny

of a machine which thousands of Catholic priests and laymen regard as well nigh unbearable. The new party has

no quarrel with religion and, on the contrary, welcomes the most devout priests and preachers to its platform and

cheers their most impassioned appeals to men to imitate the life and character of Christ. Such a party is equipped

as no other ever has been to lead a new crusade to rescue the cross of Christ from the more than barbarian hands

of a political ring that is using it as an instrument of political tyranny and as the means to gratify lust and greed.

This new party is the first that in principle, attitude and leadership ever was in a position to attack the abuses of

power by the Roman machine with the full concurrence of thousands of sincere and devout Catholics. If it must,

then, stand alone as the champion of American liberty against all foreign aggression, papal or otherwise, it surely

enters the field well equipped for the conflict.

But will it stand alone? That is a question that concerns the old parties more than it concerns the new one. The

crowds that defied the terrible heat in the two principal cities on this continent on last Sunday evening to applaud

every utterance in support either of Dr. McGlynn or of American freedom showed on which side the natural

enthusiasm of the human heart is enlisted. Take, too, the pulpit utterances on that same Sunday. Read the ringing

words of the venerable Dr. King of the Methodist church, lauding the courage and piety of Dr. McGlynn and

glorying in his courage and patriotism; read Dr. De Costa’s thoughtful words in the Episcopal church of St. John

the Evangelist, rebuking the great majority of preachers for obeying capital rather than God in this matter, and

97. Ed. The Know Nothing party was a nativist political party and movement in the United States in the mid-1850s. The party was officially known as the
“Native American Party” prior to 1855 and thereafter, it was simply known as the “American Party”. Members of the movement were required to say “I know
nothing” whenever they were asked about its specifics by outsiders, providing the group with its colloquial name. Supporters of the Know Nothing
movement believed that an alleged “Romanist” conspiracy by Catholics to subvert civil and religious liberty in the United States was being hatched.
Therefore, they sought to politically organize native-born Protestants in defense of their traditional religious and political values. The Know Nothing
movement is remembered for this theme because Protestants feared that Catholic priests and bishops would control a large bloc of voters. In most places,
the ideology and influence of the Know Nothing movement lasted only one or two years before it disintegrated due to weak and inexperienced local leaders,
a lack of publicly proclaimed national leaders, and a deep split over the issue of slavery. In the South, the party did not emphasize anti-Catholicism as
frequently as it emphasized it in the North and it stressed a neutral position on slavery, but it became the main alternative to the dominant Democratic Party.
See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Know_Nothing. Dr. McGlynn published an article entitled The New Know-Nothingism and the Old, in Issue #030. See also
Issue #014.
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contrast them with the utterances on the same day by two Baptist preachers, one in Brooklyn and the other in

New York, who falsely or stupidly, as the case may be, insisted that Dr. McGlynn’s suspension and

excommunication were justifiable acts of mere church discipline. Can any one imagine the sermons of the latter

appealing to any sentiments higher than narrow sectarianism or mammon worship? Can any one, on the other

hand, imagine a generous or patriotic man listening to Dr. De Costa or Dr. King without feeling a glow of warmth

and sympathy? In the long run, the people will flock to hear such preachers as these, and once again and in this

materialistic age, as Mr. Pentecost puts it, Christian preaching will successfully meet the old time test, which is

that the common people hear it gladly.

But the common people rule in America. If the old parties persist in ignoring the universal sentiment among such

people against anything like foreign interference in American politics, so much the worse for the old parties and

so much the better for the new. Pious members of the latter are already persuaded that it is providentially led. Its

less devout members express amazement at its good luck. Whether it be providence or luck, certainly nothing

could be more fortunate for the new party than that its confused and stupid opponents should thus abandon to it

the sole defense of the great principle of American independence from foreign dictation. The people who enter it

through that door will study with sympathetic interest and eager attention the doctrine that Protestant

monopolists and boodlers so hate, that, like Prince Bismarck, they welcome the power of the pope in suppressing

it, and the result may be a growth so rapid that the expected success of 1892 will even be realized in 1888.

However it may be with individuals, the new party can certainly thank God for the enemies it has made. Their

cowardice, stupidity and ignorance have done more for the good cause than could have otherwise been

accomplished by ten years of advocacy not thus aided. We have much cause to love our enemies, and to pray for

those who have despitefully used us, and I am almost tempted to wish long life, and continuance of their present

temper, to Pope Leo XIII, Cardinal Simeoni, Archbishop Corrigan, Monsignor Preston, Joe O’Donoghue and Dick

Crokersic,, since they have taught me the Christian virtue of suffering fools gladly—seeing how useful they are.

WILLIAM T. CROASDALE98.

Judge James G. Maguire of San Francisco, writing from Boulder creek, Cal., says:

I addressed a meeting in San Jose last Saturday evening, and have been invited to speak there again on a

week from Wednesday, as our meeting was not satisfactorily advertised. I will go. I have also engagements to

speak at Santa Cruz, Sacramento and Stockton during the next two weeks.

The pamphlets were received in due time, and are being used effectively. Another lot of 6,000 has been

ordered by our secretary, which, of course, has not yet arrived.

I tell you those pamphlets are mighty educators. Our present great effort is to get the nucleus of a club, as far

as possible, in every town and city for the purpose of getting the “Land and Labor library” into the hands of

the people.

Bishop Nulty’s letter is an immense thing. The Italians, to be consistent, should certainly excommunicate

him for teaching heretical truths. It will do us a great deal of good.

Earnest Work in California.

Sic in the original; probably “Croker,”.
98. Ed. William T. Croasdale was managing editor of The Standard, the author of a number of long articles, some of which were reprinted in the Land and
Labor Library, including Sailors’ Snug Harbor (Issue #013); The Randall Farm (#014); The Collegiate Church (#015); The Shoemaker’s Field (#016). He
spoke at an Anti-Poverty Society meeting in Philadelphia (#026). In January, 1891, Croasdale succeeded Henry George as editor of The Standard.
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CINCINNATI, O., July 12.—In a recent issue the American Engineer says:

Railroad builders are looking far ahead, and are recognizing that the west will stand just so much railroad

construction during the next five years, and if material and labor will not advance too far, they propose to go

on and cover the country with tracks before competitors do, even though the construction is not

particularly productive for two or three years. These long headed investors are buying adjoining real estate,

and will have it help them out. This activity in real estate is legitimate. The crowded old world will crowd

into the new as fast as possible. Land will become year by year scarcer. Fortunes will be made by buying land

and holding it until the necessities of the world’s millions compel them to pay enhanced values. Lumber

territory and mineral territory are being picked up by shrewd men to be held and let out to their greatest

advantage.

Could any warning be plainer?

AN ENGINEER.
p. 6, col. 3

Value of Land Near Boston, New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore.

The Baltimore Sun has been lately engaged in ascertaining the value of land in the vicinity of several large eastern

cities, the purpose being to show that Baltimore’s suburbs offer better inducements to investors than those of the

other places. At the same time, however, the facts brought out prove, what such investigations must invariably

prove, that land owners possess the power to impose on the rest of the community for the use of their land a tax

which advances in proportion to the necessity of the community for the land, and which rests only a shade below

the point at which it would drive capital to other uses. A dispatch from Boston to the Sun says that suburban lots

of from 3,500 to 5,000 feet in area located in the thickly settled suburbs of Boston sell at from thirty to fifty cents

a foot. Lots of the same area located about five miles from the Boston city hall are now selling at from eight to

twelve cents per foot. This land is being purchased in large blocks by speculators, who either hold it for higher

prices or erect family hotels99 such as fill New York city. The locations are very convenient to horse and steam

transportation, and the land within the past year or two increased 100 per cent in value. Within seven miles of the

city, where each lot of land is subject to restrictions as to cost of building constructed, land sells at from thirty to

fifty cents a foot in lots of about 5,000 feet. The residences constructed thereon must not cost less than $10,000.

In a suburb not over two miles of the city hall private residences costing from $25,000 to $100,000 are

constructed on land costing from fifty to seventy-five cents per foot. This is in a first-class neighborhood, and the

place is said to be the handsomest suburb in the United States. Each estate is from 10,000 to 30,000 feet in area.

From ten to fifteen miles from the heart of Boston good lots of land from 5,000 to 10,000 feet in area sell at about

five cents a foot. It is located near railroad depots and churches, and is considered good investment for any

speculator.

The Sun’s dispatch from New York says that the demand for suburban lots within fifteen miles of New York is on

the increase, as the surplus population cannot find accommodations within the city limits. In what is known as

A Short Story, but Full of Meaning.

THE SUBURBS OF GREAT CITIES.

99. Ed. “Family hotels” sounds like a euphemism for tenement. One source says “a brothel or house of prostitution.” However, a search of newspapers.com
for the 1880s turns up mostly U.K. classified ads for travel destinations. An 1882 Boston Globe article, though, uses the phrase four times in a paragraph,
referring to upscale apartment buildings rented on 5-year leases. See https://www.newspapers.com/image/428497846
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“the annexed district100,” above the Harlem river, the demand is very large, and lots sell for all sorts of prices,

according to locality, but $300 to $1,000 per lot of twenty-five feet front may be said to be the average figures. On

Long island, Staten island and in New Jersey lots sell from $60 to $400, but in certain favored places sell for more.

The Sun’s Philadelphia correspondent gave an interesting account of the value of land on the different lines of

railroad running in and out of that city. The object of the dispatch was to show the price of land adapted to

cottage and villa residences from ten to fifteen miles out. Those lands range, according to situation and proximity

to railroads, from $3,800 to $5,000 per acre at Bryn Mawr, a fashionable settlement, in lots of an acre or more. At

Wayne101, another settlement less fashionable, the value of land ranges from $2,000 to $3,000 per acre, the cost of

building lots of moderate size ranging from $500 to $1,500 per acre. At Ridley park and Sharon hill, the chief

places on the P., W. & B. railroad, building lots sell from $500 to $2,000, seldom for less than $1,000 if near a

station. Similar prices range all along the different railroads between the several points mentioned, proximity to a

station, of which there is one every mile or so, governing the value of the land. The lines of the Pennsylvania, the

Reading, the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore, the West Chester, Germantown and other railroads are

dotted with these cottages and with summer residences of a high class, and the drift of population along them and

across the river toward the cheaper, poorer and less healthy lands of New Jersey is continuous.

In commenting on the facts given by its correspondents, as above, the Sun says:

“We cite these facts to show the potential value of lands from ten to fifteen miles around Baltimore, where the

price along our best railroads is now singularly low, but where investments may be made that in the course of a

few years will give a handsome profit. Except within a few miles of the city, and in villages either contiguous to it

or within fifteen or twenty minutes’ distance of it by rail, the highest price at which lands can be bought by the

acre is five hundred dollars near to stations, and much less as the distance from the rail or the distance from town

on the rail increases. On Charles street avenue extended, where there are many fine villa residences stretching

along it at various points to its terminus at Bellona avenue, five miles from the city, the price of land is higher, but

is not one-third of that obtained for land by the acre within the same distance around Philadelphia. The York

road, for a distance of five miles, shows a continuous string of closely built houses, or of villa residences and

cottages, up to Govanstown, and the price of land by the acre, or of building lots, takes a corresponding value, but

so inadequately low as compared with the price in suburban Philadelphia, and in the environs of Cincinnati and

Pittsburg, as to astonish visitors from those cities.”

An English Authority Shows Private Land Ownership Unwarrantable in Law and Opposed to Public Policy.

NEW YORK.—In “The Science102 of Law,” international scientific series, by Sheldon Amos, M. A., professor of

jurisprudence in University college, London, and in the Inns of Court,103,104, examiner in the University of

London, etc., etc., I find the following remarkable passages:

MORE LAW.

100. Ed. “The annexed district” — that is, the Bronx. It was annexed by the City and County of New York (that was, until 1896, the borough of Manhattan) in
1874.
101. Ed. Wayne is on the same train line, 3 miles further from Center City than Bryn Mawr’s 14.
102. Ed. The Science of Law was published in 1885. See https://books.google.com/books/about/The_Science_of_Law.html?id=qRQZAAAAYAAJ
103. Ed. “Inns of Court”: The Inns of Court in London are the professional associations for barristers in England and Wales. There are four Inns of Court –
Gray’s Inn, Lincoln’s Inn, Inner Temple and Middle Temple. All barristers must belong to one of them. They have supervisory and disciplinary functions over
their members. The Inns also provide libraries, dining facilities and professional accommodation. Each also has a church or chapel attached to it and is a
self-contained precinct where barristers traditionally train and practise, although growth in the legal profession, together with a desire to practise from more
modern accommodations and buildings with lower rents, caused many barristers’ chambers to move outside the precincts of the Inns of Court in the late
20th century. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Inns_of_Court.
104. Ed. This was the case at the founding of the United States. Constitutional originalism might say that only that matters. (Placed approximately.)
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Page 166—Land, as a subject of ownership, might, indeed, be treated as the class of things set apart for the

service of the state, though in the earlier stages of the development of the community the quantity of land,

and the limited number of uses to which it is capable of being turned, combined to keep this aspect of it out

of sight. Yet, in fact, the relation of a state to its territory, which in modern times enters into the essential

conception of the state, implies that the land cannot be looked upon, even provisionally, as a true subject of

permanent individual appropriation. This view obviously commends itself from the mere fact that the land

is the only indestructible commodity in the country having an existence co-extensive in duration with that

of the state itself; and that the culture and produce of the natural soil must always be a matter of urgent

state concern, quite independently of all considerations of the classes of persons to whom, from time to

time, the task of laboring on the soil is, as it were, delegated.

A period may, however, arrive when the density of the population and the fixed limits of the national soil

make this view of the essentially political character of the land not only plausible, but irresistible. If the land

is looked upon as susceptible of permanent appropriation by some persons, other persons must, by the

same theory, be regarded as possibly excluded from it—that is, banished from the territory of the state.

Before reaching such a crisis as this, states are usually arrested by an imperious appeal to review the

conditions and tendencies of their land laws. The state is brought face to face with 
p. 6, col. 4
the fact that the spurious notion of the possible appropriation forever of the national soil by private

persons has made alarming progress, both in popular theory and practice. The cure is to be sought through a

variety of changes in the laws of ownership as well as through more direct governmental action—such as is

exhibited in the imposition of land taxes, the preservation of commons, and the facilitation of purchases of

small plots of land by other persons than those who, by the mere force of their wealth, are absorbing the

whole soil.

The political influence, moreover, of large land owners is of itself a sufficient ground for a watchful jealousy

on the part of the state. Whatever be the issue of the controversy as to the economical and social advantages

of large and small farms, and however undoubted is the importance of security of tenure to the cultivators,

still the paramount dominion of the state over every part of its territory is a fact which, in a high condition

of social progress, cannot be emphasized too strongly or made to be felt too universally and really.

Much of the preceding might be an extract from “Progress and Poverty,” and we can readily forgive the writer’s

somewhat lame and impotent conclusion as to the possible “cure.”

WILLIAM LEWIS.

The following is an extract from an oration by Rev. Albert Walkley of Manistee, Mich., delivered at the Fourth of

July celebration held at Eastlake, a neighboring town. The address was listened to with close attention, and the

speaker was loudly applauded by several thousand people:105,106

The whole great land question has got to come up in our country for settlement. It is the root of monstrous

evils in the old world, and it seems to be at the root of terrible injustices in this land. As the case now stands,

A Clergyman’s Fourth of July.

105. Ed. The Sermon on the Mount (anglicized from the Matthean Vulgate Latin section title: Sermo in monte) is a collection of sayings attributed to Jesus
of Nazareth found in the Gospel of Matthew (chapters 5, 6, and 7) that emphasizes his moral teachings. It is the first of five discourses in the Gospel and has
been one of the most widely quoted sections of the Gospels. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sermon_on_the_Mount and https://biblehub.com/matthew/
5-1.htm.
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the earnings of the community go into the hands of individuals, instead of into the coffers of the

community, where it belongs. Men who sit by, and with folded arms watch cities grow up without moving

hand or foot, pocket enormous profits, which belong to the communities themselves. God made the world,

God owns the world; it belongs to men to use it. Not here and there a man to fence all God’s world in and

call it his, but the land and water and air are yours and mine, to use. This great question is coming in some

form to the front for settlement. Just what form it will take no one can tell.

We see it beginning in the land forfeitures of the railroads, we see it in the more genuine respect paid the

settler on land, we see it in the outcry made by the land grabbers’ papers, we see it in the alien land laws

passed in state legislatures, we see it in the whole agitation going on all over the country. The mind of the

masses is stirred, stirred by the sense of justice. There is a quiet revolution in the depths; it is gathering

strength. It is different from former revolutions; it is deeper; is being all filled by conscience; it is taking in

the spirit of the Christ; it is going to utter itself in no French revolution tone, but more like the sermon on

the mount, more like the good samaritan parable.

What are we going to do about it? Do[?] Well, first we are going to think, think carefully, wonderfully

candidsic. And when we have thought out our course we are going to act; act, though, in the American way of

acting. No red flag in this, no cry of “Down with capital!” no harsh names, no defiant tone, save so far as it

defies wrong. We are to meet men as men. We will work for the law, we will agitate, we will vote, and if we

are in legislature or congress we will work there and vote. The American way is the sure way—when it does a

thing it does it for good and forever. In this great work we wish to enlist not the passions, but the moral

sentiments. It is very likely we will have to form new parties. For my own part I look with little or no hope to

the two great parties. One of them never was, in the true sense, a party. The other has done its work, and I

don’t believe that, in the political world, there is any resurrection of the dead. No! I look forward to a new

great party—a third party. Always third parties have been decried, but they have done the work. I look to a

party more filled with conscience than even the great republican party was, more saturated with moral

enthusiasm. Why halt ye between two opinions? “If Baal be God, serve him; but if Jehovah be God, serve

him.” All hail the right! It is more than party.

New York Herald.

Rosettes and streamers of white crape or satin hung from the front doors of hundreds of houses in the tenement

quarters of the metropolis. Through the streets rattled hearses bearing the bodies of little children to their final

resting places in the cemeteries across the East river, followed by coaches filled with mourners. Judging from the

number of funerals that pass over the ferries to the city of the dead one would suppose that New York was a

plague stricken city.107,108

The Slaughter of the Innocents.

106. Ed. The parable of the Good Samaritan is told by Jesus in the Gospel of Luke. It is about a traveler (implicitly understood to be Jewish) who is stripped
of clothing, beaten, and left half dead alongside the road. First, a Jewish priest and then a Levite come by, but both avoid the man. Finally, a Samaritan
happens upon the traveler. Although Samaritans and Jews despised each other, the Samaritan helps the injured man. Jesus is described as telling the
parable in response to a provocative question from a lawyer, “And who is my neighbor?”, in the context of the Great Commandment. The conclusion is that
the neighbor figure in the parable is the one who shows mercy to their fellow man. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Parable_of_the_Good_Samaritan and 
https://biblehub.com/luke/10-31.htm. (Placed approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “wonderfully candidly”.
107. Ed. Manhattan’s population in 1880 was 1,164,673, and for 1890, 1,441,216. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Demographics_of_Manhattan. For
death rates by age group, see https://usa.ipums.org/usa/resources/voliii/pubdocs/1890/1890c5-01.pdf. (Placed approximately.)
108. Ed. Deprecate: express disapproval of; disparage or belittle. (Placed approximately.)
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During the six days from Sunday to noon yesterday 1,136 deaths had been recorded at the bureau of vital

statistics of the health department, more than one-half of them children, and most of those under five years of

age. The lives of thousands of babies who need fresh air, nourishment and proper medical treatment in the poor

sections of the city are slowly ebbing away.

Registrar of Vital Statistics Dr. John T. Nagle and his corps of clerks are kept busy these days recording deaths and

issuing burial permits. During one of his breathing spells Chief Nagle, speaking to a Herald reporter on the subject

of infant mortality, said:

“Pure air and proper treatment and nourishment would go far toward preventing so many deaths among infants.

The majority of the babies that have succumbed to the heat of the past fortnight were bottle-fed children.”

The deaths for the present week, by days, were as follows: Sunday, 256; Monday, 200; Tuesday, 208; Wednesday,

164; Thursday, 165, and Friday, 143. Total, 1,136. Those for the past five were 3,728sic, as against 3,186 last year

and 3,363 in 1875.

New York Sun.

Editor John Taltaval of the Electric Age said yesterday that the telegraphers’ union (national assembly 45, K. of L.)

was not particularly awed by the decision of the convention of railway telegraph superintendents at Boston on

Thursday to forbid operators to join the union. Mr. Taltaval said that the union would continue to deprecate the

teaching by its members of telegraphy to beginners without the consent of the chief telegrapher. “The union,”

Mr. Taltaval said, “no longer advocates strikes. We have got enough of that unphilosophic kind of action. Our

energies are now directed not against the companies, but the two political parties. The George theory of land

taxation has taken a strong hold on our members. I myself was recently converted to his views. Our organization is

even stronger than it was before the great strike, and its membership is increasing every day. At least 350 of the

employes in the Western union building are believers in the George doctrine, and will vote with the new party.

Even some of the superintendents and others who were our bitter opponents during the strike have become

converts to the new scheme of land taxationsic.

Cincinnati Times-Star.

No considerable section of the American people has gone so clean daft as to believe that the George-McGlynn

land robbery scheme is a political question. This will only be adopted when thievery and burglary are santionedsic

as pure and holy, and in conformity with an upright standard of morality. Dr. McGlynn’s present course has

nothing to do with his conscience, about which he prates so loudly; it is based upon jealousy of his brother priests

and upon his supreme egotism. He has raised himself out of his church, and in a short time will raise himself out

of any further public notice. 
p. 6, col. 5

The Telegraphers Wheeling Into Line.

Good Lord Deliver Us!

Sic in the original; probably “past five [days/weeks]”.
Sic in the original; probably “closing” after “taxation.””.
Sic in the original; probably “sanctioned”.
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Air—“Pity, Kind Gentlefolks109.”

(Enter the boss, wringing his hands, and singing.)

Pity, kind working folk, slaves of humanity,

  Cold blows the wind of free trade, coming on;

Grant me a tax for my business, for charity,

  Give me protection, or I’ll be all gone.

Don’t call me lazy bones, please; for I’m bold enough;

  Fain would I have you all pay what I owe.

I’ve kids at the factory—wait till they’re old enough,

  They shall all work for the gifts you bestow.

Look at my jewelry, sheeny and sparkling!

  What would I be without that, do you

think?

It might as well be in the dirty mine, darkling,

  As go to my uncle’s for victuals and drink.

What would my girls do without their pi-anner?

  What would my boys do without their cigars?

They’re not made of common clay, like their Aunt Hanner,

  Who went to the poor house, last year, by the cars.

I’m getting too old to turn tramp in the summer time;

  I’d surely catch cold if I slept on the grass.

Grant me a few years to have a good bummer time—

  Just a few years, till this movement may pass.

Have I not paid all my hands every Saturday?

  Is not my cash all invested in land?

Why these new-fangled ideas in this latter day?

  Eat bread and milk; thrive, and let the tax stand!

There’s good Mr. Atkinson, tells you the truth, my dears;

  If you don’t like low wages, you know you can die;

That Father McGlynn is a man without ruth, my dears,

  He wants to get rid of our dear poverty.

Such wickedness takes a man, sure, to the lake, my dears,

  Where brimstone is waiting for communists all;

And the dear little angels will all see him bake, my dears,

  And giggles celestial will greet such a fall.

That aristocratic man, Archbishop Corrigan,

  Has cursed him with candle, with book and with bell.

The Boss’ Lament.

109. Ed. This is a take-off on “Pity, Kind Gentlefolks.” See https://books.google.com/books?id=yAkdpoPusCYC&pg=PA26. 2022 editor was unable to find
a tune.
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That curse will pursue him from New York to Oregon,

  And what the result will be no man can tell.

Then don’t waste your strength in this awful hot summer-time,

  But vote for protection and let the thing pass;

I’m getting too old to turn tramp for a bummer-time,

  I’d surely catch cold if I slept on the grass.

EGYPT.

The Independent.

The threatened excommunication of Dr. McGlynn is now a fact. It has not been done with great display of

horrors. No bells have been tolled, and no lighted candles have been dashed on the cathedral floor, and no horrible

catalogue of curses has been repeated. For we would all laugh at all that now; but the major excommunication has

been pronounced, and Dr. McGlynn is definitively excluded from all the privileges of the church, and from the

kingdom of God on earth and in heaven.110,111

This is a very peculiar case of excommunication. Dr. McGlynn had never been suspected of any heresy. His worst

fault has been his opposition to parochial schools, and that was pardonable before the council of Baltimore. Now,

the only heresy charged against him is what may fairly be called a new one, that of holding that all land belongs to

the state and should be reclaimed by the state, and that the best way to reclaim land is by imposing a tax on land

equivalent to the rent of land, exclusive of buildings and improvements on it. This is doubtless a political heresy,

but it is not quite easy to show how it is a religious heresy. For holding this doctrine, and for taking part in public

meetings in which it was taught, and for refusing to submit to dictation from the archbishop or from the pope

himself as to what he regarded, and perhaps correctly, as his political opinions and actions, Dr. McGlynn is now

expelled from the church of Rome and the kingdom of God, and forbidden the sacraments and Christian burial.

He has clung to his church, he loves it passionately, he has been a faithful priest, there is no breath of scandal

against his character; all his offense is that he has held a doctrine which he believes to be political and social,

which has never been condemned by the church, and he refuses—here is the contumacy—to submit his liberty in

this matter to the behest of the authorities of the church.

Now the important question is, How will the American Catholics take this action? Will they instantly submit and

throw their loved priest overboard? We might have thought so, but we cannot well think so any longer. A priest

made the remark that the archbishop’s suspension of Dr. McGlynn had made suspension respectable, and that the

pope’s excommunication made excommunication ridiculous. Last Sunday evening the Academy of Music was

packed with a wildly enthusiastic crowd hurling defiance at the excommunication. Irving hall was equally packed

with an overflow meeting. The support of the good priest could not have been more complete from both men and

women. Dr. McGlynn’s own speeches at these two meetings were as sweet and as Christian words as man ever

A Very Peculiar Case of Excommunication.

110. Ed. The Independent, a New York-based weekly, “devoted to the consideration of politics, social and economic tendencies, history, literature, and the
arts.” https://catalog.hathitrust.org/Record/000050891, July 14, 1887, p. 884 at https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?id=mdp.
39015085430018&view=1up&seq=53 (Placed approximately.)
111. Ed. The phrase “bell, book and candle” refers to a Latin Christian method of excommunication by anathema, imposed on a person who had committed
an exceptionally grievous sin. Evidently introduced by Pope Zachary around the middle of the 8th century, the rite was once used by the Roman Catholic
Church. In current practice a simple pronouncement is made to anathematize formally. . . . The ceremony traditionally involved a bishop, with 12 priests with
candles, and is solemnly pronounced in some suitably conspicuous place. . . . After this recitation the priests would respond: Fiat, fiat, fiat (“So be it! So be
it! So be it!”) The bishop would then ring a bell, close a holy book, and he and the assisting priests would snuff out their candles by dashing them to the
ground. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bell,_book,_and_candle. (Placed approximately.)
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spoke. . . . Archbishop Corrigan has not yet rung down the curtain on the case of Dr. McGlynn. He may now appeal

and demand a trial. This much has already appeared, that Catholics are not slaves.

A correspondent of the New York Evening Post has been visiting the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico. He writes:

These Indians do not occupy a reservation. They are entitled to vote at the territorial elections, but owing to

their fear of taxation they never exercise this right. They are all amenable to the laws of the territory, yet it is

an historical fact that no Pueblo Indian has ever been brought up for punishment under the territorial laws,

and they have never had recourse to these laws for the settlement of any trouble among themselves. The land

belonging to this tribe is owned in common, but the governor and council make a division of it, giving to the

head of each family the amount which in their judgment his circumstances will enable him to care for. When the

crops are harvested, instead of each having his own, the crops, or their proceeds, go into a general pool and the

governor distributes according to the destitution, abilities and needs of each family. If a man deserts his family

and refuses to assist in their support, the governor immediately takes his land and all dividends away from

him, and he is allowed no rights in the tribe until he returns to his family. . . . They are just what their name

signifies (Pueblo means town). They are town Indians, and they live as town people should, industriously,

lawfully and peaceably. They never rove about in search of blood and conquest, and about the only instance

ever known of their acting on the offensive was when in 1680 they rose in justifiable rebellion against the

Spanish rule and drove the invaders from the country.

Vincennes, Ind., News.

Juletta Corrigan—Why, slave, ’tis in our power to damn ye!112

Master McGlynn. Very likely.

’Tis in our power then, to be damned, and scorn ye!
p. 6, col. 6

A Record of Failures in Burlington, Iowa, Through High Rents.

Burlington Justice.

Editor O’Brien came to this country to show up the iniquities of an Irish landlord, the marquis of Lansdowne.

What had his lordship been guilty of ? Attempting to collect his rent—attempting to collect his rent! Well, in the

name of common sense why shouldn’t he collect his rent? or, failing to collect, why shouldn’t he evict the tenants?

You reply that he demands too much rent. But if the land is “his land” has he not the right to demand any rent

whatever? No, not more than the people there can pay. Well, if that is true of Irish landlords it follows that it must

everywhere be true. Yet do not Burlington landlords demand every possible cent from their tenants just as Irish

The “Evening Post” Editor Must Have Lost His Blue Pencil.

Beaumont and Fletcher Revised.

RACK-RENTING LANDLORDS.

112. Ed. Beaumont and Fletcher were the English dramatists Francis Beaumont and John Fletcher, who collaborated in their writing during the reign of
James I (1603–25). They became known as a team early in their association, so much so that their joined names were applied to the total canon of Fletcher,
including his solo works and the plays he composed with various other collaborators including Philip Massinger and Nathan Field. See https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Beaumont_and_Fletcher. (Placed approximately.)
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landlords do? Do they not in many cases demand so much that the land cannot be used at all? Look at the vacant

lots within the built up part of the town, or lots occupied by mean and decaying buildings or used as lumber yards

that, but for their exacting owners, would not be idle or or used for higher purposes. Rack rent113, that is the

highest possible rent, is universal. Look anywhere. Take the four corners of Fourth and Jefferson streets. Most of

us can remember back fifteen or eighteen years. At the southeast corner Otto Lorenz probably lost money; then

Frank Ost, we think, did not make a living; and the numerous changes of tenants since indicate that they were not

prosperous. There was Lorentz, Lorentz & Esau,168, Esau & Huelsebus, Riepe & Huelsebus, Riepe alone and

Waterman. Mr. Reipe paid $900,169 a year under a lease. Mr. O’Brien,114 having died his heirs suddenly attempted

to increase the rate to $1,300. Mr. Riepe refused, and, as he had paid beyond the term of his lease under a

previous verbal understanding that the rent would not be raised, it was found that he could legally hold another

year; thereupon the owners, without consulting Mr. Riepe, leased it to Mr. Raab for three years, at $950, $1,000

and $1,050 a year; Mr. Raab agreeing to make certain improvements, amounting to $400 besides. The Sunderland

house lost money for its proprietors. The Lawrence was a failure. Naudain evidently lost money and had to quit. At

the northwest corner Colby the druggist lost money. Will Ewing, though showing more than ordinary energy, was

so discouraged that he moved away, and George Henry, having the advantages of unusual activity, energy and skill

in his occupation, though he may be making money now, will find as the years roll on, that the growth of his own

rent and the increasing rent that all the people will have to pay, added to increased competition, will keep his

income about where it is. The northeast corner was first occupied we think about eighteen years ago by

Hutchinson & French; they were not successful, dissolved, and Hutchinson & Schramm succeeded, who, a few

years later failed and were succeeded by Chris. Boesch who failed, while Lang Bros. announce that they will quit

on July 1st. Yet notwithstanding that every occupant of this corner for eighteen years has been unsucessfulsic, the

landlord has increased the rent from $1,200, that Lang Bros. have paid, to $1,400 annually. If the rent paid by the

many occupants of these four corners has not been rack rent what is rack rent? The owners of these corner lots

are not bad men; on the contrary, they are fully as kind and generous as the average man. They have done no more

than the laws of their country permit them to do. They have done no more than you would do had you been

owner. Had Lord Lansdowne,115, living here, in Canada, or in London, owned these lots he would have collected no

more rent. To us then it seems illogical to attack the individuals, Mr. Jones, Lord Lansdowne, or Mr. Hedge. It is

the infernal system that is alone at fault.

If there is a wrong you, by your laws, have given the landlords power to commit that wrong. The remedy is to

change the laws.

113. Ed. Rack Rent: Rack-rent denotes two different concepts: (1) an excessive rent. (2) the full rent of a property, including both land and improvements if it
were subject to an immediate open-market rental review. The second definition is equivalent to the economic rent of the land plus interest on capital
improvements plus depreciation and maintenance—the normal market rent of a property—and is not inherently excessive. Also, this may be different from
the rent actually being received. Historically, rack-rent has often been a term of protest used to denote an unjustly excessive rent (the word “rack” evoking
the medieval torture device), usually one paid by a tenant farmer. The two conceptions of rack-rent both apply when excessive rent is obtained by threat of
eviction resulting in uncompensated dispossession of improvements the tenant himself has made. I.e., by charging rack-rent, the landowner unjustly uses
his power over the land to effectively confiscate wages, in addition to merely charging the tenant interest and depreciation on the capital improvements
which the landlord himself has made to the land. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rack-rent.
Sic in the original; probably “Lorenz”.
Sic in the original; probably “Riepe”.
114. Ed. William O’Brien (1852-1928) was an Irish nationalist, journalist, agrarian agitator, social revolutionary, politician, party leader, newspaper publisher,
author and Member of Parliament (MP) in the House of Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. He was particularly associated with
the campaigns for land reform in Ireland during the late 19th and early 20th centuries as well as his conciliatory approach to attaining Irish Home Rule. See 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_O%27Brien and https://books.google.com/books?id=csSFE7AAGzMC&pg=PA41. O’Brien, editor of United Ireland
during a period between his terms as an MP, came to New York, Canada and Boston to call attention to the treatment of Irish tenant farmers by the agents of
Lord Lansdowne, who was then serving as Governor-General of Canada, the Queen’s representative. The New York Times had nearly daily articles for all of
May, and The Standard followed the story for many weeks; see multiple articles and editorials in Issues #017, 019 and 020.
Sic in the original; probably “unsuccessful”.
115. Ed. The then Marquis of Lansdowne was, at that time, Governor-General of Canada, the queen’s representative there; by September, he was assigned
to India. But in late April, journalist William O’Brien and Lord Lansdowne’s tenant Denis Kilbride set sail from Ireland for a visit to New York, Canada and
Boston which would last for all of May, and be the subject of daily stories in the New York Times and many articles in The Standard. See https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Marquess_of_Lansdowne. (Placed approximately.)
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Dr. McGlynn’s recent lecture at New London, Conn., was a singularly lucid exposition of the causes of, and remedy

for, the industrial congestion which has been the most marked result of the enormous increase in labor saving

appliances.116

“A century ago,” said the doctor, “any one who could have foreseen the multiplication of labor saving appliances

would naturally have expected that not only greater productions would have followed, but the laborer would have

had more hours of leisure for recreation and culture with fewer hours of labor, but such expectation has not been

fulfilled.

“Larger numbers of women and children have been drafted into the ranks of labor, when the children should be at

school, or better yet, at play, and women are too frequently doing a man’s task. Is it a necessary law of civilization

and progress that they are to be purchased only at such a sacrifice of human life and hearts? The price is too dear

to pay. Is it a necessary consequence of the law of God? Justice must be the law of God, and if God is the God we

have been told He is, men ask in bitterness of spirit if this is the law. These laws are not of God, but rather of a

demon breeding vice and crime unknown in primitive times.

“Should those who by labor, luck or ingenuity have created wealth be compelled to pay the profits to the few,

getting for themselves merely a living? The very idea of justice and equality arises in the brotherhood of man, and

men have been thrown into hostility to the church by the injustice of laws and customs that sanction such injustice.

Labor and industry, the fruitful employment of the faculties in healthful working are the natural laws of life. God

imposed the law of life and man has no right to surrender life to indolence or to escape the tasks and battles of life

until called hence117.

“That we have the right to the equal enjoyment of the bounties and benevolence of nature is a self-evident truth.

Any deprivation of these rights is an injustice. All men have the right to labor on the material of nature and man’s

natural wages are what he is able to make from these materials or its equivalent. The ownership of property springs

from man’s realization of his ownership of himself. It is a sacrilege for men to say, ’I own this coal mine or that water 

power.’ If that is so, then he must have made it. But the title to the bounties of nature cannot be said to exist, not even

to the whole human family, but to Him who made them, Almighty God.

“The only feasible plan to get over the monopoly of land is to take away private ownership and make it common

property. Taxation would be rent paid into the common treasury and the value of property would fix its rent. This

would emancipate labor, for land could not then be fenced in to hold for a rise nor for any reason kept unused. The

coal mine could not be kept idle until the price of coal advanced. With the change poverty would disappear, and

with it crime, and then would begin the coming of the kingdom of God on earth.”

Correspondence Northwestern Labor Union.

In a recent conversation I asked Mr. C. B. Moses, a prominent contractor and builder, what would be the effect of

abolishing all tax on buildings and improvements, and without any hesitation he replied that it would cause the

biggest boom in the building trade ever known in this or any other city, and explained that if two men each own a

Dr. McGlynn’s New London Lecture.

Thinks He Will Look Up the “Theory.”

116. Ed. See the Introductory chapter of Progress and Poverty, “The Problem,” online at https://web.archive.org/web/20190122094640/http://
progressandpoverty.org/files/george.henry/ppintro.html and, in Drake’s modern abridgment, at https://web.archive.org/web/20190223130738/http://
progressandpoverty.org/files/henrygeorge.drake/pchp0.htm. (Placed approximately.)
117. Ed. “Until called hence”: until death.
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thousand dollar lot, and one build a thousand dollar house, he not only pays twice as much tax, but often more

than three times as much as the one who holds his lot vacant; and further he did not see any injustice in taxing

them both alike, and not fining the one who improves. I told him this would hurt speculation in real estate, and he

thought that was of little consequence. Mr. Moses is quite a large property owner, but his interests as a builder are

probably greater, and he is a man who would not hesitate to advocate a good thing for all humanity on account of

some little patch of land in his possession, the value of which might be affected. However, on telling the

gentleman that this was the kernel of Mr. George’s land theory, he was a little surprised, and said he would look it

up.
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North American Review.

The era in American politics which began with the candidacy of Fremont closed with the defeat of Blaine119.,118

When in a time of strong feeling and clashing interests no man can state a principle which will be a test question

between the great political parties, and a presidential contest, fought on questions of personal character, issic

decided by the foolish utterance of an irresponsible speaker, it needs not even the son of a prophet to tell that the

time for the drawing of new political lines has come, and that essentially new political parties must soon appear.

The republican party died at heart some time ago—with the second administration of Grant, or at least with the

early part of the administration of Hayes; but partly for reasons similar to those that make the days of the

autumnal equinox warmer than those of the vernal equinox, and partly because of the weakness of its opponent, it

still held its place. If the great party that fought the war and abolished slavery had become but a party of the ins,

the great party that claimed political descent from Jefferson had become but a party of the outs. It needed only

that the ins should take the place of the outs to destroy both. And this, thanks finally to the Rev. Dr. Burchard120,

the election of 1884 accomplished. Now that the republican party has lost control of the national executive and

no disaster has occurred, and the democratic party has gained it and no particular good been done, the old

prejudices, old fears, old hopes, old habits of thought and touch, are so broken down that new issues can readily

come to the front and new alignments of political forces take place.

The process of disintegration and reconstruction is now going on—the growth of the prohibition party on the one

side and of a labor party on the other, and the readiness with which the republicans and democrats have united in

some of the recent municipal elections when threatened with what seemed to them a common danger, show how

rapidly.

THE NEW PARTY.

119. Ed. James Gillespie Blaine (1830-1893) was an American statesman and Republican politician who represented Maine in the U.S. House of
Representatives from 1863 to 1876, serving as Speaker of the U.S. House of Representatives from 1869 to 1875, and then in the United States Senate from
1876 to 1881. Blaine twice served as Secretary of State, first in 1881 under President James A. Garfield and Chester A. Arthur, and then from 1889–1892
under President Benjamin Harrison. He is one of only two U.S. Secretaries of State to hold the position under three separate presidents, the other being
Daniel Webster. Blaine unsuccessfully sought the Republican nomination for President in 1876 and 1880 before being nominated in 1884. In the 1884
general election, he was narrowly defeated by Democrat Grover Cleveland. Blaine was one of the late 19th century’s leading Republicans and a champion
of the party’s moderate reformist faction, later known as the “Half-Breeds”. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_G._Blaine.
118. Ed. John Charles Frémont or Fremont (1813-1890) was an American explorer, military officer, and politician. He was a U.S. Senator from California
and was the first Republican nominee for president of the United States in 1856 and founder of the California Republican Party when he was nominated. He
lost the election to Democrat James Buchanan when Know Nothings split the vote. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_C._Fr%C3%A9mont. (Placed
approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “is”.
120. Ed. Samuel Dickinson Burchard (1812-1891) was a 19th-century American Presbyterian Church minister from New York. He was pastor of several
Presbyterian churches in New York City. Burchard originated the phrase, “Rum, Romanism, and Rebellion” and applied it to the Democratic Party near the
end of the Blaine-Cleveland campaign in the 1884 United States presidential election. The phrase was said to have cost Republican Blaine the presidency.
See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Samuel_D._Burchard_(minister). See also https://aadl.org/node/518811. An article in the Brooklyn Daily Eagle of
1891-09-26 suggests that the offensive phrase, uttered in Blaine’s presence 1884-10-29, shortly before the election, was accidental, and elsewhere, that
Blaine had not heard it, so didn’t respond. See https://www.newspapers.com/image/50380899.
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The prohibition movement, a natural effort to bring into politics, in the absence of larger questions, a matter on

which a great body of men and women feel strongly, is in itself a significant evidence of the disposition to turn to

social questions; but the great movement now beginning in the rise of the labor party takes hold of these

questions lower down, and whatever importance prohibition may for some time retain in local politics, the

drawing of political lines on a wider and deeper issue must throw its supporters to one side or the other of the

larger question.

The deepest of all issues is now beginning to force its way into our politics, and in the nature of things it must

produce a change that will compel men to take their stand on one side or the other, irrespective of their views on

smaller questions. Of all social adjustments, that which fixes the relation between men and the land they live136 on

is the most important, and it is that which is coming up now.

It has been, of course, for a long time evident that American politics in the future must turn upon the social or

industrial questions, and while the questions growing out of the slavery struggle have been losing importance,

these questions have been engaging more and more thought, and arousing stronger and stronger feeling. What

men are thinking about and feeling about and disputing about must ere long become the burning question of

politics, and the organization of labor, the massing of capital, the increasing intensity of the struggle for existence,

and the increasing bitterness under it, have for years made it clear that in one shape or another the great labor

question must succeed the slavery question in our politics. In farmers’ grangers and alliances, and anti-monopoly

associations, in trades unions and federations, and notably in the enormous growth of the Knights of Labor, a

vague, but giant power has been arising, which could only reach its ends through political action. What has

delayed the crystallization of these forces into a political party has been the indefiniteness of thought on such

subjects. Discontent with existing conditions there has been enough, but when it came to the improvement of

these conditions by political action there was no agreement. In short, up to this time, labor has not gone into

politics, because it did not really know what to do in politics. This great vague power has been like a vast body of

unorganized men anxious to go somewhere, but utterly ignorant of the road and without leaders whom they have

learned to trust. And while one has called “this way!” and another “that way!” and constant efforts have been made

by little parties starting out in this or that direction to get the great mass to follow them, the main body has

refused to move.

The greenback labor party was a protest against the wasteful and unjust financial management which has

enriched the few at the expense of the many, and it appealed with great strength to the debtor-class; but the issue

that it tried to raise was not large enough to move the great body. So with the various anti-monopoly movements,

and with the local labor parties which have here and there from time to time carried a municipal or county

election, and sometimes by combining forces with one or the other of the two great parties have carried a state.

With all such movements the fatal weakness has been that they could formulate no large vital issue on which they

could agree.

Political parties cannot be manufactured; they must grow121. No matter how much the existing political parties

may have ceased to represent vital principles and real distinctions, it is not possible for any set of men to collect

136. Ed. Live long and prosper: possibly related to Psalm 128:2 or Proverbs 3:2. See https://biblehub.com/psalms/128-2.htm and https://biblehub.com/
proverbs/3-2.htm
121. Ed. “Political parties cannot be manufactured; they must grow.” This has some parallels to a passage in Progress and Poverty, Book VI, The Remedy;
Chapter 1, “Insufficiency of Remedies Currently Advocated,” the section entitled, “From Governmental Direction and Interference,” paragraph 51: “The
ideal of socialism is grand and noble; and it is, I am convinced, possible of realization; but such a state of society cannot be manufactured – it must grow.
Society is an organism, not a machine. It can live only by the individual life of its parts. And in the free and natural development of all the parts will be secured
the harmony of the whole. All that is necessary to social regeneration is included in the motto of those Russian patriots sometimes called Nihilists – “Land
and Liberty!’” Online at https://web.archive.org/web/20190122094640/http://progressandpoverty.org/files/george.henry/pp061.html#p-51 and in Bob
Drake’s 2006 abridgment it is Chapter 24, “Ineffective Remedies,” at https://web.archive.org/web/20190223130738/http://progressandpoverty.org/files/
henrygeorge.drake/pchp24.htm
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together incongruous elements of discontent and by compromising differences and pooling demands create a live

party. The initiative must be a movement of thought. The formation of a real party follows the progress of an idea.

When some fundamental issue that involves large principles and includes smaller questions, and that will on the

one hand command support and on the other compel opposition, begins to come to the front in thought and

discussion, then a new party, or rather two new parties, must begin to form, though, of course, one or both may

retain old names and develop from old organizations.

That now is the situation. Gradually yet rapidly the land question has been forcing itself upon attention; and that

process of education that has been going on in central labor unions, in assemblies of the Knights of Labor and in

the movements, abortive though they may have been in themselves, by which it has been attempted to unite the

political power of the discontented classes, has been steadily directing thought toward the relation between men

and the land on which they live, as the key to social difficulties and labor troubles. And this process has been

powerfully aided by the interest and feeling that the Irish movement has aroused in the United States. Here, in

fact, the tendencies of that movement have been more openly radical than in Ireland. Shut out of Ireland the Irish

World has freely circulated here, and in the beginning of the Irish movement sowed broadcast among a most

important section of our people the doctrine of the natural right to land; and while the influential editors 
p. 7, col. 2
and politicians and clergymen who have been so ready to assert or to assent to the truth that God made Ireland

for the Irish people and not for the landlords, have been careful to avoid any insinuation that this continent was

also made by the same power and for an equally impartial purpose, they too have been unwittingly aiding in the

same work.

I was originally of the opinion that the first large steps to the solution of the labor question by the recognition of

equal rights to land would be taken on the other side of the Atlantic, and in what I have done to help in arousing

sentiment there have always had in mindsic the reflex action on this country, where, as I have told our friends on

the other side, I believed the movement would be quicker when it did fairly start. But, although I have known

better perhaps than any one else how widely and how deeply the ideas that I among others have been striving to

propagate have been taking root in the United States, they have reached the stage of political action quicker than

the most sanguine among us would have dared to imagine. In going into the municipal contest in New York last

fall,133 on the principle of abolishing taxation on improvements and putting taxes on land values irrespective of

improvements, the united labor party of New York city raised an issue, which by the opposition it aroused and the

strength it evoked showed the line along which the coming cleavage of parties must run. We did not win that

election—few among us really cared for winning, for we were not struggling for offices. But we did more than win

an election. We brought the labor question—or what is the same thing, the land question—into practical politics.

And it is there to stay.

The coming party is not yet fairly organized, nor is the name it will be known by probably yet adopted. But it has

an idea, and that an idea that is growing in strength every day, ahdsic that from the opposition it provokes. no less,

184 than from the enthusiasm it arouses, must gain support with accelerating rapidity. For so monstrous is the

notion that some men must pay other men for the use of this planet—so repugnant to all ideas of justice and all

dictates of public policy is it that the values created by social growth and social improvement shall go but to swell

the incomes of a class; so opposed to the first and strongest of all perceptions is it that the rights of individual

ownership which properly attach to the products of human labor should attach to natural elements that no man

Sic in the original; probably “sentiment there I have always had in mind”.
133. Ed. Fall upon stony ground: As he was sowing, some seed fell along the path, and the birds came and devoured it. Some fell on rocky ground, where it
did not have much soil. It sprang up quickly because the soil was shallow. But when the sun rose, the seedlings were scorched, and they withered because
they had no root. See https://biblehub.com/matthew/13-5.htm.
Sic in the original; probably “and”.
Sic in the original; probably “provokes, no less”.
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made; and so clearly does the simple means by which the common right to land can be secured, the taking of land

values (i. e., the value which attaches to land by reason of social growth and improvement, and irrespective of the

improvements made by the individual user) for public purposes harmonize with all other desirable reforms—that

our present treatment of land as individual property can only be acquiesced in where it is not questioned or

discussed.

As this discussion goes on, and it is now going on all over the United States, the principle of common rights in the

land, brought to a definite issue in the proposition to abolish all other taxes in favor of a tax on land values

irrespective of improvements, must win adherents, and permeate and bring in line under its standard those

associations and organizations whose existence is a proof of widely existing discontent, but which have lacked the

definiteness of purpose necessary to successful political action.

As yet the united labor party of New York is the strongest organization on the new lines, and the convention

which it will hold in Syracuse on the 17th of August will probably give an impetus to organization throughout the

country, the way for which is now being prepared by the formation of land and labor clubs. What is known as the

union labor party formed at Cincinnati in February by a gathering composed of some delegates from the farmers’

alliances of the west, greenbackers and Knights of Labor, with self-appointed representatives of all sorts of

opinions and crochets122, was one of those attempts to manufacture a political party which are foredoomed to

failure. Sooner or later its components must fall on one side or the other of the issue raised by the more definite

movement. On whieh,186 side the majority of them will fall there can be little doubt.

While the new party aims at the emancipation of labor, and in its beginnings derives from the organization of

labor that has been going on the strength which wherever it has yet appeared has made it at once a respectable

factor in politics—it aims at the improvement of the conditions of labor, not by doing anything special for laborers,

but by securing the equal rights123 of all men. It will not be a labor party in any narrow sense, and in the name

which it will finally assume the word labor, if not dropped, will at least be freed from narrow connotations.

But questions of name and questions of organization, are to us who see the coming of the new party, and who

know its power, matters of comparatively unimportant detail. We have faith in the idea, and as that moves

forward we know all else will follow. We can form no combinations and will make no compromises. How our

progress may affect the political equilibrium, and give temporary success, locally or nationally, to either of the old

parties, we care nothing at all. Even whether our own candidates, when we put them up, are elected or defeated,

makes little difference—the contest will stimulate discussion and promote the cause. We follow a principle that

through defeat must go on to final triumph. And because the new party that is forming is clustering round a great

principle, we have no fear that it can be captured or betrayed. The “politicians” who would anywhere get hold of

its organization, would get but an empty shell, unless they, too, bent themselves to serve the principle.

What is the deep strength of the new movement is shown no less by the manner in which the Catholic masses

have rallied around Dr. McGlynn than by the political power it has exhibited when its standard has been fairly

raised. Whoever has witnessed one of those great meetings which the Anti-poverty society is holding on Sunday

evenings in New York, must see that an idea is coming to the front that lays hold upon the strongest of political

forces—the religious sentiment; and that the “God wills it124! God wills it!” of a new crusade is indeed beginning to

ring forth.

122. Ed. None of the meanings of “crochet” at https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/crochet shed much light here. The word commonly refers to a form of
needlework created with a single hook and yarn.
Sic in the original; probably “which”.
123. Ed. “Securing the rights of all men”: One might call attention to George’s speech a few hours before his death in 1897, when someone introduced him
as being for the laboring man. George denied that, and declared that he was for men, all men! (From this a cigar motto was created.)
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Our progress will at first be quicker in the cities than in the agricultural districts, simply because the men of the

country are harder to reach; but whoever imagines that the foolish falsehood that we propose to put all taxes on

farmers will long prevent the men who till the soil from rallying around our banner leans on a broken reed.

HENRY GEORGE.

Makeshift and Cure.

Milwaukee Review.

If the natural law of demand and supply were otherwise allowed free scope, there would be no call for many of the

arbitrary, and, in some sense, even tyrannical restrictions of trades unions and K. of L. assemblies. . . . A system

that encourages men to shirk, so as not to work themselves out of a job; and to waste, in order to provide work for

others, can be defended only as a makeshift and as a war measure pending a radical cure of a fundamental evil.

This cure—simple, feasible, efficacious—consists in the abolition of all taxes, direct and indirect, except that levied

on the unearned increment of land values. 
p. 7, col. 3

In the July number of the Forum appears an article by Professor W. T. Harris125 entitled “Henry George’s Mistake

About Land,126,” the intent of which is to demonstrate that “Mr. George is mistaken in supposing that private

property in land exercises a power to rob capital and labor.” This intent Professor Harris carries out, evidently to

his own satisfaction, in an essay of about 3,500 words, including copious notes and extracts. Briefly stated, the

professor’s argument is this:

“The total income of the people of the United States, as figured out by Mr. Edward Atkinson, is $7,300,000,000,

or forty cents a day for each inhabitant. The rental value of all the land in the United States, as figured out by

Professor Harris, is $400,000,000 yearly, or a little more than two cents a day for each inhabitant. The total

taxation, national and local, is stated at four and a half cents a day for each inhabitant. With these figures as a

basis for his argument Professor Harris demonstrates several highly important conclusions. Here they are:

If all ground rent were taken from land owners by taxation, and if by some machinery of administration it

were distributed equally among the whole people of the United States, each individual would receive at

most but two cents a day.

If all taxes were remitted, save only a tax on land, it would be necessary, inasmuch as the revenue required

for national and local purposes largely exceeds the rental value of land, to exact from land owners a

considerable tax in addition to the rental values, or, in other words, ground rents would have to be

A CAMPAIGN LIE.

1. 

2. 

124. Ed. God wills it: Deus vult (Ecclesiastical Latin: ‘God wills it’) is a Christian motto relating to Divine providence. It was first chanted by Catholics during
the First Crusade in 1096 as a rallying cry, most likely under the form Deus le veult or Deus lo vult, as reported by the Gesta Francorum (ca. 1100) and the
Historia Belli Sacri (ca. 1130). In modern times, the Latin motto has different meanings depending on the context. It has been used as a metaphor referring
to “God’s will”, by Christians throughout history, such as the Puritans, or as a motto by chivalric orders such as the Equestrian Order of the Holy Sepulchre
of Jerusalem.
125. Ed. William Torrey Harris (1835-1909) was an American educator, philosopher, and lexicographer. He worked for nearly a quarter century in St. Louis,
Missouri, where he taught school and served as Superintendent of Schools for twelve years. With Susan Blow, in 1873 he established the first permanent,
public kindergarten in the country. He is also known for establishing high school as an integral part of public education. Increasingly interested in Hegelian
philosophy, he was cofounder of Journal of Speculative Philosophy (1867), the first philosophical journal in the US. He also worked with Amos Bronson
Alcott’s Concord School of Philosophy. In 1889 Harris was appointed as US Commissioner of Education, and served in that role, under four presidents, until
1906. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Torrey_Harris.
126. Ed. W. T. Harris’s “Henry George’s Mistake About Land” – See https://www.cooperative-individualism.org/harris-william-torrey_henry-george's-
mistake-about-land-1887-jul.pdf. Thomas G. Shearman would write about this in The Standard in the coming months.
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increased from four per cent on valuation to seven and a half per cent. Under these circumstances people

would refuse to rent land. “A seven per cent tax on land would destroy our agricultural interests, all except

the market gardening. No grain could be exported, and without a protective tariff none could be raised for

the home market.”

The average income of the whole country being but forty cents a day, and there being one wage earner to

three persons, “or, more accurately, to 2.9 persons,” it is clear that all men who earn more than $1.35 a day,

or $34.80 a month each, are “on the side of the bloated bondholder already and cannot complain of land

and capital robbing them of the products of their labor.”

When the author of “Progress and Poverty” announces that—

The simple and sovereign remedy which will raise wages, increase the earaingssic of capital, extirpate

pauperism, abolish poverty, give remunerative employment to whosoever wishes it, afford free scope to

human powers, lessen crime, elevate morals and taste and intelligence, purify government and carry

civilization to yet nobler heights, is to appropriate rent by taxation—

he evidently supposes that as “ground rent produces poverty by robbing capital and labor, its confiscation would

restore enough to capital and labor to remedy the evil.” But inasmuch as it appears that “the total ground rent is an

insignificant item compared with the total income of the nation,” it is “necessary to conclude that Mr. George is

mistaken in supposing that private property in land exercises a power to rob capital and labor. And such indeed

must be our conclusion in whatever way we approach the study of actual statistics.”

It is not difficult to show that Professor Harris’ statistics are as untrustworthy as the argument he builds upon

them. The actual ground rents of the city of New York alone, as has been shown in the columns of THE

STANDARD, are largely in excess of $100,000,000 yearly, to say nothing of the rental values of the various

franchises which have been begged, bought or stolen from the municipality. The immense rental values of natural

opportunities in the shape of coal mines, iron mines, gold mines, silver mines, lead mines, tin mines, zinc mines,

copper mines, quicksilver mines, nickel mines, graphite mines, salt wells, oil and gas wells, quarries, water power,

etc., have no place in Professor Harris’ statistics. Nor does he take any account of the taxing franchise (dependent

in great degree upon land monopoly) possessed by railway, telegraph and telephone companies, irrigation

companies and similar associations.

Equally easy is it to point out the professor’s amazing ignorance of economic laws, and the curious weakness of his

logic. He has a queer sort of an idea that landlords can fix rents at any figures they please, as when he remarks that

“to pay all taxes, both national and local, ground rent would have to be increased to seven and one-half per cent;” and yet,

at the same time he shows a dim knowledge of the fact that this isn’t altogether so, for later on he says that “a

seven per cent tax on land would destroy our agricultural interests, all except the market gardening.” It is worth

while, by the way, to remark in passing that, as a matter of fact, the wheat growers of the west actually do pay a

ground rent of seven and even twelve per cent in the shape of interest, since the money invested in their lands will

command that rate, while the market gardeners of the east get off with four and five per cent. But the sublimity of

logical inconsequence is reached in the assertion that without a protective tariff no grain could be raised for the

home market. The spectacle of the western farmers sitting idly by the roadsides, leaving their broad prairies

untilled, while Europe and the eastern states were crying out for food, and their wives and little ones were

perishing (to say nothing of their own personal gripes and other inconveniences), and all because of an unpaid

seven per cent tax upon a non existent value, would be extraordinary indeed. By what economic magic the

imposition of a protective duty on grain would amend matters Professor Harris may think he knows, but doesn’t

3. 

4. 

Sic in the original; probably “earnings”.
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explain. My untutored simplicity would suppose that if the western farmers abandoned their lands, the value of

the land would be extinguished, the tax on it would fall to nothing, and there would be a fine chance for eastern

intelligence to engage in agriculture—always supposing western stupidity to remain sitting by the roadside.

But the cause of labor emancipation would be weak, indeed, were it compelled to stand or fall with the accuracy of

Professor Harris’ and Mr. Atkinson’s statistics and logic. Even were it true,.whichsic it is not, that the rental value

of land under present social conditions were less than the sum annually required for public purposes, the fact

would have no economic significance, save to show the necessity for retrenchment in governmental expenses.

Whether the legalized robbery of the people by the land owners amounts to two cents or two dollars daily per

head of population is a minor question. For the advocates of emancipation demand the absorption of land values

by taxation, not merely because, under the present system, an immense tribute is extorted from labor and capital

without any shadow of right or a penny of compensation, but also, and chiefly, because that system checks the

production of wealth, hinders the increase of population, fosters crime, intemperance and greed, creates poverty,

shortens human life, drives women into sin, destroys religion and makes this earth a hell. The slave is not

worrying over the question whether his master gains cents 
p. 7, col. 4
or dollars by the unrighteous theft of his labor. The slave wants freedom.

What the absorption of land values by taxation will do is this: It will compel the men who now hold natural

opportunities idle to permit their use and to surrender to the community whatever share of their production

accrues without human labor. The owner of a vacant city lot will cease to find a profit in withholding it from use;

he must either build upon it himself or dispose of it to somebody who will, or, finding that it has no value,

abandon it to whomsoever cares to take and use it free of tax or rent. The mine owner will have to work his mine

or abandon it. The land miser who now adds acre to acre of agricultural land, trusting to the growth of population

to create a demand which shall enable him at some future time to lay a tax upon his fellow citizens, will have a

rude awakening and discover that his land is useless to him unless he cultivates it. The farmer will no longer be

obliged to pledge himself to years of toil for the benefit of some city idler in order to obtain permission to plow

and reap; the merchant will have around him a community engaged in wealth production by the application of

labor to natural elements, and eager to utilize his services for the exchange of their products. The laborer will need

no union or assembly to protect him; his power at any time to apply his labor directly to the natural elements of

wealth will make his product the measure of his wages. The man who works will live in comfort, without privation

in the present or fear for the future; the man who cannot work will be well taken care of; and the man who can

work and won’t work, but wants to live upon the work of others, will be allowed to lie down and die, and the

sooner the better. To say that under such a system, with the fetters stricken from the wrists of labor, the fences

torn from around the unused land, the wealth created by the community returned to the community, poverty

would have any chance of existence, is to say that a hungry man will not stretch forth his hand to grasp a loaf that

lies beside him. The population of a European kingdom might be absorbed by the United States each year for

generations to come, and the country would be but the richer for it.

As for the moral tone of Professor Harris’ article, it is even more amazing than his statistics and his logic. He

makes no attempt to dispute the fact that there is a robbery; his only effort is to show that the robbery doesn’t

amount to much. “You fellows,” says the professor, “are making a mighty fuss about a very small matter. What’s the

use of bothering about a stealing which, after all, only amounts to two cents a day for each one of yousic! You’d be

very little better off if the stealing were stopped, and the poor landlords would be in a deuce of a condition.” Such

a code of ethics would make petty. larceny,194 a virtue and shop lifting an industry to be encouraged.

Sic in the original; probably “true, which”.
Sic in the original; probably “each one of you?”.
Sic in the original; probably “petty larceny”.
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Essays such as this of Professor Harris’ are in essence akin to the “campaign lies” with which our newspapers have

made us familiar. If uttered ignorantly they evidence a wanton recklessness like that of the boy who thinks the

pistol isn’t loaded; if put forth with malice prepense127 they show a despicable moral degradation. Professor Harris

has either read “Progress and Poverty” or he has not. If he has, he must be fully aware that in representing that

work as advocating the taxing away of existing ground rents merely in order that they may be divided among

existing people, and as looking to that remedy alone for the abolition of poverty, he is giving utterance to a

deliberate falsehood. If he has not read it, he is abusing the confidence of the readers of the Forum. In either case

he ought to be ashamed of himself.

T. L. McCREADY.

Good Words for a Good Man and True.

New Jersey Unionist.

A few days ago the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost started for Watch hill, R. I., where he will spend the next six weeks of

his vacation. During that time he will take absolute rest, having declined scores of invitations to deliver addresses

in various parts of the country. It is not out of place to say here that no clergyman ever came to Newark and in so

short a time made for himself so enviable a reputation. While the bold stand he has taken on the labor question

and its true relation to Christianity has startled many in his own fold, and, it may be confessed, has shaken the

confidence of a very small number who seem incapable of rising to the occasion of the new order of thought that

is spreading all over the land, the pleasing fact remains that Mr. Pentecost has carried with him the overwhelming

majority of his people, and it would be difficult to name a clergyman among the hundred or more who preach in

this city every Sunday who is more affectionately regarded by their flock than is the pastor of the Belleville avenue

Congregational church. Outside of Newark, among the people at large, no one of our clergymen is so well known

and so much esteemed. We join with his congregation in wishing him a most delightful and health-giving holiday,

praying that when he returns to his field of labor he may be able to work with even greater force and zeal than he

has shown in the past.

REV. EDWARD McGLYNN, D. D., PRESIDENT.

The thirteenth public meeting of the society will be held at the

ACADEMY OF MUSIC

SUNDAY EVENING, JULY 24.

Address by

REV. EDWARD M’GLYNN, D.D.

Singing by

CONCORDIA CHORUS,

Under the direction of

[Advertisement] ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.

127. Ed. Malice prepense: malice aforethought; The premeditated and deliberate commission of a criminal act with knowledge of its harmfulness or
reckless indifference to its harmfulness and without justification or excuse.
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MISS AGATHA MUNIER.

Admission free to all parts of the house, except the boxes.

Seats in circle boxes, 25 cents each; in proscenium boxes, 50 cents.

Box office open Saturday and Sunday.

takes place on MONDAY, July 25, 1887, at Paul Bauer’s West Brighton Casino, Coney Island, beginning at 2

o’clock p. m. Special tickets 25 cents, admission tickets 25 cents. Secure your railroad tickets via New York and Sea

Beach railroad. Boats will leave foot of Whitehall street on above day, every twenty minutes after [1:40?] p. m.

Addresses by G. M. W. Powderly, Dr. Edward McGlynn, John McMackin, and others.

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.

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.

SOMETHING NEW.—Anti-poverty and Labor party hand-painted photo badges. Agents wanted. Metropolitan

Decorative Badge Co. Office, No 7 West 14th st, room 4. 
p. 7, col. 5

[Advertisement] D. A. 49’s GRAND REUNION AND FESTIVAL

[Advertisement] NEW PUBLICATIONS. HENRY GEORGE’S SOLUTION

[Advertisement] THE PHONOGRAPHIC MAGAZINE.

[Advertisement] SOMETHING NEW.
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NEW PUBLICATIONS.

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

” ” paper……………… .20

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

” ” paper……………… .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.

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.

[Advertisement] NEW PUBLICATIONS. HENRY GEORGE’S NEW BOOK,

PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE?

[Advertisement] THE LAND AND LABOR LIBRARY.
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No. 5. “A Sum in Proportion.” By T. L. McCready128,129,130. 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. Sullivansic. 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 Spencersic of Henry, Ill. 4 pages.

No. 19. “My Landlord. By John Jonessic. 4 pages.

No. 20. “Thou Shalt Not Steal.” An address by Henry George before the Anti-Poverty Society. 8 pages.

No. 21. “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.

128. Ed. Thomas Leighton McCready’s articles include “The Hunting Of The Boodler, With Some Remarks on the Maintenance of Boodler Preserves” in
Issue #005; “A Question and Its Answer: Illustrating the Wisdom of Providence and the Eternal Fitness of Things” in Issue #006; “The Case of John Jones:
Being the Story of His Life, His Crimes and His Punishment” in Issue #007; “He Wants to Know! Will the “Herald” Be Kind Enough to Tell Him?” in Issue
#008. He was an Associate Editor of The Standard. Later, McCready and Hugh Pentecost would become editors of The Twentieth Century (for 1888-1892).
His son, T. L. McCready, Jr., wrote children’s books.
129. Ed. See also, earlier in this issue, “A Letter from the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost.” (Placed approximately.)
130. Ed. Clarion: In the Middle Ages, clarion was a noun, the name for a trumpet that could play a melody in clear, shrill tones. The noun has since been
used for the sound of a trumpet or a similar sound. By the early 1800s, English speakers also started using the word as an adjective for things that ring as
clear as the call of a well-played trumpet. See https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/clarion. (Placed approximately.)
Sic in the original; probably “By J. W. Sullivan”.
Sic in the original; probably “Rev. S. H. Spencer”.
Sic in the original; probably “"My Landlord." By John Jones.”.
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No. 27. “Back to the Land.” Bishop Nulty’s letter to the clergy and laity of his diocese. 16 pages. Price, 5 cents.

No. 28. “Anti-Slavery and Anti-Poverty.” An address by the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost before the New York Anti-

Poverty Society, June 19. 8 pages.

No. 29. “Tenement House Morality.” Rev. J. O. S. Huntington in the Forum. 4 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 centssic; 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.

GERMAN EDITION OF “PROGRESS AND POVERTY.”

FORTSCHRITT UND ARMUTH.

Von HENRY GEORGE.

Price $2.00.

Address F. GUTSCHOW.

312 California street, San Francisco, Cal.

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] GERMAN EDITION OF “PROGRESS AND POVERTY.”

[Advertisement] JUST OUT. AN ACCOUNT OF THE GEORGE-HEWITT

CAMPAIGN.

Sic in the original; probably “100 copies, 50 cents”.
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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.

TAX REFORMER.

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

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.

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 indicatessic 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. 
p. 7, col. 6

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 TRADEsic” 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.

[Advertisement] THE DEMOCRAT.

[Advertisement] TAX REFORMER.

[Advertisement] NATURAL RIGHTS, NATURAL LIBERTY and NATURAL

LAW.

[Advertisement] A.—TO SECRETARIES OF TRADE AND LABOR

ORGANIZATIONS AND LAND AND LABOR CLUBS.

Sic in the original; probably “opening quotation mark before”NATURAL RIGHTS” omitted”.
Sic in the original; probably “"PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE"”.
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HENRY GEORGE & CO.

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.

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 desriablesic 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

[Advertisement] MEMBERS OF LABOR ORGANIZATIONS

UNITED LABOR PARTY.

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.

23RD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT MEETS every Monday evening. German speaking members every Tuesday evening

at Vincent hall, 1897 Third avenue, corner 106th street. Open every evening for enrollment of members.

Thursday and Saturday evenings free debates of the Progress and Poverty clubsic

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

[Advertisement] 23RD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT MEETS

LAND AND LABOR PARTY.

Sic in the original; probably “Progress and Poverty club.”.
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JOHN M’MACKIN,

Chairman Central Committee,

28 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., Cincinnatisic. 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. West Tennessee, Eastern,131,132

Arkansas and Northern Mississippi—Land and Labor Club No. 2. Rooms, 9 and 10, Cotton Exchange, Memphis,

Tenn.

“THE NEW CRUSADERS.”

“I care not who write the laws of a country so long as I can write the people134,135’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

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.

[Advertisement] “THE NEW CRUSADERS.”

Sic in the original; probably “as printed (Kentucky organizer given with a Cincinnati, Ohio, address; same as the Ohio entry)”.
131. Ed. Great Eastern, steamship considered to be the prototype of the modern ocean liner. Designed by Isambard Kingdom Brunel and John Scott
Russell for the Eastern Navigation Company to carry cargo and passengers between England and India, it was the largest ship in the world at the time of its
launching (1858), displacing 32,160 tons and measuring 692 feet overall. It had a projected speed of 14.5 knots and alternate methods of propulsion: two
paddle engines, a single screw engine, and sails rigged on six masts. Before launching, the vessel passed to the Great Ship Company, which put it on a New
York trade route. See https://www.britannica.com/topic/Great-Eastern.
132. Ed. Primogeniture: the state of being the firstborn child; the right of succession belonging to the firstborn child, especially the feudal rule by which the
whole real estate of an intestate passed to the eldest son. (Placed approximately.)
134. Ed. The common people heard Him gladly: See https://biblehub.com/mark/12-37.htm.
135. Ed. W. B. – Quite possibly this is Warren Bailey, of Vincennes, Indiana and later Johnstown, PA. Warren Worth Bailey (1855-1928) was a Democratic
member of the U.S. House of Representatives from Pennsylvania and a Georgist publisher. He and other Georgists led in framing the U.S. income tax law of
1916, which exempted most labor income and targeted land rent. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Warren_Worth_Bailey. (Placed approximately.)
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DRESSMAKING.

DRESSMAKING—214 WEST TWENTY-eighth street. [Bes?] Brunon, French dressmaker; perfect fit; prices

moderate.

[Advertisement] DRESSMAKING.
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Page 8 of 8

8 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY JULY 23, 1887.

p. 8, col. 1

Soldiers of the new crusade! Do you hear the bugles sounding? All along the line they’re ringing out, warning

every good man and true to take his place, to stand shoulder to shoulder with his fellows, to nerve his heart to the

contest, to push the enemy home! Hear the clarion voice of Father Huntington—that priest of God, that apostle of

the new crusade—how it rings out above the turmoil of the battle. If every one of the 4,000 men and women who

attended the great Anti-poverty meeting of two weeks ago would but make nine converts, and each member of

each group of ten thus formed make but nine more—how often would this have to be repeated to range every man

and woman beneath the banner of true liberty? JUST FOUR TIMES! Ah! Think of it! Think how speedily the

kingdom of God might be brought upon earth if men would but really work for it!

Men and women who read THE STANDARD, who among you doesn’t know nine people to whom the gospel may

be preached with hope of success? All around you are your brothers and sisters as eager to hear as you can possibly

be to speak. Why don’t you go for them? Won’t you go for them? Tear the bandage of falsehood and error from

their eyes and give them to see the truth glorious with the record of the past and radiant with promise for the

future.

What man has done man can do. Here are a few letters taken at random from among hundreds that reach us,

showing how people who are really willing to work are succeeding in spreading the light:

DANBURY, Conn.—Inclosed is remittance for three additional subscribers. I will undoubtedly send you another

list of names during the week.

We keep pegging away in season and out of season, and are actually forcing the truth into many who would never

believe anything if they were not forced to. We feel we are slowly but surely gaining ground, and will be able to

give a good account of the new party. A large number who have not openly cast in their lot with us have signified

their intention of doing so at an early day; and the more we agitate the more the intelligent portion of labor

realizes that there can be no improvement in the condition of the wage earning class except by independent

political action. The revolution which is now fairly started needs constant agitation and hard work from every

thinking man. C. H. JENNINGS.

RICHMOND, Mo.—Inclosed find draft, for which send THE STANDARD to the following four addresses.

To say that we are pleased with THE STANDARD, and the noble work in which it is engaged, would be but to

mildly express our regard for our paper; it is our text book, our Bible; we await each copy with eager expectancy.

The more we study the social problems now confronting us, the more we see the beauties of the land value tax

theory; as compared with our present burdensome system it is as a “Great Eastern” to a hand hollowed canoe, a

Pullman palace car to an ox wagon, a great factory to a hand loom, a self-binder to a scythe, as money as a medium

of exchange to primeval barter. The tax assessor has just paid us his annual visit, and the injustice and absurdity of

the present corrupt system is fresh in our minds. Some of our friends here own houses, some stock, some growing

PUBLISHER’S NOTES.
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harvests and some stocks of goods. As houses, stock, growing crops and goods are very bad things to have in a

community, the assessor forthwith fines us to the full extent of our damage to the country.

The cross of the new crusade has many earnest friends in this portion of the country, brave men and women, who

will work for the cause until it finally triumphs, or until death shall bid them cease their labors. I sell ten copies of

THE STANDARD weekly over my news counter, besides those that take them by subscription. Send me some

advertising matter. I am doing all I can to spread the light. J. C. WILLIAMS.

AUBURN, N. Y.—Herewith I send a list of seven subscribers for THE STANDARD, and postoffice order to pay for

same. This is the result of devoting the first week of my vacation to discharging a small portion of my

indebtedness to THE STANDARD and the sacred cause it represents. Accept this as a pledge of better things that

I intend shall follow. H. W. BENEDICT.

MADISON, Dak.—Inclosed find money order for nineteen new subscribers and four renewals.

We are not going to sleep out here while this new crusade goes on. Dakota is sorely in need of reform, as over two-

thirds of the land, in one way or another, is in the clutches of the Turks.

As for myself you can count on every nerve that is in me. Now that we know what to do, “easier were it to hurl the

rooted mountain from its base than to force the yoke of slavery on men determined to be free.”

From the first day I read your book, “Progress and Poverty,” six years ago, I knew that this new crusade would

come sooner or later, and I knew also that mankind would have to submit to what is plainly and unmistakably

right. Man, after all, is really no devil. Even if he were as bad in inclinations and desires he is not strong enough to

battle successfully against what is eternally just.

Man is a very weak-kneed animal when he lacks the main quality of strength, moral courage. And this kind of

courage our opponents lose the moment they understand the nature of the reform we want. For to see, in this case,

is practically to be conquered. If every man had a clear idea of what a single tax on land values meant, both in

theory and in its practical operation, at least nine-tenths of the whole population would favor it. So there is our

line of action, to agitate and educate, to make people read, think and study. In this connection the slanders and

misrepresentations of our enemies serve a great purpose. They save us a great deal of stimulating work, so we may

more fully devote our time and energy to constructive, educational work.

Right here let me say to the subscribers of THE STANDARD that the easiest and cheapest and most efficient way

for us ordinary men to do good work is by pushing the tracts. I always carry some in my pocket, and hand them to

people in season and out of season. If you cannot send for a variety, get one that will fit all cases, as No. 20, “Thou

Shalt Not Steal,” and the whole neighborhood may be set a-thinking. E. H. EVENSON.

QUEBEC, Canada.—Just a day ago I met at Kingston an enthusiastic, energetic young fellow, vice president of the

Toronto branch of the Anti-poverty society. He is a most active [canvasser?] for THE STANDARD and its

doctrines. A son of Sir Richard Cartwright, he is most assiduous among his influential relations, confident of

winning them to open, as he has many of them to secret, sympathy and support. He called with the object of

starting a branch of the Anti-poverty society in Kingston, and has probably already succeeded in doing so, though

I was unable just then to give him further help than simply names of already convinced and also of half persuaded

parties. The reform journal, the Kingston Whig, has already written some editorials which show an appreciation

not only of the importance but of the certain benefits of the land movement. The editor of the other journal,

though he admits occasional articles of a softened tone, is obstinately prejudiced against the movement. Should it

happen that I return to Kingston I hope to convert him.
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What a great mass of ignorance and prejudice yet to be contended against! Looking solely to that side, one is

indeed tempted to become disheartened. I suppose you meet constantly with gentlemen such as I made the

acquaintance of last Friday on the boat down from Kingston. I gave a STANDARD to an intelligent looking priest

whose interested eye I caught. He read it and passed it on to another, when I lost sight of it. I ventured some time

afterward to ask another priest (of whom there were several on board) if he would care to see a copy of THE

STANDARD, at the same time offering him a copy. He

p. 8, col. 2
said, “Henry George’s?” and looked first alarmed and then stern, and said that he never read the paper, but always

returned it unread. A long discussion followed, in which my clerical acquaintance made several rash assertions

regarding the land doctrine and the church’s attitude toward it, most of which he was compelled to retract,

eventually becoming reconciled to the view that perhaps after all the church might pronounce in favor of the

theory, and that civilization might receive considerable impetus from it. Particularly he was warned that he had no

right to take the name of the church in arguing against the theory; that henceforth he was in all fairness bound

not to prejudice any mind seeking truth in the matter by appealing to alleged church teachings.

I rather welcomed, as an instance of old, middle age, blind prejudice, a little incident which interrupted somewhat

the first rapid, harmonious flow of the discussion. A younger cleric I heard whisper, with a chuckle, to my friend

that he had disposed of George and his heresy by tearing up THE STANDARD. My friend was evidently ashamed

of the tactics of this hero, and became himself more honest and direct in discussion.

My first contact with the clerics enables me the better to appreciate the difficulties of Dr. McGlynnsic’s position.

They are the men least qualified for cool, impartial debate.

Here in Quebec I hope to do some quiet work. Some lovely enthusiasmsic is awakening among some of my friends

to whom I had sent THE STANDARD. You’ll hear of effective work from them soon, I hope. R. BALMER.

There, see what your fellow soldiers are doing. Earnest workers by the thousand are laboring all over the length

and breadth of the land, each in his own neighborhood, to drag men out of the darkness of error into the full

brightness of truth. Dare you rest idle while your fellows are bearing the heat and burden of the fray? Up and be

doing! And see to it that the next mail brings us a goodly list of recruits in the guise of new subscribers to THE

STANDARD.

MIDDLETOWN, July 11.—How can one better celebrate a birthday for the money than by giving $1 for five

“recruit subscriptions.” Besides, I want to be the first at the new shrine. The names are given, as below, with

directions. These “Publisher’s Notes” are most urgent. Am doing all I can think of for the cause, praying God to

bless, as I know He will, the new crusade and Rev. Dr. McGlynn and all anti-hypocrites. A MCGLYNN CATHOLIC.

This “recruit subscription” idea is catching on. One earnest friend of the cause called on us the other day and gave

an order to send THE STANDARD for six weeks to more than six hundred clergymen. Just think of the amount of

good that will do! And from all quarters orders are reaching us for two, for five, for a dozen six weeks’

subscriptions to THE STANDARD to various addresses.

Keep these “recruit subscriptions” in mind. You must certainly have a number of friends or acquaintances whom,

either because they live at a distance or for some other reason, you cannot attack personally. THE STANDARD

will do your attacking for you. We will send the paper for six weeks—

Sic in the original; probably “Dr. McGlynn”.
Sic in the original; probably “lively”.
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To any two addresses for 50 cents.

To any five addresses for $1.

To any twelve addresses for $2.

And you may rely upon it that the man must be a thorough pagan indeed who can read THE STANDARD for six

successive weeks and not understand the necessity for reform in our social system. Hurry on your “recruit

subscriptions,” and spread the light among your friends. Only remember that these “recruit subscriptions” cannot

be renewed at the same rate.

The following letter comes to us from a valued friend and an earnest worker. It contains a good idea, which land

and labor clubs and anti-poverty societies all over the country can easily put in practice:

Since reading Herbert Spencer’s “Social Statics” some ten years ago, I have been a believer in the doctrine that

land is the common heritage of all mankind, that the right of any present occupant of the earth to an equal share

in its riches with all other occupants, implies also the same right of any future occupant.

It is, of course, apparent to any reflecting mind that a present generation may not ethically restrict or in any way

impair the natural rights of generations to follow. The law of primogeniture was abolished because it did violence

to the manifest rights of second or later comers, whom everybody considers,insic our time, to be as a matter of

course, beyond question, entitled to the same consideration as a first comer.

It may well be believed that no person who is capable of reasonably close thought on the subject, and whose

thought has been directed to a consideration of it, really believes in the private ownership of land, in the same

sense that he believes in the ownership of the hat, or the boat which his own labor has fashioned from material

furnished by nature or land. In other words, we all possess a moral sense which distinguishes between right and

wrong in most fundamental questions as unerringly as the sense of touch or feeling distinguishes between a hard

or a soft, a warm or a cold object.

Country children in this latitude will soon be going out on berrying excursions; they will most likely go for the

berries on to land to which, under existing conditions, some one holds a title, but the children very likely may not

even know who the owner is, or knowing it, they do not realize what it implies, or they care nothing about it, as the

custom often is, in country places, for people to gather berries or nuts wherever they may be found, without a

thought of whose land they grow on.

As illustrating the workings of the moral sense, the youngest child in the merry party will feel that he has an

unquestioned right to all the berries he picks, and to no others.

This same moral sense would as certainly claim an unquestioned right to an opportunity with all the rest to gather

berries from any particular locality or bed, where the berries were, “Oh, oh, how large, how thick they are,” even

though Ben or Tom may have chanced first upon the spot. Should Ben or Tom lay claim to an exclusive right to

gather all the berries because they were on the spot first, and had perhaps in order to fortify their claim, walked

around it, thus inclosing it by an imaginary line, the instant and spontaneous reply would be: “You didn’t make the

berries; I’ve as a good a rightsic to them as you have.” The instinct of fair play would voice itself, and though Ben’s

or Tom’s unenlightened selfishness might resist yielding any share to the others or the party,216, their moral sense

as soon as it had opportunity to assert itself, would assent to the justice of the others’ claims.

Of course we have only to apply this illustration of children in the berry field to children of a larger growth in the

coal field, the gold field, or any other field of natural opportunities, to see what should be done. Every honest and

Sic in the original; probably “considers, in”.

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 8 of 8

99



intelligent person must see that there is absolutely no ground of justice in the claim we so often hear made, by

implication if not in terms, that God gave the good things of this earth to the Bens or Toms simply because they

chanced to be on the ground first, and that He left the others out of His plans and provisions and bid them make

the best terms with Ben or Tom they could.

Nature invites and welcomes children into this world in an unending succession; has she restricted her bounties

and opportunities to only a limited number, those who come first, and whose greed or ignorance and indifference

to questions of right has prompted or permitted them to fence in all the opportunities?

An affirmative answer implies a perverted or lost moral sense, and does violence to every feeling of justice. The

broad doctrine of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, when rightly understood, permits no such

errors.

The so-called doctrines of Henry George are at bottom questions of morality. “Thou shalt not steal” means not

only that you may not,undersic cover of night, take the sheep or poultry of your neighbor Smith, but it means that

p. 8, col. 3
you may not appropriate to your exclusive individual use, under cover of custom or legal enactment, the common

property of Smith, Jones and Perkins, or any number of people. It is not less an infraction of moral law to rob

many than to rob one.

The work of THE STANDARD and of the various branches of the land and labor party is now, and is likely to be

for a long time yet, mainly educational. The hard cake of custom is not easy to break, and many good and

ordinarily wise citizens think they have as good a right to the land which they buy as they have to the book

obtained in the same way, and no doubt good men in time past, thought they had as good a right to the slave

bought with money as to the book acquired by purchase. Nevertheless, most people at heart love justice and

admire fair play. Our work, then, is to get our ideas before the people.

We need some more striking means of getting our fundamental truths and ideas before the masses. Comparatively

few of them subscribe for THE STANDARD, nor do they read Herbert Spencer, Mill or Henry George, and a

discouragingly large percentage of the tracts sown broadcast, it is feared, “fall upon stony ground, or where there

is not much depth of soil.” I live in a city of 120,000 inhabitants, and it is probably within bounds to say that not

ten per cent of the adult population have ever read “Social Statics,” “Progress and Poverty,” or so much as heard of

such a paper as THE STANDARD; and yet these people must be reached; they must be convinced that existing

systems of land tenure are inimical to the masses and in favor of classes; they must first be brought to think

correctly, and then they will vote wisely.

This land agitation has come to stay until the question is settled on right principles, and we want some means to

reach the “Judean fishermen,” such men as were the disciples of the Great Reformer. “The common people heard

Him gladly.”

While I do not, I think, undervalue propogandismsic by means of books, papers, tracts and lectures, yet I am

convinced that there is a way to reach a large class of worthy citizens whom these means rarely touch. Why not

employ the same means to propogate,219 our ideas that enterprising business men use? I would like to see every

Henry George club or branch of the land and labor party own or control a large and well-located bill board. Let

Sic in the original; probably “I’ve as good a right”.
Sic in the original; probably “the others of the party”.
Sic in the original; probably “may not, under”.
Sic in the original; probably “propagandism”.
Sic in the original; probably “propagate”.
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them throughout the country be of uniform size and design, so far as possible, and adapted to receive a certain

number of bills; then let the bills be prepared under competent supervision and a series of bills printed in three

inch plain letters, or any size thought best; let them set forth in terse, striking phrase some fundamental truth

bearing on our reform; let one set remain up ten days or a fortnight and then replace by others, giving a series of

progressive object lessons, so to speak.

An associated effort in this way would bring the cost to a small sum; it would challenge criticism, stimulate

thought and discussion, and the more discussion truth gets the brighter it will shine. I am convinced that it would

prove a valuable adjunct to our books, papers and tracts. W. B.

We shall be glad to hear more from some of our readers on this subject.

A New York manufacturer—who asks us not to give his name, because as yet a belief in the fatherhood of God and

brotherhood of man is supposed to be incompatible with business principles—sends the following letter:

I have noticed with regret that the recruiting fund is not receiving the support which it deserves. In order,

therefore, to give it another little boost, I send you a further contribution, this time for $100.

I can see nothing but good to come from the widest discussion of your theories, and it is with this idea that I am

anxious to do my share.

Another friend sends us a contribution of $20 from Kansas, with the frank statement of why he sends it.

My whole heart is in the new crusade. I long for its success. I want to work for it. I want to talk for it. I want to do

all in my power to hasten along its triumph. And yet, whenever I try to talk about it to my friends I find myself

literally unable to do so. The silliest arguments upset me, and I only get myself laughed at and called a crank. I go

home, and when I am alone I can disprove every one of the arguments that stumped me, but when I meet my

friends again I find myself just as awkward and embarrassed as ever. So I have concluded that somebody else has

got to do the talking for me, and I don’t know any one that can do it better than THE STANDARD. Here is twenty

dollars to help you get listeners. Add it to the recruiting fund, and may God speed the cause. J. T. C.

CHEYENNE CITY, Wyo.—Inclosed please find a $3 postal note as my mite toward the recruiting fund. And

furthermore, you may consider me a monthly contributor to the amount of $1 or more until Nov. 1, 1888.

The rapidity and certainty of success with which our cause is moving fill me with enthusiasm and delight. Five

years ago, when I first read “Progress and Poverty,” I looked for the beginning of the agitation twenty years hence.

And lo! here we are in the midst of the fight, with the crown of victory in sight. It fills me with a sense of solemn

duty never felt before. It makes me feel that every man and woman is my neighbor. It has melted what little malice

I ever had against those who live off the toil of others, feeling that it is a system rather than individual men that is

to blame for the misery and degradation that fester in the heart of our civilization. A. G. GROH.

The recruiting fund shows up well this week. Here is the statement:

Previously acknowledged……..$197 76

A. L., New York……..100 00

J. T. C., Kansas……..20 00

A. M. Blessing, Cleveland, O……..50

U. N. Britton……..55

Thomas Dunn, New Orleans……..3 00

W. S. D., New York……..2 00

C. E……..1 00
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Mr. Hall……..1 00

A. J. S., New York……..1 00

A. G. Groh, Cheyenne, Wyo……..3 00

An Invalid……..5 00

“One who longs for the kingdom.”……..5 00

Chas. T. Hopkins, New York……..2 00

C. A. S……..2 00

Total to date……..$343 81

Now, do you want some words of cheer to strengthen your resolve and kindle the fire of enthusiasm within you?

Listen, then, to what some of your brothers and sisters are saying to us:

XENIA, Ill.—I am a regular subscriber to THE STANDARD. Though my subscription began last week I had

procured the paper regularly since April 16 through newsdealers. I want to know if I can obtain all back numbers

previous to April 16, and if so the price of the same. Let me have these if you possibly can, as I want to complete

my file. If I mistake not greatly full files of THE STANDARD will sell very high some day. Next to buying real

estate I opine the best investment one could possibly make would be in piling up an unlimited number of

STANDARD files. REV. JOHN B. BARNHILL.

ALMA, Wis.—Inclosed find renewal of my subscription to THE STANDARD. I could not think of going without it.

I have read all your books. They are marvels, and “Progress and Poverty” is a great moral instructor. It has given

me more genuine religion than I had any idea I was capable of holding. That it is a pleasure to read this book I

cannot say; at any rate I felt more like crying than laughing when I read it, but it is a great boon to know that all

the misery and wretchedness in the world is not caused by our loving Father in heaven, and that “man, proud

man,” should shoulder some responsibility in the premises and make an end of it. Of course I will take a hand in

the coming struggle, and you may hear from me occasionally. After reading your books I am astonished at my

proficiency in discussing political questions. No matter how they attack the theory, a reply is at hand. Yours in

haste, THEO. BUEHLER.

IDAHO SPRINGS, Col.—Inclosed find renewal of my six months’ subscription. THE STANDARD is the most

instructive and interesting

p. 8, col. 4

newspaper in America. May it live long and prosper.

J. R. RICHARDS.

NORTHFIELD, Minn.—THE STANDARD is one of the best papers I have ever read. The people should uphold

and stand by that grand man, Dr. McGlynn. It will be glory enough if he can drive the Italian propaganda from

interference in American politics. J. S. TRIPP.

ST. LOUIS, Mo.—Inclosed find draft for renewal of four subscriptions to THE STANDARD.

I also inclose $1, for which send an assortment of tracts, especially some of McGlyun’ssic and Pentecost’s

discourses. As a rule, I don’t think much of the gentlemen of the cloth, but I am ready to take off my hat to such as

these two. G. H. MOTT.

CHICAGO, Ill.—Inclosed find postoffice order for six months’ subscription to THE STANDARD.

Sic in the original; probably “McGlynn’s”.
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I have been bred a Roman Catholic and I glory in the stand taken by Dr McGlynn, and also in St. Stephen’s parish

for so nobly standing by him. If his grace, the archbishop, is going to excommunicate Mr. Feeny, Miss Munier and

others of that little band, he and others will have their hands full before they get through. We must stand by that

priest, and by THE STANDARD. The standard of truth, of liberty, and of justice will bring him and us safely

through. THOMAS J. CANTY.

NORTH CAMBRIDGE, Mass.—My father renews his subscription to THE STANDARD for one year. He says its

worth cannot be overestimated. It is truth itself. HARRIET E. B.

TAMPA, Fla.—I send remittance for six months of THE STANDARD and a copy of “Progress and Poverty.”

I have been raised and am now a Methodist, brought up to detest the Catholic church. But if my church takes the

side of injustice, I am no longer a Methodist, but a McGlynn Catholic. I am a convert, soul and body, mind and

strength to the “land theory.” I believe in the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man. ROBERT R.

ROBERTS.

MINNEAPOLIS, Minn.—Inclosed find subscription to THE STANDARD for one year. You publish the best paper

in the United States, and I would not be without it if it cost double the money. We are gaining ground here all the

time. ALEX STEWART.

So the cross of the new crusade advances, and the cause goes marching on.

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 8 of 8

103



HOW LONG PHYSIOLOGICAL EXPERIMENTATION, WITH LABORATORY RESEARCH AND

BEDSIDE EXPERIENCE, AT LAST REWARDED THE PATIENT INVESTIGATOR.

A NEW PRINCIPLE OF CURE.
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Fame and Fortune His, but Only After Years of Hard Work, with the Outlay of Much Money in

Experimenting.
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[Portrait: engraved bust of a bearded man in spectacles (Dr. William M. Baird); no caption]

We recently had the pleasure of a half hour’s chat with Dr. William M. Baird, the Speaker of the New Jersey

Assembly, Member of the New Jersey State Board of Education, ex-President of the Washington, N. J., Board of

Health, &c. It was the Doctor that so ably and manfully presided over the New Jersey Legislature last winter

during the turbulent scenes there, and won for himself the praise of political friend and foe alike for his quiet and

determined stand then.

The Doctor has enjoyed a large practice for years, and has performed many large operations, and his courage and

skill in that direction are well known.

He has become greatly interested in a novel remedy and original method of cure that by its test of experience on

invalids promises a brilliant future.

We asked the Doctor if the remedy was peculiar to one plant. He said: “Briefly, I was, some seven or eight years

ago, experimenting on the various vital principles of plants. For instance, we do not give Cinchona Bark, but

Quinine, which is the active principle of the crude drug. Atropine is the active principle of Belladonna, etc.

“Now, while experimenting on the physiological action of certain drugs, I found that certain ones had a certain

definite action; another would be directly opposite. I at once began combining, in various ways, different alkaloids,

and then, by chemical processes, extracting the vital principle of the combination, I at last succeeded in securing a

result that I little dreamed of in the beginning. I got an exceedingly active principle that had a peculiarly desirable

action on the human system. I was still not satisfied, but continued my investigations upon animals until I learned

definitely the exact action of the remedy.

“I presume I performed over a thousand experiments on animals before I tried it upon the human person, and

then upon myself before I gave it to any patient. The effect of this purely vegetable remedy was peculiarly marked

on the glandular system. In other words, on the part of the human body that regulates the secretions and

excretions of the body. The three most prominent glands of the body are the Liver, Pancreas and Kidneys; but the

whole mucous membrane of the stomach and intestines is lined with minate glandssic, which throws out a fluid

that acts on the food as it passes down the alimentary canal, or else throws off certain extrementitious matters

that they find in the blood. The Liver secretes certain substances, i. e., takes up from the blood certain substances,

and makes new matter from it; it also excretes cholesterine, which is known to be the waste matter from the brain

and nervous system.

“You can imagine my pleasure at finding this remedy to act so promptly on the glandular system, when I tell you

that the medical profession have never had till now a remedy that gave satisfactory results in this respect. It is

true, calomel was somewhat of a stimulant to the liver, but it does not increase the excretion of cholesterine when

that is in the blood in excess.

“A series of long and costly experiments were necessary to prove the results.

“The best proof, however, is the result of treatment of patients. I at last perfected the machinery for

manufacturing, so that I was able to put it on the market in acceptable shape. I saw how it throws off the waste

matters of the blood, and thus purified it, so that I at first called this medicine Dr. Baird’s Blood Granules; but I

found that it acted so much further than the blood that I dropped the word ‘Blood’ and simply called them

Dr. Baird’s Granules.

Sic in the original; probably “minute glands”.
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“They are in no sense similar to the various ‘Blood Remedies’ now on the market. I stake my professional

reputation on the merits of these Granules. The result has far exceeded my expectations.

“They are so small, being no larger than a mustard grain, that no one objects to taking them. Indeed, they are the

easiest medicine to take that I ever saw. A very unusual test during the last month was had by the results of their

use by certain patients who ordered by mail. These orders were all from patients scattered over the country, and

were in answer to our advertisement. The orders came to me through the mails, between the 28th of May and the

7th of June. They amounted to 739 orders. Of these 739, 41 have ordered four times since, either for themselves

or friends; 173 have ordered three times, or more; 415 have ordered, twice or more; 713 have ordered once since

the first orders, leaving only 26 out of 739 to hear from, and the first order only one month ago. The figures tell

their own story. One lady, here in New York, suffered excruciating pain from piles; she was cured in one week.

“Here is a gentleman, Mr. Zerreck, from Jersey City, who represents the woolen house of J. B. Ellison & Sons,

Philadelphia, Pa. He has been a great sufferer from malaria of various symptoms. He is enthusiastic over their use.

Has gained five pounds in a few weeks. Is it any wonder he is enthusiastic? I know that there is nothing equal to

them for Dyspepsia, Malaria, Piles, Headache, Ner-

p. 8, col. 5

vous Exhaustion, etc., as well as for purifying the blood.”

We left the doctor, well pleased with his account of a subject we were much interested in.

The Doctor also showed us his original method of operating on Piles and Rupture, when an operation is

practicable. The Doctor gladly receives patients at his New York office, 157 West 23d street, where he may be

consulted free of charge. His Granules may be had of all medicine dealers by mail free of postage. Price, 25 cents;

5 boxes, $1. Address DR. BAIRD, 157 West 23d st., New York city.

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.

JAMES BOGAN, PRINCIPAL AGENT for James Means’ $3 and $4 shoes. 226 BOWERY, near Prince street.

HOLLAND’S

COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS,

143 Fourth avenue.

Bet. 13th and 14th sts.

[Advertisement] CURE FOR THE DEAF

[Advertisement] James Bogan

[Advertisement] Holland’s
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OUR HOMES MADE BEAUTIFUL

by adorning them with the FACES OF THOSE WE LOVE. REAL LOVERS of the HOME delight in looking upon

the portraits of its members, LIVING or DEAD.

Order a LIFE-SIZED PORTRAIT in CRAYON, PASTEL or OIL, with a handsome bronze or gilt frame.

Prices ranging from $12.00 and upward. Satisfaction guaranteed or no pay. Send for circular before ordering to

NEW YORK ARTISTS’ UNION,

10 East Fourteenth street, New York.

AGENTS WANTED EVERYWHERE.

[Advertisement] OUR HOMES MADE BEAUTIFUL
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[Advertisement] Coogan Bros. 
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[Illustration: engraved front of a five-story store building with horse-drawn wagons and pedestrians in the street.

Signs on the façade: “COOGAN BROTHERS” / “WHOLESALE & RETAIL FURNITURE CARPETS &c” /

“BEDDING WAREROOMS” / “MANUFACTURERS” / “125 COOGAN BRO’S 121”]

COOGAN BROS.,

CARPET AND FURNITURE DEALERS,

COR. BOWERY AND GRAND STS.

[Display heading: white letters on black: “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 CORK-SCREW CUTAWAY COAT & VEST TO MEASURE, FROM……..12.00

OVERCOATS, QUILTED SILK OR SATIN LINED THROUGHOUT, TO MEASURE, FROM……..20.00

[Display heading: ornamental white letters on black: “GRAHAM’S 212 BOWERY, N.Y.”]

OPPOSITE RIVINGTON ST.

Samples and Self-Measurement Chart Mailed on Application.

[Advertisement] WHO WOULDN’T BE DRESSED WELL (Graham’s)
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DR. BAIRD’S GRANULES.

[Advertisement] DR. BAIRD’S GRANULES.
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[Portrait: engraved bust of a bearded man; caption below:] DR. WM. M. BAIRD.

Vol. II, No. 3 (Whole No. 29), July 23, 1887 Page 8 of 8

114



Sole proprietor of “Dr. Baird’s Granules;” ex-President Washington Board of Health; ex-County Physician;

Member of State Board of Education; Speaker of the House of Assembly, CXI. Legislature of New Jersey, Session

1887.

Dr. Baird some years ago discovered a new vital principle by combining a number of vegetable alkaloids and then extracting the

vital principle from the combination. Its effects have been marvelous. He found its effects most marked upon the glandular system,

throwing off waste matter through the glands of excretion and stimulating the glands to healthy action.

Acts especially on the Liver, Pancreas, Spleen, Kidneys and Glands of Stomach and Intestines. Send for

pamphlets.

25 cents per box, 5 boxes $1; of druggists or by mail, postage prepaid.

Dr. Baird will GUARANTEE to cure any case of PILES or RUPTURE promptly, permanently and without pain. NO

CURE, NO PAY. Write for pamphlets. Consultation at office free. Address Dr. Baird, 157 W. 23d St., New York.

[Display heading: white letters on black: “MAJORS CEMENT / MAJORS LEATHER CEMENT / MAJORS

RUBBER CEMENT”]

Sold by druggists and crockery dealers.

A. MAJOR, Proprietor, 232 William st., New York city.

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.

[Advertisement] MAJORS CEMENT

[Advertisement] TO CONSUMPTIVES
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Price, $1 and $2 per bottle. Prepared only by

WINCHESTER & CO., Chemists,

162 William street, N. Y.

[Display block: cross-shaped black panel with “CATARRH” in white letters; text set within it as follows] Piso’s

Remedy for Catarrh is the Best, Easiest to Use, and Cheapest. CATARRH Sold by druggists or sent by mail. 50c. E.

T. Hazeltine, Warren, Pa.

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.

PHOTOGRAPHERS.

CHARLES B. SCHAIDNER,

PHOTOGRAPHER,

2230 Third avenue, cor. 124th street,

New York.

[Advertisement] Piso’s Remedy for Catarrh

[Advertisement] CO-OPERATIVE COLONY.

[Advertisement] PHOTOGRAPHERS.
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Children’s Photographs by instantaneous process a specialty

p. 8, col. 6
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[Portrait: engraved bust of a balding man with mustache, in coat and tie; caption below:]

MR. CAMERON.

[Advertisement] MR. CAMERON. (Cameron’s, Brooklyn)
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His Mental Character, as Written by Professor Sizer of the House of Fowler & Wells, 775 Broadway, N. Y.

This gentleman is more indebted to his mother than to his father for his constitution, mental and physical.

Weighing, as he does, 175 pounds, he is able to manufacture vitality rapidly, so that his large brain, which

measures twenty-three inches, is adequately sustained by healthy nutrition.

His resemblance to his mother gives him a quick, sharp, ready intuition, which enables him to know at once

whatever interests him, without long study; he grasps facts with a grip which is instantaneous, illustrated by the

trap pigeon shooter who brings down his two birds, consequently his wisest and best thoughts come to him like a

flash of light into a dark room in the night.

He reads character like a book, and his first impression of a stranger is generally clear and correct. Then he has a

memory that holds all that he touches, and what he learned years ago comes to his rescue whenever he needs it.

His language is large enough to make him a free and easy talker, and able to express himself pertinently, and

consequently influentially.

Another of the elements which he gets from his mother is uncommonly strong social dispositions; he wins strong

men, children, people of every sort by the cordial enthusiasm of his friendliness; he has also a kind of simple

democracy about his manner which invites and holds the confidence of people who are neither strong nor

influential.

Then he has a great middle section of brain, wherein lies power, giving him courage, executiveness, policy,

prudence, enterprise, business talent, desire for gain and ability to make money, and these come from the father’s

side, and enable him to grapple squarely with power, and he rarely meets a man in respect to whom he feels any

degree of timidity or hesitation.

He has a great deal of policy; if people seek to find out that which he does not feel willing to communicate to

them, he is able to conceal his plans and purposes.

His large acquisitiveness gives him a genius in business; he will see, with his intuitive intellect and with his

comprehensive business grasp, wherein lies the profitable, and in what constitutes the dangerous phase of

business affairs, and he will, as they say on the street, “size it up” in half a minute, and comprehend whether it is

best to do or not to do; consequently, if he were in the out door trading world, he would buy heavily on the instant,

and would sell out clean and clear if he found the market was beginning to get shaky.

Cautiousness is more strongly marked in him than most people suppose who see him work, and that has a

tendency to hold him steady, to make him appreciate all the dangers that are possible to his management and to

switch off before he gets quite there, and go around it, consequently he has fewer conflicts than most men; it is

natural for him to agree with nearly everybody, and if people are not quite what he likes in all respects, if they

mean well he will manage somehow to find which is the smooth way of the grain, and he will get the best service

and the best friendship from men who may not be altogether agreeable to him.

His ambition sustains him, and he will do things partly for the glory of them; enjoys doing a large business for the

sake of doing something large; if he were a millionaire and could manage to keep his million, he would like to play

with a few hundred thousand dollars in business, and as long as it would keep going he would be perfectly

satisfied, would like to do business and show people he was able to do it; he would not care whether he made

money or not if he could have enough to keep him intact, and give work to many people who need it.

He has self-reliance, a wonderful amount of firmness; it is not common to find as much energy and self-reliance

connected with so much judicious prudence and that which many a person will think is rashness is to him the
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solution of a carefully studied problem; but he studies it rapidly and comes to conclusions that are satisfactory to

himself, but he has real power to urge forward his work; he has prudence that steadies and guides it; he has

knowledge of human character which enables him to select people to assist him who will co-operate, and at the

same time he is sufficiently comprehensive in his intellect and in his force of character to be not only a friend, but

also a leading spirit and a master. Men will go out of their way to buy something of him because it is him, through

pure friendliness.

He would have made one of the best of physicians and surgeons; he has skill and ingenuity, appreciates new ideas

as quick as a flash, sees whether there is money, or utility, or reputation, or popularity, or danger in it, and accepts

or rejects and avoids it accordingly.

His head, measuring twenty-three inches, is uncommonly large; his health is excellent; he makes an abundance of

blood, and his brain is better sustained than that of ninety-nine men in a hundred; consequently his plans and

thoughts and purposes are clear cut and self-poised, and, quick as they sometimes are, rash as they may seem in

the esteem of some, they are the outcome of cooler calculation than we commonly find.

He has a capacity for architecture and for art and is a natural mechanic, but the best business phase of his life is

that he is full of work, full of enterprise, a natural financier, skilful to make the best of what he has to deal with,

and he is full of resource, has a kind of inventive outreach of mind that finds the best channels or makes channels

for himself, and then supervises in such a way as to make them available and profitable.

Achievement and success are as natural to him as swimming is to a duck.

COMPARISONS THAT ARE NOT ODIOUS

Cameron’s Prices. Broadway and Bowery Prices.

Men’s Prince Albert Suits (satin lined)…….. $14 00 $40 00

Men’s Prince Albert…….. 8 00 20 00

Men’s All Wool Suits…….. 5 00 12 00

Men’s Suits…….. 2 25 6 00

Men’s All Wool Pants…….. 2 00 5 00

Men’s Pants…….. 50 2 50

Boys’ Suits…….. 2 50 5 50

Boys’ Pants…….. 50 2 25

Children’s Suits, with Watch…….. 98 3 00

Children’s Pants…….. 12 1-2 75

Open Until 9 p.m. Saturdays Until 12 p.m.

CAMERON’S,

202, FLATBUSH AVENUE,

CAMERONVILLE, BROOKLYN.
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[Illustration:

an open watch movement within a circle, with pointing hands at the upper corners; lettering around and on it: “IS

THE BEST GOOD ENOUGH FOR YOU?” / “KEYSTONE DUST PROOF WATCHES” / on the movement:

“Adjusted”, “154019”, “PAT DUST PROOF”, “PAT. S.W.”, “KEYSTONE WATCH Co.” / below: “ARE THE BEST”]

IS THE BEST GOOD ENOUGH FOR YOU? KEYSTONE DUST PROOF WATCHES ARE THE BEST BECAUSE

They contain everything essential to Accurate Time Keeping found in any watch, and in addition have the

following important patented improvements, which appear only in Keystone Watches:

The PATENT DUST PROOF protects perfectly the balance and hair spring (the most delicate and vital parts) from

damage, dirt and dampness.

[Advertisement] Keystone Dust Proof Watches (Atkinson Bros.)
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The Patent Compound Regulator has absolutely no lost motion.

The PATENT STEM WIND is the strongest and simplest made.

The Patent Dust-proof movements are free from all variations caused by dirt or dampness; an advantage which no

other maker does or dare claim.

This is the only Factory using only Genuine Ruby Jewels in every grade, and all Keystone 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. ☜

[Logo: T-shaped black panel lettered “THE GREAT AMERICAN TEA COMPANY”]

[Advertisement] GOOD NEWS TO LADIES. (Great American Tea Co.)
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Damaged type restored

Letters that were broken, blotted or missing in the print and have been written as intended. Listed so they can be

checked against the scan; they are not footnoted in the text.

Page Article As read in the scan Written as

1 SLAVERY

THEN AND

NOW.

auti-slavery anti-slavery

1 SLAVERY

THEN AND

NOW.

ignorauce ignorance

1 SLAVERY

THEN AND

NOW.

Nor’h North

1 SLAVERY

THEN AND

NOW.

ab lition abolition

1 SLAVERY

THEN AND

NOW.

spi[r]it of li[b]erty spirit of liberty

1 [Slavery then

and now: land

ownership

commands labor

as slav

in a a northern in a northern

1 [Slavery then

and now: land

ownership

commands labor

as slav

pro[displaced hyphen]/duction production

1 [Slavery then

and now: no

slave laws are

needed under

land m

this, and and not this, and not

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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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

1 [Slavery then

and now: the

hidden cruelties

of industrial sl

brutal lust. we recognize brutal lust, we

recognize

1 [Slavery then

and now: the

hidden cruelties

of industrial sl

a[faint]tachm[faint]nt attachment

1 [Slavery then

and now: the

mental agony of

the industrial sl

tear fear

1 [Slavery then

and now: the

same forces

oppose both

abolition

is the system is the system

1 [Slavery then

and now: the

same forces

oppose both

abolition

abo’ition abolition

1 [Slavery then

and now: the

fashionable

charity fad]

lit le little

1 WHY THEY

HATE HIM. A

TRUE

AMERICAN IN

1870 AS IN

1887. What

uuion union

1 WHY THEY

HATE HIM. A

TRUE

AMERICAN IN

1870 AS IN

1887. What

appropriatious appropriations

1 WHY THEY

HATE HIM. A

TRUE

seme some
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

AMERICAN IN

1870 AS IN

1887. What

1 WHY THEY

HATE HIM. A

TRUE

AMERICAN IN

1870 AS IN

1887. What

ai as

1 The Fourth in

Kansas City.

Feurth Fourth

2 ANTI-

POVERTY. HOT

WEATHER

DOESN’T

CHECK THE

NEW

CRUSADE. An

telegra n telegram

2 [Opening

remarks of the

chairman, Louis

F. Post]

owned the the hole owned the hole

2 [Opening

remarks of the

chairman, Louis

F. Post]

going going

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

ca not can not

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

to day to-day

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

sla ery slavery

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

set set

2 intended intended
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

[Address of

Father

Huntington]

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

deities deities

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

to . e poor house to the poor

house

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

He bas He has

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

fou r four

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

Hire’ings Hirelings

2 [Address of

Father

Huntington]

Tum ltuous Tumultuous

2 [Speech of

Henry George,

with questions

and answers]

b n been

3 [Henry George’s

answers to

questions at the

Anti-poverty soc

rabbie’s rabble’s

3 QUERIES AND

ANSWERS. A

Clergyman’s

Dilemma.

’ax tax

3 QUERIES AND

ANSWERS. A

Clergyman’s

Dilemma.

pnblic public

3 QUERIES AND

ANSWERS. A

thas thus
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

Clergyman’s

Dilemma.

3 AN

EPISCOPALIAN

CLERGYMAN

SPEAKS OUT.

Dr. De Costa’s

Fearles

do,lars dollars

4 THE

STANDARD.

taken taken

4 [Stones for

Bread,

continued: the

golden rule in

daily life]

isn’t, it Dr. Dexter? isn’t it,

Dr. Dexter?

4 [Stones for

Bread,

continued: the

golden rule in

daily life]

tri-/triumphant triumphant

4 [Stones for

Bread,

continued: the

golden rule in

daily life]

and and

4 [Stones for

Bread,

continued: God’s

provision and

man’s clut

comfort comfort

4 OUT OF THE

MOUTH OF AN

ENEMY.

in in

4 OUT OF THE

MOUTH OF AN

ENEMY.

closing quotation marks after “live;” and “land question.” struck as single marks double closing

quotes

4 THE TARIFF

AND LAND

MONOPOLY.

Alabama Alabama

4 the the
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

OHIO

WORKINGMEN

AND MR.

FORAN.

4 OHIO

WORKINGMEN

AND MR.

FORAN.

combination combination

5 WHAT THE

TAX WOULD

YIELD. A

Pennsylvania

Editor Presents

Sta

buil?ing building

5 WHAT THE

TAX WOULD

YIELD. A

Pennsylvania

Editor Presents

Sta

wan’ed wanted

5 WHAT THE

TAX WOULD

YIELD. A

Pennsylvania

Editor Presents

Sta

dc do

5 A Few Pertinent

Conundrums.

t[blot] the

5 A Few Pertinent

Conundrums.

[blot]itical political

5 The Hebrew

Jubilee.

unrythmetical unrhythmical

5 A Catholic Who

Knows His

Rights, and,

Knowing, Dare

Maintain

org?nization organization

5 A Catholic Who

Knows His

Rights, and,

hi[blot]tory history
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

Knowing, Dare

Maintain

5 A Catholic Who

Knows His

Rights, and,

Knowing, Dare

Maintain

ol of

5 The Pope He is a

Happy Man.

Ireiand Ireland

5 Another

Reverend

Recruit.

nev[smudge]crusade new crusade

6 THE PARTY OF

AMERICAN

LIBERTY.

in in

6 THE PARTY OF

AMERICAN

LIBERTY.

Cardinal Cardinal

6 THE PARTY OF

AMERICAN

LIBERTY.

worship?” and “sympathy? ?

6 THE PARTY OF

AMERICAN

LIBERTY.

useful useful

6 THE SUBURBS

OF GREAT

CITIES. Value of

Land Near

Boston, New

$100,000” and “from $100,000”,

“from

6 A Clergyman’s

Fourth of July.

hands hands

6 A Clergyman’s

Fourth of July.

it is deeper; is being all filled by conscience it is being all

filled

6 A Clergyman’s

Fourth of July.

Do[?] Do?

6 A Clergyman’s

Fourth of July.

opinions? opinions?

6 The

Telegraphers

that that
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

Wheeling Into

Line.

6 RACK-

RENTING

LANDLORDS. A

Record of

Failures in

Burlington,

at all? at all?

6 RACK-

RENTING

LANDLORDS. A

Record of

Failures in

Burlington,

idle or or used idle or used

6 RACK-

RENTING

LANDLORDS. A

Record of

Failures in

Burlington,

hold hold

6 RACK-

RENTING

LANDLORDS. A

Record of

Failures in

Burlington,

increased increased

6 Dr. McGlynn’s

New London

Lecture.

price”, “told He”, “laws”, “fruitful same words

7 THE NEW

PARTY.

a[..] f[..]ling and feeling

7 THE NEW

PARTY.

ha▼e have

7 THE NEW

PARTY.

..ies lines

7 THE NEW

PARTY.

equilibriûm equilibrium

7 THE NEW

PARTY.

[D]r.” / “it [ha]s” / “f[air]ly Dr.” / “it has” /

“fairly

7 Ou[r] Our” / “cities
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

THE NEW

PARTY.

7 A CAMPAIGN

LIE.

zinc min[es],” / “nickel [m]in[es],” / “ga[s] wells zinc mines,” /

“nickel mines,” /

“gas wells

7 A CAMPAIGN

LIE.

min[e] mine

7 Good Words for

a Good Man and

True.

Congregationai Congregational

7 ANTI-

POVERTY

SOCIETY.

PRESIDEN[T]. PRESIDENT.

7 HENRY

GEORGE’S

NEW BOOK,

PROTECTION

OR FREE

TRADE?

EXAMINATIO[N] EXAMINATION

7 GERMAN

EDITION OF

“PROGRESS

AND

POVERTY.”

FORTSCHRITT UND ARMUT[H].” / “GUTSCHO[W]. FORTSCHRITT

UND

ARMUTH.” /

“GUTSCHOW.

7 UNITED

LABOR PARTY.

NEW YORK TO

THE

COUNTRY.

rallyin[g]“,”fig[ht]“,”gre[at]“,”b[ut]“,”heretofo[re]“,”o[ur]“,”exi[s]-“,”necess[i]-“,”lesse[n]“,”mak[es] as transcribed

(damaged print;

words certain

from context)

7 LAND AND

LABOR PARTY.

LAND AND

LABOR.

th[e]“,”politic[s]“,”le[c]-“,”o[f ]“,”u[p]“,”vault[s]“,”w[e]“,”oppressio[n]“,”aristocra[cy] as transcribed

(damaged print)

7 LAND AND

LABOR PARTY.

LAND AND

LABOR.

of a[ll]“,”[its?] as transcribed

(damaged print)

7 “THE NEW

CRUSADERS.”

may [be] may be heard”,

“may address”,

“Thirty-second
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

8 [Letter from

Madison, Dak.]

w hat what

8 [Letter from

Quebec, Canada]

beard”/“board board

8 MR.

CAMERON. His

Mental

Character, as

Written by

Professor S

doin_ doing

As of 2026-11-14 · henrygeorgethestandard.org/1887-07-23
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